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Wednesday, 18 March 2020
The PRESIDENT (Hon. SL Leane) took the chair at 9.33 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:34): On behalf of the Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has served as a significant meeting
place of the First People of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of the Aboriginal
nations in Victoria past, present and emerging and welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or proceedings of the Parliament.
Petitions
Following petitions presented to house:
TYABB AIRPORT
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
Tyabb Airport has operated continuously since 1963 and supports employment of more than 100 people. It
provides significant contribution to the Mornington Peninsula as a tourism and emergency services hub and
is one of the largest events on the Mornington Peninsula supporting many local community groups.
Mornington Peninsula Shire is attempting to amend the Planning Scheme to impose unworkable and invalid
operating restrictions on Tyabb Airport. These amendments will cause significant limitations to flying and
maintenance operations, leading to closure of businesses and loss of jobs.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Minister for Planning to reject
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council’s application to amend the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme as
it imposes unworkable and invalid operating restrictions on Tyabb Airport.

For Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) by Mr Finn (5470 signatures).
Laid on table.
TARNEIT BUS SERVICES
Legislative Council Electronic Petition
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
escalating commuting issues caused by a lack of new bus routes and poor bus frequency in Tarneit.
With patronage at Tarneit Train Station increasing at an exponential rate, there is an immediate need for more
bus routes to cover residential estates like Habitat, The Grove, Haven, Newhaven, Little Green, Riverdale
Village, Allura, Elements, Albright and Rothwell.
The Western Rail Plan project that includes electrification of the Wyndham Vale train line, as part of
Victoria’s Big Build project, could easily take a decade or more to complete and is not expected to start before
2022.
Residents are not ready to wait another 10 to 12 years to solve the current commuting issues. Getting a couple
of extra services on limited bus routes simply does not cater to community needs.
There is also a considerable safety risk to residents living in Rothwell, Elements and Albright estates who
have no other option than to walk unsafely on Dohertys and Derrimut Roads to reach Tarneit Train Station
while the roadworks are taking place
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to prioritise pedestrian
safety, review existing bus routes in Tarneit and increase their frequency to every 15 to 20 minutes and
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prioritise new bus routes to and from Tarneit Train Station, especially for estates that have experienced large
population growth.

By Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (330 signatures).
Laid on table.
CHILDS ROAD INTERSECTIONS
TO THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL OF VICTORIA
The petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council to
Childs Road Mill Park.
The Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to rule out any raised
intersections/raised safety platforms on any of the new intersections to be built on Child Roads.

By Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (151 signatures).
Laid on table.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on—
Freight Outcomes from Regional Rail Upgrades, March 2020 (Ordered to be published).
Managing Development Contributions, March 2020 (Ordered to be published).
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Victoria—Strategic Audit of the Implementation of
environmental management systems in Victorian Government 2018–19.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984—Notice pursuant to section 32(3) in relation to Statutory Rule
No. 130/2019 (Gazette G10, 12 March 2020).

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
NOTICES OF INTENTION TO MAKE STATEMENTS
Notice given.
Members statements
NEWROZ
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (09:42): The 21st of March marks Newroz, the
celebration of the Kurdish New Year. Newroz signifies the first day of spring and has been celebrated
by the Kurdish, Persian and Afghan communities for over 2600 years. In Kurdish legend, Newroz is
a celebration of Kawa the blacksmith’s defeat of the evil King Zuhak. With King Zuhak’s defeat,
Kawa freed the Kurds from oppression, and this marks the return of spring.
Although the large celebrations that typically take place at this time of year have been cancelled due
to the situation involving COVID-19, this time of year remains of special significance for the
Australian Kurdish community. Newroz celebrations are a magnificent display of Kurdish music,
folklore, culture and cuisine. There is of course the customary lighting of a flame to signify the coming
of spring. For this year’s Newroz, Dr Ratnam, Mr Atkinson and I had planned to co-host a
parliamentary Newroz event, but we regrettably needed to cancel under the circumstances. However,
here in Victoria and all around the world I know that all Kurds will be lighting the flame of Newroz
in their hearts. I would like to wish the Kurdish community and all Victorians a happy Newroz. May
this New Year bring you peace, health and happiness. Newroz Pîroz be!
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COMMONWEALTH DAY
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:43): On 9 March we celebrated, although perhaps a
little too quietly, Commonwealth Day. Commonwealth Day recognises the contribution and the
connectivity of parliaments throughout the world who are part of the English tradition of parliamentary
democracy. Indeed the commonwealth encompasses some 2.4 billion people and over
180 parliaments across nine different regions, so it is significant. This year it worked on the theme of
delivering a common future through connecting, innovating and transforming. In these days of rapid
technological change the global issues that we confront as a result of the spread of the coronavirus and
other implications in terms of trade activity between nations, the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association has as significant role in bringing together parliaments so that they can look at ways in
which they can enhance the democratic values of those parliaments, ensure better governance in our
parliamentary systems and indeed continue to promote prosperity, security and opportunity for people
who live within those commonwealth countries. Certainly at this time, when there is so much distrust
in many of our institutions, the commonwealth stands as an organisation that can bring us great and
significant benefits going forward.
ENTERPRISE IRELAND
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:45): In this role we get to meet some pretty interesting
people. I recently attended an Enterprise Ireland St Patrick’s Day lunch and learned about the
collaboration, expertise and relationships this organisation is building between Australian businesses
and Irish businesses, like iCabbi software, which is currently being rolled out in Australia for the taxi
industry. These international connections give us great advantage and access to innovation and new
ideas. This group recently launched an office here in Melbourne to continue building these
relationships.
NETWORK KOKODA
Mr BARTON: I also attended a network celebration for Network Kokoda. Great challenges bring
out the best in us, and this group is an example of just how great our best can be. The projects of the
group honour the legacy of the Papua New Guineans and the World War II Kokoda veterans alike,
raising funds to take young people to PNG to walk the Kokoda Trail and to learn and remember the
history of this great moment in Australia’s military history. But they do so much more, supporting and
improving the lives of the villages along the trail—an ongoing show of gratitude for the kindness
shown to our soldiers so long ago. Cooperation and kindness—these are the themes of these two
groups, and I congratulate them and wish them well in their future endeavours.
COVID-19
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:47): I have been told a story of newlyweds living in
Japan. In the aftermath of the tsunami and nuclear incident in Fukushima, the Japanese husband asked
his wife, a foreigner just come to live in the country, to go out and put some petrol into the car. He also
asked his wife to only half-fill the fuel tank. Surprised, his wife asked why only half the tank, when
everyone else in that critical time queued up for hours in long lines to buy scarce petrol. The husband
explained, ‘It is exactly because now is a challenging time that we should only fill half of the tank so
we can leave some behind for others in need’.
Back to our present time of the COVID-19 pandemic, we have all become understandably concerned
about the health and safety risk this poses to us, our loved ones and the broader community. Yet in
spite of the angst we must remain reasoned and considerate of the more vulnerable members of our
community. Mass hoarding of basic essential items comes at the expense of other people, particularly
the elderly, the disabled and the socio-economically disadvantaged. It is important that we are mindful
of and consider how our actions will impact the vulnerable among us. Fill half of the trolley and leave
something behind for others in need, and stock up more on decency and compassion. We are all in this
together.
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MURRAY BASIN RAIL PROJECT
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (09:48): I think the community
will be shocked with the Auditor-General’s report today, Freight Outcomes from Regional Rail
Upgrades: March 2020. This report from the Auditor looks at the Murray Basin rail project, a project
that has been botched from go to whoa by Jacinta Allan and this Labor government. This is an important
project that was funded by the previous coalition government and the federal government, and indeed
the scoping work was not undertaken properly through the 2015 business case period and beyond.
The benefits to freight have not been realised. The project is only partially complete—about two-fifths
complete—and indeed the outcomes are so bad that the speeds of freight trains on many of the renewed
sections of line have in fact slowed from what they were previously, despite the expenditure of
$440 million of taxpayers money. These are important steps to get our freight system right, but this
government has botched the process seriously from beginning to end, even to the extent of re-using
old sections of rail—chopped sections of rail from 1913, actually welded into the track—because of
the scrimping and saving and Jacinta Allan’s steps in cutting the quality of the work on this line. I hold
her responsible. She is the person who has oversighted this from 2014 onwards. She is the person who
took it through the gateways. She is the person who has botched this and squandered public money
and left farmers and our freight industry lacking. (Time expired)
COVID-19
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:50): With my members statement today I would like
to express gratitude to all those working in health care, because at the moment with the current
pandemic obviously we have a heightened awareness. The community has perhaps a more
strengthened level of concern—naturally, we are all human—and there is a good collective will, I
would like to think, to flatten the curve, and we are all doing our best to do so. I have to say that in any
case it takes a particular disposition to handle health care anyway when you think of first responders
and the difficult crises that they have to face on a daily basis. Even triaging in hospitals at the moment
I think would be probably more stressful than normal; it would just have to be, because the community
is so keen to stay healthy and to get well as quickly as possible. I really want to say to them that we
are grateful each and every day for all that they put in ordinarily, but at this time I want to express a
special level of gratitude for their kindness, their consideration and the sacrifice that they are making
on our behalf.
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:51): Yarra city’s International Women’s Day awards
is a special event to celebrate the unique and important contribution that women make to our
community and culture and to progressive social change. We celebrated it in its seventh year just last
week. The awards are open to individuals and groups of people who identify as female, who live, work
or study in Yarra and who have made significant contributions to the community through paid or
unpaid work. All of the nominees were deserving. There were so many winners. I will not name them
here, but congratulations to you all. We were also privileged to hear from Nyadol Nyuon, who spent
her entire childhood in a refugee camp in Africa. She now works as a lawyer in Victoria.
YOUTH AFFAIRS COUNCIL VICTORIA
Ms PATTEN: On another matter, I was very chuffed to receive the Youth Affairs Council Victoria
(YACVic) Ending Youth Homelessness report this morning. The final report was handed to me and
my colleague Dr Tien Kieu in our capacity as chair and deputy chair of the Legal and Social Issues
Committee. The report details young people’s experiences of homelessness and their solutions to end
homelessness in Victoria. I will speak more on this report at a later date. Thank you to all involved,
particularly Taylor and Ari, who have experience of homelessness and who shared their stories with
us this morning, and also to Katherine Ellis, the YACVic CEO, who has dedicated so much time to
this issue.
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MAHAMEVNAWA BUDDHIST MEDITATION CENTRE
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (09:53): I had the pleasure of attending the Buddhist
monk’s residence inauguration organised by the Mahamevnawa Buddhist Meditation Centre
(MBMC) on 7 March 2020 in Werribee South along with the Consul General of Sri Lanka, Mr Kapila
Fonseka. MBMC Melbourne West is a registered not-for-profit charitable organisation. They run
Sunday school on a weekly basis in my constituency. The focus of the centre is to teach, learn and
practise the teachings of the Supreme Buddha to enhance the virtues and moral values of kids, youth,
elders and adults.
Victoria’s Buddhist community is growing, with more than 180 000 Victorians who identify as
belonging to the Buddhist faith, who come from all corners of the world. The Mahamevnawa Buddhist
centre also organises a variety of community projects, such as blood donation campaigns, tree-planting
campaigns and park-cleaning activities. The centre has been serving the community since 2016 from
their head office based in Mount Evelyn. The event was the inauguration of a new property bought
from donations collected from the centre’s members to provide a residence for the venerable monks
in Werribee South.
It was spiritually rewarding to be a part of this day and to learn about Buddha’s teachings of wisdom,
kindness and tolerance and his universal message of peace. I was very touched by their warm and
welcoming reception. I would like to thank the MBMC for making me part of this special day, a very
rare opportunity. I congratulate them and look forward to working with them on their future projects.
EASTERN KAREN COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION OF VICTORIA
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:55): I rise to make a contribution in regard to my visit
to the local community of Croydon the other day where I visited the Eastern Karen Community
Association of Victoria, who were celebrating the 75th anniversary of Karen refugee people arriving
in Victoria. It was a wonderful celebration of all things related to the Karen culture and community.
The Eastern Karen Community Association also provides wonderful programs for the local refugee
community in order that they can stay connected with their own culture—things like the women’s
weaving and craft group, which focuses on making traditional handcrafts; organising soccer and
volleyball teams for the kids; and also local Karen classes. It was a wonderful celebration—a
wonderful festival of all things cultural—and I must say the food that was provided for not only the
local Karen community but also the broader community in Croydon was absolutely spectacular. I look
forward to attending the celebration when they next hold one.
GAS EXPLORATION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:56): I rise to acknowledge the government for
lifting the moratorium on onshore gas exploration. Of course gas is one of the key ways that we can
increase our use of renewable energy while keeping the lights on. Gas is a great source of power and
raw material and a key reason for the reduction of emissions and the strengthening of the US economy
in recent years. The ban was silly to begin with, but I suppose congratulations are still in order for the
government for being less silly.
But just when it appeared that the government was having an outbreak of common sense, Premier
Andrews said that fracking would not only be banned but its prohibition would be put in the
constitution. Why on earth would you want to make a fracking ban part of the constitution? It is bizarre
legislative overreach. A constitution is supposed to be a statement defining the basic principles and
laws of a nation or state. It is not supposed to lay out the laws according to the superstitions of the day.
I can only guess that this suggestion was made by the same mastermind who brought us the heritage
listing on the Eastern Freeway. When governments concentrate on picking and choosing technologies
rather than concentrating on achieving outcomes like keeping the lights on and lowering emissions
they tend to make fools of themselves, and that is what is happening here.
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COVID-19
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (09:57): We are living in some pretty strange times, and we are
living in circumstances of great uncertainty and unpredictability. For many people across our
communities this is leading to significant fear, to misinformation and to anxiety and distress. In this
regard I want to put on the record my appreciation of those people who are working really hard to
infuse a little kindness, generosity, patience and indeed tenderness to those around them as we endure
some circumstances which I think perhaps none of us have really understood the enormity or
complexity of and which will continue to unfold over the coming weeks and indeed months.
I know that people across our services sector and industries are doing it tough. I know that the provision
of customer care is particularly difficult at the moment, including for those working in our retail
sectors. My thanks to them and to everyone who is treating them with the respect, the value and the
recognition that they deserve and providing them with a safe workplace as they go about their business.
My thanks also to those in the health, medical and allied services industries, who are working around
the clock and who are also isolating themselves from their families and their friends in order to
continue to go about doing the work to save lives and to prevent the spread of coronavirus.
In addition to this I want to say thank you to everybody who is applying common sense, who is making
sure that we stand the best possible chance of getting through this together and who is fundamentally
thinking of others as we go about our daily lives.
SHARE THE DIGNITY
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:59): Laverton Community Hub is one of the locations
nominated to receive a vending machine to provide women with free sanitary items. Share the Dignity
will provide and install a vending machine and keep it stocked without cost. Of the 774 000 Victorians
in poverty over half are adult women. Many women and young girls experience what is referred to as
‘period poverty’. Period poverty is poor access to sanitary products, menstrual hygiene education,
toilets, handwashing facilities and disposal. You would be shocked to hear that women are using
rolled-up toilet paper and hand towels to manage their menstrual cycle. I welcome the government’s
initiative to provide free sanitary items for all schools and that girls will not have to miss school rather
than risk humiliation. This will not reach the almost 312 000 vulnerable adult women in Victoria living
in poverty. As a start I would like to see the availability of sanitary items right across Victoria wherever
vulnerable women may have access to them. This is a human rights issue. Let us share the dignity.
AUNTY EUNICE WRIGHT
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (10:00): I rise today to offer condolences for a beloved
matriarch. On 12 March Aunty Eunice Wright passed away at the age of 75. Aunty Eunice was a
proud Kerrup-Jmara elder of the Gunditjmara nation. She was a mother and grandmother, a respected
and loved leader of her community. Aunty Eunice was nine when she was stolen from her family by
the Australian government. After that she grew up in a Ballarat orphanage. I cannot imagine how
lonely and frightening that must have been for a young girl. Aunty Eunice was one of the stolen
generation members who was invited to attend the apology to the stolen generation at Parliament
House in Canberra. At that time the apology felt like an important shift, a real acknowledgement of
their suffering. But over time, when meaningful reparations failed to follow this apology, feelings
changed.
I met Aunty Eunice a few years ago here on the steps of Parliament, when I joined a protest calling for
reparations for members of the stolen generation organised by then Greens MP Lidia Thorpe. At that
time Aunty Eunice was quite frail and came in a wheelchair, supported by her daughter and
granddaughter. But despite ill health she came because she wanted to send a strong message to the
Victorian government that members of the stolen generation are still here and calling for justice.
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I was struck then, and I am today, by the deep tragedy that is unfolding, where members of the stolen
generation are passing away without ever seeing restitution and thus meaningful acknowledgment of
the pain and suffering they and their family and communities suffered. Today I am speaking with the
permission and support of the family. Today we recognise the strength and determination of Aunty
Eunice in her honour and on behalf of her family. This is truly unfinished business in Australia, one
of the many pains of our history that we have failed to properly set right. We need a reparation scheme
for the stolen generations right here in Victoria.
Production of documents
MELBOURNE AIRPORT RAIL LINK
The Clerk: I lay on the table a letter from the Attorney-General dated 17 March 2020 in response
to the resolution of the Council of 4 March 2020 relating to the Melbourne Airport rail link strategic
business case. The letter states that there was insufficient time to respond and that a final response to
the order would be provided as soon as possible.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, this is actually quite an urgent matter. I am informed that
the government is about to make decisions on this matter. The minister may wish to make, or do so on
behalf of other ministers, a comment about whether the government intends to proceed with a decision
without providing the documents to the chamber and the public.
The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order.
Motions
MEMBERS REGISTER OF INTERESTS
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (10:03): I will move my motion, and I will read it out because
it actually goes to the crux of the matter. I move:
That this house notes that:
(1) members of Parliament are currently not required to declare any interest in water shares or water trading
and that members of Parliament should, without delay, declare any and all interests in water trading in,
but not limited to, the Murray-Darling Basin plan;
(2) government bureaucrats involved in any matters relating to water should immediately declare any and
all interests in the water market that they themselves or any related entity holds;
and calls on all Victorian members of both state and federal parliaments to declare their interests in the water
market.

The whole crux of this is transparency. I have gone through a lot of the declarations of interests, the
form and what we are and are not supposed to do. There is a lot of trust in what we do; there is a lot of
trust in what we declare. I would suggest no-one other than probably a few journos and maybe the
Greens go through the stuff and have a look and see what people are up to. But there is a massive
problem of a perceived conflict of interest with politicians and water trading. And this goes for all
levels. There are all sorts of wild rumours going around the place. There are all sorts of stories about
who may or may not be involved in it—some celebrities, some federal politicians—but as far as I can
tell, at least in the Victorian Parliament, no-one has declared a water share. Now, obviously if someone
owns land that is captured by one of these plans, then they are going to have water shares, and to a
large degree it is not relevant to the problem, but it is actually very relevant to the perception. So if
you own water shares without owning land, there is definitely something to be said there, and we have
overseas traders as well. Who knows who they are? Who knows who has got what?
All we know is we have got a whole lot of farmers that have an allocation. They start off the year with
a 2 or 3 per cent allocation, and it moves up. They may or may not get their full allocation, and they
do not know why. They have no idea whether it is just the way it is. They have no idea whether it is
someone’s blind trust. They have no idea whether it is a great big corporation making money out of it.
So the crux is that transparency is sorely lacking in this whole plan. No-one knows who has got what.
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I have heard it put that there will be various farmers that may not want the status, for want of a better
term, of their own water rights and allocations known. I can appreciate that, but without getting super
complex, there is no particular way except full transparency.
This became an issue once you could actually separate your water rights from your land. Until then,
there was no real issue. If you wanted water rights, you had to buy land. If you wanted land, you got
the water rights with it, but as soon as you could divest the water from the land, all of a sudden it
became much like a tradeable commodity on the share market. Clearly it is not listed on the share
market, and I do not even think there is a practical way of doing that. So moving on all these years, we
are spiralling to a point where there are a lot of people that are feeling the pinch. We had a drought,
and a lot of farmers have had a lot of rain since then, but during the drought they were watching the
Murray River going past. I went and had a look; it was about a good 6 inches or so from the top of the
bank, and they have got nothing. It gets into the problem of environmental water, of course. That is
another issue for another day, but what we have got is a plan that I think started out with good
intentions but has quickly just turned into a problem.
The political and bureaucratic governance may be there or may not be there; I do not know. No-one
knows. There are a whole lot of top-level bureaucrats—and probably low-level bureaucrats—and
members of Parliament that are well and truly knee deep in the whole thing. They may or may not
have a conflict of interest and they may or may not have a perceived conflict of interest, and as has
been put to me more than once, a perceived conflict of interest is a conflict of interest. There is really
only one way, in my opinion, of getting rid of this, and that is full transparency.
In the interests of full transparency I am going to say that the only water I own is in my garage in a
plastic wrapper, and it is 24 bottles of drinking water in case the water goes off with all this COVID-19
silliness. That is it. I have no shares. I have no blind trust. I have no nothing. I sound quite poor and
destitute. It is obviously not quite that way, but I have nothing to say about it, nothing to declare. I
suggest that everyone—and I encourage everyone, and that is in both houses—to just say what they
have got, and that will clear the air one way or the other.
Confidence is the name of the game, I guess. Confidence is what we need people to have in the system.
Not all systems work well for everyone; I understand that, but people at least need to have the
confidence that they are getting what they are meant to be getting and that there is not some unnamed
entity—political or bureaucratic, or a celebrity—getting rich on their misfortune.
Obviously with my colleagues in New South Wales going along a similar line, I have been doing a bit
of research on what they are up to, and with the New South Wales Water Act 1912, members of
Parliament are required to disclose their interests in water. Clearly Helen Dalton up in New South
Wales is working on that, and it is my impression that no-one is declaring it and that there are probably
some nervous people, judging by an anonymous MP up there trying to scuttle the whole thing.
But the Victorian Water Act 1989 has nothing of the sort. The Victorian Water Act is completely silent
on it. It goes only down to the register of interests, and as I said, I am assuming no-one ever bothers to
check, because it would be almost impossible, particularly for those with a blind trust. So I encourage
the government to perhaps look at an amendment to the Water Act to see if there is anything they can
do along the lines of clearing the air.
We can accept man-made climate change or not, but we do have droughts in this country. We do need
to manage our water probably a lot more carefully than a lot of other countries need to. When we are
getting a situation where the supply of water is becoming a problem, everyone needs to just be upfront. We cannot fix it we do not know there are any problems.
We as leaders—and we are community leaders—should be setting an example on transparency. It is
not just the agricultural reason. It directly affects farmers right now. It directly affects those in the
agriculture industry because they are the ones with or without water. But looking at all the panic buying
and the silliness that is going on at the moment, it is going to affect urban and suburban areas, because
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if we cannot sort this out and this becomes a long-term issue, then food supply is going to be more
difficult. At the moment the problem is not food supply; the problem is getting enough into the
supermarkets before everyone buys so much toilet paper they are going to outlast a 40-year
apocalypse.
We need to be careful. I think one of the things we can learn from this whole situation is that there is
a definite need to sort out this water plan and other water plans because we are just not getting it right,
in my opinion.
Getting down to the specifics of the Members of Parliament (Standards) Act 1978—and obviously it
has been updated since then—the statement of values says, and I think this is fairly important:
Members should demonstrate the following values in carrying out their public duties—
(a) serving the public interest;
(b) upholding democracy;
(c) integrity;
(d) accountability;
(e) respect for the diversity of views and backgrounds within the Victorian community;
(f)

diligence;

(g) leadership.

It is all of those, basically, that I think this whole thing is covered by. Everyone has to be worried about
what is going on. We go on to conflicts of interest under part 3, ‘Code of conduct’:
A Member must avoid any actual or perceived conflict of interests with their private interests.

This is probably the most important thing. I am trying to think how to put this. It is very difficult for
someone outside of this place to realise what we do in here and that we cover all sorts of issues. I may
be from the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party, and I got into politics mainly for shooting, but it is
probably the least of what I deal with at the moment. I still deal with it, but we deal with everything
from the hairdressers registration bill to voluntary euthanasia and everything in between. It is a very
interesting thing. We all need that water; we all need it. Section 21 of the Members of Parliament
(Standards) Act says:
If a Member becomes aware of a material change in any information required to be submitted under section 19
or 20, the Member must submit a description of the material change in the prescribed form to the Clerk of the
Parliaments as soon as is practicable.

That basically means you can do, let us call it, an off-cycle update. Should someone find out magically
that they are now the holder of water shares, or something else of course, they can just make a
contribution to the Clerk’s office and it all goes on record. Obviously the perception is reality then, or
the reality is perception.
I am going to finish with one last thing. Because of this motion I have brought this to the attention of
the Parliament—and it is both houses. People could possibly say before that they were not aware of
the need to declare water rights, but they cannot now; it has been put on record. There is a case to be
made that if they do this and it comes out later that they have been wilfully in breach of the act, and
just in general the standards, there are a whole lot of punitive measures that the member may or may
not be forced to do.
I am just going to finish this off with: we are leaders of the community. We are going through trying
times. I think it is time for anyone that has got anything that they need to add about water interests in
particular to make their contribution to the Clerk’s office, get it over with and then the people affected
will be able to at least sleep at night, as it were, knowing that it is all out there in the open.
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Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:15): I rise today to speak to Mr Bourman’s motion and the intent
which underpins it, which appears to all intents and purposes to go very much to the heart of and need
for more transparency and accountability in the way in which we understand disclosures and the
requirements by various acts, regulations and values to apply to elected members of Parliament on the
one hand, alongside the rules and obligations that exist for members of the Victorian public service. I
have listened to Mr Bourman’s contribution and it has been very clear to me that the driving factors
of improved and increased accountability and transparency are very much shared as priorities, I think,
across this chamber—not by all members but definitely by those who sit on the government benches.
We know from recent debate and discussion that has occurred in this place around amendments to the
declaration of interests and to the way in which registers are kept, and indeed required to be kept in
greater levels of detail, that it is a crucial thing that we not only address the high levels of mistrust of
people in public office but that we also take the steps necessary to infuse a greater degree of
transparency into the way in which members of the public can see the interests, whether actual or
perceived, which are held by members of Parliament and which may in fact interface with the work
that they do in a substantive way or indeed as part of their roles within public office.
So I think, again just to set out pretty clearly at the outset, the government does in fact support greater
measures around transparency, including those which have been described by Mr Bourman and which
are set out in the motion which we are currently debating in the chamber. But I do want to perhaps
provide Mr Bourman with a level of comfort around the way in which the register and the declarations
currently operate for elected members of Parliament on the one hand, which goes to the first part of
the motion seeking an amendment and a requirement to disclose, and secondly to the latter part of the
motion, which addresses the desire to have public sector bureaucrats, I think the term is, as it is referred
to in the motion, involved in any matters relating to water immediately being required to declare any
and all interests in the water market that they themselves or any related entity holds.
Then the motion goes on to require all Victorian members of both state and federal parliaments to
declare their interests in the water market. There are certain things within this motion that we cannot
in fact address or do anything about other than note, and that is where we look at the motion, which is
drafted as a noting motion rather than a requiring motion. We are not in a position, obviously, to
mandate what happens at a federal level, and nor is that being sought. I note that from the way in which
the motion has been drafted. But when we look at the federal space we see again that we are operating
in two very, very different jurisdictions here as far as transparency and consistency go and as far as
disclosure and the nature of full and frank detailing of interests and actual or perceived conflicts of
interest go.
Mr Bourman alluded to that in his opening remarks, I think, in relation to everything from politicians
to celebrities who may or may not hold water entitlements or have actual or perceived interests in
water rights as they apply, particularly at a cross-jurisdictional level. That is a point that I think is well
made, and well done to Mr Bourman for in fact being as obscure as he needed to be whilst also
ramming the point home with sufficient specificity to leave, I think, nobody in any doubt as to the
sorts of topical issues and concerns that he has been referring to.
In the Victorian jurisdiction we have the Members of Parliament (Standards) Act 1978, which requires
members to include in their primary and ordinary returns a description of any interests that a member
has where a conflict of interest could arise or could reasonably be seen to arise. This goes to, I think,
the heart of the first part of Mr Bourman’s motion—so in fact members of Parliament are required to
declare any interests that do fall within the Members of Parliament (Standards) Act. Again there are
certain arms-length arrangements that may give rise to the sorts of issues and matters that Mr Bourman
has canvassed in his original contribution, but the way in which the Members of Parliament
(Standards) Act operates is so as to require people to disclose or to address any interest or conflict of
interest that might arise or could reasonably be seen to arise. When we look at the tests of
reasonableness as they apply to these particular circumstances, we see that where somebody holds an
interest in a blind trust, for example, or where somebody is a director of a trading corporation,
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partnership or company that has an actual or potential interface with the subject matter not only of
water, not only of commodities, but of any sort of commercial, trade, financial, economic or fiduciary
interest, in fact there would be a reasonable requirement for a disclosure to be applied in those
circumstances and for that to be detailed fully within the declaration of interests.
We know from the flurry that occurs around these halls when the due date looms for the return of the
declaration and register of interests that this is a matter which requires every single member of both
houses of this Parliament to detail with as much specificity as possible any arrangements which do or
may give rise to a conflict of interest and to detail any interface between the private interests of a
member in his or her life or in his or her family matters or other activities and those which are
necessarily part and parcel of being a member of Parliament. So in that regard I think there is a certain
degree of comfort, perhaps, for Mr Bourman to take from the operation of the Members of Parliament
(Standards) Act and the way in which that is being implemented—the way in which the educative
function of the Parliament is working to make sure that members are under no illusions about what
they need to disclose and what needs to be listed in the declaration of interests in order to not just
provide a level of accountability and transparency but also improve the standing of this institution here
at a state level.
I think that the commonwealth still has a way to go in that regard, and I think that we have seen
numerous examples, as Mr Bourman alluded to in his contribution, of interests that have been
exercised with an actual—or if not an actual then very much a perceived or reasonably able to be
perceived—conflict of interest that has benefited or might potentially benefit associates or family
members of members of Parliament. Again there is a groundswell of consternation and outrage, I
think, across state boundaries relating to the way in which water rights and allocations in particular
have arisen and been the subject of benefit for members of Parliament and their associates, family
members or related companies.
I do not intend to go into that in any detail; it is well canvassed on the public record. But what I do
want to make mention of is the fact that in Victoria there is a concerted effort going on in this particular
subject matter of water, alongside the work that we have done to tighten up accountability and
transparency measures, that I think gives us a much better starting point from which to have a
conversation about the way in which this commodity is bought, sold, made available and otherwise
withheld for associated reasons.
On the point of public sector workers, the notion of bureaucrats, as set out in the second point of the
motion, I would read broadly within the scope of Mr Bourman’s motion to include employees and
executives within the Victorian public sector and not just the service, given that they may well be
related to the work of government and have influence, power or control in the way in which
government decisions are taken and the way in which procurement or tendering processes might
otherwise take place.
Again, ‘bureaucrat’ is a funny word, so I have confined it to that broad definition, so I hope that that
does satisfy the intent of Mr Bourman’s motion. But in going to the heart of what that looks like in
practice, there are a number of things that curtail any free reign that a public sector employee and a
public service worker or executive, whether within the classification structure of the VPS or as an
executive, right up to the level of departmental secretary, must adhere to in the discharge of their
obligations. Discharge of obligations is regulated very thoroughly in a number of different ways by
different bodies that exercise oversight and accountability measures. There are also public sector
standards and values which apply and which are the subject of rigorous education and frequent
discussion within the public service.
Of course from time to time—and I am not saying that this is specific to water—within the public
service we see that there are abuses of the level of trust which is placed in people with decision-making
capacities across the public service and the public sector more broadly that lead to improper conduct,
to corruption and to matters which may then lead to criminal prosecutions or to other action being
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taken by the government. That is par for the course, I think, in the administration of any government
arrangement that requires expenditure of taxpayer funds and management of assets for the purposes
of the public interest.
What we do want to make sure, though, is that we have the right framework in place through the
various bodies that exist, whether that is the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
on the one hand or the Victorian Inspectorate on the other, or whether it is through the Victorian public
sector standards commissioner or indeed through the operation and the implementation of the Public
Administration Act 2004.
When we look at the way in which employment contracts and arrangements are set out for workers
within the Victorian public service it is made very, very clear that employees have a certain set of
duties and obligations that apply to them in the discharge of their work, that that includes disclosure
of any actual or perceived conflicts of interest and that in fact people are required, as is the case in
many corporate settings as well, to declare any actual or perceived conflict of interest that might arise
in the first instance and, secondly, not be part of any consideration of government decision-making,
procurement tendering or the expenditure of public funds in a setting that has any actual or perceived
overlay with their own personal interests.
These protections and these structures exist for the purpose of, again, being able to identify actual or
perceived conflicts of interests, and to be able to provide a level of consistency in the way in which
government decision-making takes place, given that those decisions are implemented by human
beings who have lives outside of the work that they do in their substantive employment and who have
family members who often have associations with all sorts of subject matter, including water. So we
need to be aware of the way in which the Victorian public service and the sector more broadly are
regulated in that space, and also the application of the code of conduct for employees, which also
requires public servants to avoid any conflicts and to declare those conflicts of interest accordingly.
We have got a long way to go, though, in making sure that we continue to address these concerns. It
is telling that we are talking about water in this particular motion given its scarcity, given the
unpredictability of supply and given the way in which, from an interjurisdictional perspective, the
states are often in competing positions when it comes to the allocation of rights and to the impact
downstream of what one state might do as it relates to a number of others. Here in Victoria, noting
what we have seen throughout the basin plan and in the face of rising water prices, we are almost
revisiting history in the context of the millennium drought, where prices hit around $1000 a megalitre.
This is an enormous pressure point for primary producers, who are doing it really tough. We have seen
some recent rains, which have taken the pressure off somewhat, but these are ongoing challenges and
ongoing difficulties that our agricultural and horticultural sectors will continue to face. It is something
which the Minister for Water, Lisa Neville, has approached with a level of doggedness and
determination on behalf of Victorian farmers, irrigators and primary producers in the national space.
Having these discussions with other jurisdictions is all too often fraught.
Again when we look at the comparative price points, we are still seeing, just this week in fact, water
prices remain really quite high by historical standards, even in the face of those rains that we have seen
in the last few weeks. The median price was about $470 per megalitre in the Goulburn and about
$500 per megalitre in the Murray. So we are going to see a level of volatility in this market over time,
and we are also going to see a greater level of inconsistency around the availability of water into the
future. When we look at how that has been safeguarded through the desalination plant and putting
water back into the grid, these are measures being taken to reduce the pressure on primary producers,
irrigators and farmers, on the one hand, by providing water to domestic residential, light industrial and
commercial producers and users through the grid. There is work being undertaken to make sure that
that continues to be a source of security and certainty into the future and as the population grows, but
there are a number of factors that are really continuing to contribute to high prices across the board.
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The drought, as I mentioned earlier, has had a profound and enduring impact on the concerns that I
think probably sit underneath Mr Bourman’s motion and the concerns that have been well ventilated
in the public space around everything from buybacks through to allocations. We have got really dry
conditions. We have had an enduring drought that has been backbreakingly difficult for primary
producers in the north and north-east and then also out to East Gippsland. We have also had zero water
allocations in southern New South Wales.
So when we look at the fact that these issues and concerns do not really care about state boundaries or
borders, we see that there are some fundamentally enduring challenges that have to be tackled in a
collaborative way. We are looking forward to that work being able to take place and for a perhaps
more unified approach to water management across the states and territories. When we see also the
increasing pressure being put onto the market with New South Wales producers entering to a greater
extent, we also see that the knock-on effect there is profound, and despite the fact that we have met
our obligations under the basin plan there is an issue with water availability. We have maintained our
800-gigalitre commitment for the environment. We have confirmed in fact that there will not be any
buybacks, and we do not support any more buybacks of water, having met our environmental
requirements and those water recovery obligations under the plan.
There are still huge issues associated with no flows in the Darling River and really low flows in the
Murrumbidgee. For those people who are not intimately connected with the impact of this, people
would have seen the footage of Murray cod dying en masse. These huge die-offs are due to insufficient
water in the system, which is emblematic of the challenges that these different jurisdictions across
Australia—state jurisdictions and indeed the national framework—face in trying to come up with a
cohesive and consensus-based approach to water management, which continues to be a challenge for
the federal government and which Minister Lisa Neville continues to drive a charge on from the
Victorian perspective.
We have also seen that as we see a greater demand for availability to produce horticultural product we
need to continue to act to alleviate the high prices on farmers. Again, when we recover water on the
one hand we also need to make sure that we are providing compliance with the socio-economic criteria
that apply and that we have argued for—and that Minister Neville has been unapologetic about in the
course of discussions for positive outcomes for irrigators and communities and jobs—and that we are
moving to limit new licences in the lower Murray to ensure that water can in fact be delivered to
entitlement holders. This goes to the sort of transparency which we are working really hard on the
ground to deliver and which we are working really hard in the halls of Parliaments in Canberra and
across other states to improve. This is something which again we are working with catchment
management authorities and water operators and providers, farmers, irrigators and primary producers
to improve a sense of understanding about.
But when we turn to the importance of declarations here as they relate to water, by way of perhaps a
small measure of comfort to those who might be concerned about any existing loophole for members
of the Victorian Parliament or indeed members of the public service to use in order not to disclose an
actual or perceived conflict of interest as it might apply to the holding of an entitlement—whether
actually as a director or through a blind trust—these instruments within the Members of Parliament
(Standards) Act 1978 apply to elected representatives to dictate requirements around disclosure and to
dictate the disclosure of actual or perceived conflicts of interest, and in fact they require that in an
arms-length way as well as a direct way. So I would encourage anybody who is concerned about what
members of Parliament hold as rights on trust or through arms-length arrangements to go to the
Parliament webpage and see the list of declarations which are published in accordance with the act. I
would also encourage people to go through the detail and to see the extent to which individual
members provide disclosures around their own interests. This should hopefully give people a measure
of comfort in an area of concern.
I would also encourage people, if they do have any inquiries or concerns about actual or perceived
conflicts of interest in the Victorian public service, to detail those concerns and make a complaint. If
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there are any issues of concern around misuse of a position of authority for actual personal or indirect
gain, there are mechanisms that have been deliberately and carefully made available for people to
pursue should they have a concern about the way in which misconduct, corruption or any other serious
matter is unfolding, to deal with that through an entirely independent process.
With the motion that we have got before us today, I have listed a number of things that we have been
doing and working assiduously toward. We have also continued to provide information around the
names of companies who own 2 per cent or more of water in a system on the Victorian water register.
That is intended to address monopoly behaviour, which again we have seen in the public domain
around large landholdings and the allocations that go alongside them, alongside pursuing legal changes
to report the same information for individuals with greater than 2 per cent, reporting on non-water
users in the market by tracking how they use their accounts and pursuing legal challenges to allow
publication of information about allocation accounts with more than 20 trades per year.
When we actually introduced this greater level of clarity, including around disclosure of the kinds of
purchases or transfers that have taken place, we introduced another measure of comfort, to the extent
that it goes to Mr Bourman’s motion. We are also continuing to support the ACCC’s inquiry into water
trading. Within the federal sphere this is something which again we look forward to seeing further
progress toward. But as I mentioned earlier in my contribution, we have an ongoing challenge of the
availability of water not really having much regard for geographic boundaries between states and
territories, we have an ongoing challenge of reduced supply and availability and we have an ongoing
challenge as it relates to meeting the needs of our population now and into the future through the
production of primary goods and through the measure of certainty that is needed for irrigators, farmers
and producers to do what they do to keep food on our tables.
With those words I will indicate that we do not intend to oppose the motion, that the intention of the
motion itself relating to transparency and consistency is a point well made by Mr Bourman and that
we want to provide confidence for communities around the way in which we are administering our
obligations around water and other commodities but also to provide a greater measure of confidence
in decision-makers. This is an area where we can definitely do with greater levels of confidence, and
increased scrutiny and better transparency is one way to achieve that, so we will move to continue
improving our transparency over time. I hope that those words around the operation of existing statute
regulation and convention within this Parliament and within the public service itself give Mr Bourman
some comfort. Again, I would also encourage anybody who has any concerns around misuse of
positions of authority to in fact make the necessary complaints and to pursue the avenues that are
available to address such concerns independently of the work that is undertaken in this Parliament.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (10:44): I am pleased to rise to
make a contribution to Mr Bourman’s notice of motion 282. It makes a number of comments about
the declaration of water shares, water trading and water interests. Of course, we do want a transparent
system. There are many problems with our current declaration system that all of us here could
enunciate if given the opportunity at length.
I think we have got a new system in place now, which is highly rigid and highly problematic on a
number of other levels. Notwithstanding all that, the intention of Mr Bourman’s motion is that there
be greater transparency. It is a question I guess of whether the catch-all matter at the end of the
declaration indeed would pick up these points anyway. I am just asking that as a question for
Mr Bourman, more than anything else—and where he says ‘currently not required’, that is one
question in itself.
It seeks also to have these declarations and arrangements of interests in the public domain for water
trading and water matters not just for the Murray-Darling Basin plan but for other similar plans. It
talks about government bureaucrats involved in matters related to these declarations and calls on
members of Parliament, state and federal, to take certain steps in that regard.
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The opposition will not oppose this motion. We are not sure about the precise words of it in the sense
that we probably would not have framed it in exactly this way. But leaving that aside, it is not a matter
that we would seek to oppose.
I should say that there are many problems with the management of water in this country. We have
seen the issues that have developed over the drought period in the last 18 months to two years in
particular and the serious impact particularly in the north of our state and the risk to our agricultural
industries—and indeed not just in Victoria but in New South Wales, Queensland and South Australia.
But I am quite happy to put on record that I am a Victorian first and most interested in Victoria’s
interests and the interests of Victorian farmers. I know that my colleagues have a similar view; that we
see we need a system where Victoria is advantaged and Victoria has the best outcomes in terms of
management of water. And the issues that have occurred in other states with water pilfering—and I
will use that word in a broad sense—do cast concern on the veracity and the reliability of the scheme
more generally.
I know that as the drought has gone forward in recent times the community in the north of the state
have legitimately put forward a series of proposals and steps, and I know that my colleagues both
Liberal and National have been very sympathetic to these and are prepared to look at any reasonable
way that gets a better system for the management of water in our state. So to the extent that
Mr Bourman’s motion has as its deep intent a greater transparency, we are not opposed to that. As to
whether we would use these specific words, that is a separate question. But we will not oppose this
motion.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (10:48): I am pleased to rise in support of this motion by
Mr Bourman. We on this side of the chamber support transparency in the water market, and of course
the community deserves our confidence that the water market is working in the way it should. As the
previous speaker, Mr Davis, alluded to, water is vital. We live on a dry continent with drought and
many other issues. Water is required for all plants and animals to survive. It is the most important
substance on this planet; therefore it is important that its allocation is transparent and full disclosure is
made. It is vital that it supports farmers. It is vital that it allows them to access water at a fair market
price. It is vital that it is not being distorted. We agree that those here who are potentially making
decisions about water should declare interests in water trading in the market.
This government has been active in supporting Victorian communities as the basin plan rolls out. We
are doing so in the face of rising water prices, which are now almost as high as during the millennium
drought, when it was around the $1000 per megalitre mark. This week the median price is around
$470 a megalitre in the Goulburn and $505 a megalitre in the Murray, which is still very high by
historical standards. Under these conditions farmers who need to buy water at such high prices are
doing it tough. Of course there are a number of reasons driving these high prices—drought and dry
conditions—which I alluded to earlier, and zero water allocations in southern New South Wales. This
puts more pressure on the market, with New South Wales farmers entering the Victorian market to a
greater extent. There are also issues with water availability. We have met our obligations under the
basin plan and have recovered 800 gigalitres for the environment. On top of that we have climate
change and drought, we have seen no flows into the Darling River, low flows into the Murrumbidgee
and we have seen increased demand for water, with high commodity prices for horticultural products.
Unlike those opposite, who have been silent, the government has acted to ease the pressure on farmers
faced with high water prices. We have met our environmental requirements—water recovery
obligations under the plan—and we do not support any more buybacks of water. Any projects
proposed to recover water must meet the socio-economic criteria we argued for—that is to say, the
projects need to have a positive outcome for irrigators, communities and jobs. We have also moved to
limit new licences in the lower Murray to ensure water can be delivered to existing entitlement holders.
We have introduced more transparency into the water market to provide confidence for our irrigators.
We support transparency measures such as those described in the motion before the house. As we have
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heard, these include publishing the names of companies who own 2 per cent or more of the water in
our system on the Victorian water register to address monopoly behaviour in the industry.
We are also pursuing legal changes to report the same information for individuals with greater than
2 per cent; reporting on non-water users in the market by tracking how they use their accounts and
pursuing legal changes to allow publication of information about allocation accounts with more than
20 trades per year; introducing more clarity on different types of trade so it is clear what kind of
purchase or transfer has occurred and at what price; and listing the names of water brokers who meet
government standards and auditing requirements associated with the use of Victoria’s water broker
portal on the Victorian water register website. We also support the ACCC’s inquiries into water
trading. We do support transparency in the water market and we want to provide confidence for our
communities that rely on it. We also want them to have confidence in the decision-makers in these
matters.
The Members of Parliament (Standards) Act 1978 requires members to include in their primary and
ordinary returns a description of any interest that a member has where a conflict of interest could arise
or reasonably be seen to arise. The act also requires members to avoid any actual or perceived conflicts
of interest with their private interests. We all understand that members report these potential conflicts
of interest on a regular basis. Most of us in this chamber would have recently complied with this.
Public servants are also bound by a code of conduct for employees, which requires public servants to
avoid conflicts wherever possible and to declare conflicts of interest.
Victorians have come to know that this is a government that keeps its word. The government supports
transparency in the water market, and we are moving to provide confidence for those communities
that rely on it. As I said at the beginning of my speech, water is the most important resource on our
planet. It is vital and affects all of us. I commend this motion to the house.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (10:54): I will be brief. I rise to speak in support of this motion.
The Liberal Democrats will always support measures towards more transparency and they will always
stand up for the irrigation farmers of northern Victoria. I commend the efforts of Helen Dalton, a real
country member who has seen firsthand the disastrous effects of the Murray-Darling Basin Authority,
unlike far too members here, who pretend to understand country life and care about country issues. I
have watched her efforts in New South Wales to hold potentially corrupt politicians to account. I
support her efforts to bring much-needed transparency to the New South Wales water market, where
there seems to be a genuine problem with disclosure and conflicts of interest. I feel this is somewhat
less applicable to Victoria, but I congratulate my colleague Mr Bourman on bringing the motion up.
Let me just go on to say that the Murray-Darling Basin plan has been an unmitigated disaster. Major
party politicians at all levels of government could not have been less interested in fixing it. This scheme
has destroyed rural communities and driven farmers off the land. I remain committed to the need for
a royal commission into the basin plan and for Victoria to withdraw from the plan altogether if we do
not get one.
The lack of information in the water market is a very serious problem, and the political inaction has
led to rural people asking obvious questions about whether politicians who are supposed to be
representing them are really doing that or are actually looking after themselves. We need a better, more
transparent water market, and perhaps the reason we do not have one is conflicted politicians. The
irrigation farmers of northern Victoria hold great concerns that the water market is being manipulated.
We have a few players with lots of knowledge and many small players with no idea what is going on.
The prices are high, and it is a big problem.
This motion will send a clear message to members of the Victorian Parliament that they should be
declaring their water interests on their primary disclosure form. Water interests could clearly give rise
to a conflict of interest, and that is what part 12 of the form we all fill out every year is meant to be
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covering. I would have thought the water shares would have already been declarable on members
interests. However, if there is a loophole, I support closing it.
I hold no water interests, although my parents do hold a small irrigation licence on an unregulated
stream in New South Wales. My colleague David assures me he also holds no water shares. We
support the motion.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (10:56): Water—well, I mean, it is one of the most
important things in life, isn’t it? Aren’t human beings 70 per cent water or something? And I do not
say that lightly. Considering how critical it is for our own survival as human beings, let alone for the
plants and to keep the rivers flowing and to keep the fish and everything alive, it is incredible in many
ways with climate change and other things that have gone on that we have got to this point—for
instance, in New South Wales, which I think Harriet alluded to before, with what happened to the
Murray cod. I have to say I felt sick to the stomach when I saw that.
There are obviously our Victorian interests, and they are absolutely paramount to Minister Neville in
this regard, but as Australians we also want to think that water is well managed, appropriately
managed, and that our farmers are appropriately supported, as is our environment into the future. Of
course the community deserves to have confidence that the water market is working the way it should
and to know that there is fairness in this conversation, because at the end of the day there is fairness
and there is also the reality of being able to deliver an appropriate supply of water for the various needs
and demands that we have throughout rural, regional and city areas. We do support transparency in
the water market, absolutely; that goes without saying. I would like to credit Minister Neville, although
it does take a team across the state to support this, for her incredible dedication—relentless
dedication—to making sure that Victorians do get the fair and reasonable supply that they deserve.
Certainly our government has taken measures to ease the pressure on farmers from high prices. It has
to be fully acknowledged—we do not resile from that—that it is tough for farmers, particularly now,
because of not only drought but drought being exacerbated by the impacts of climate change and also
the lack of water allocations in southern New South Wales. That probably impacts more likely than
not those farmers in southern New South Wales, but it also has to be factored into this whole
conversation.
I think Ms Shing was referring before to just how high the prices have been, almost as high as during
the millennium drought, when it was around the $1000-a-megalitre mark, so nobody is glossing over
these incredible challenges for those in the agricultural industry, who work so hard to provide us with
the food that we need on daily basis. We know that we have not seen the flows in the Darling River,
and there have been low flows in the Murrumbidgee. All these predicaments just make this whole
matter even more vexed. Can it be even more vexed than it already is? I do not know—probably not,
probably not much more. We have also seen increased demand for water, with high commodity prices
for horticultural products.
So what have we done in order to offset or to help mediate these challenges that are being faced in
Victoria—not exclusively in Victoria; obviously water challenges are an Australian issue. We have
met our environmental requirements, the water recovery obligations under the plan, and we do not
support any more buybacks of water. Any projects proposed to recover water must meet—and I think
this is very much within Labor values, absolutely—the socio-economic criteria we argued for. I recall
Minister Neville speaking to this when we were looking at that question of fairness and dignity for
farmers who rely so heavily on water—and indeed all of us—that is, projects need to have a positive
outcome for irrigators, communities and jobs. I think that is a really fair and reasonable basis from
which to start when you are looking at how water is to be managed into the future.
We have also moved to limit new licences in the lower Murray to ensure water can be delivered to
existing entitlement holders. These are very specific measures in order to protect those who have
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existing entitlements so that we can do the very best under these very difficult circumstances to be
able to facilitate their water supply into the future.
We have also introduced more transparency into the water market to provide confidence for our
irrigators. I can imagine, as best I can as a city slicker, or I should say ‘try to imagine’—that is probably
a better term than saying ‘I can imagine’, because I am not in that situation and it might be a little
arrogant or presumptive to say that I know exactly what they are going through—how nerve racking
it is to know, when that next rainfall is going to occur, whether the flow is going to be up substantially
or not in time to be able to meet the various demands that are put on a farmer in order to be able to
produce and to be able to keep food on the table for the family.
We are looking at the greater transparency measures that we have introduced into the water market to
provide confidence for our irrigators, and I should note that we do support transparency measures such
as the motion before this house. I am not sure if I said that at the beginning, and I think it is really
important that that is acknowledged. I certainly commend Mr Bourman. I understand exactly where
he is coming from. He wants to make sure that all facets of water management, including disclosure
of interests et cetera, are transparent from beginning to end. Some of these, and I am reiterating just to
make sure it is really clear around what transparency measures—I am getting all stuck on that word
now. I need to get the flow up, don’t I? Transparency—
Ms Terpstra: You need water!
Ms TAYLOR: I need water, exactly. Transparency. I am going to have a little water myself. Yes,
that is better; thank you.
Publishing the names of current companies who own 2 per cent or more of water in a system on the
Victorian water register addresses monopoly behaviour, because nobody other than those who may
have a vested interest wants to see that in the community. We are also pursuing legal changes to report
the same information for individuals with greater than 2 per cent, to report on non-water users in the
market by tracking how they use their accounts and to allow publication of information about
allocation accounts with more than 20 trades per year.
We are introducing more clarity on different types of trade so it is clear what kind of purchase or
transfer has occurred and at what price. These would seem to be very fair and reasonable requirements
for the community at large and in particular for irrigators to have confidence in water management.
We are listing the names of water brokers who meet government standards and auditing requirements
associated with the use of Victoria’s water broker portal on the Victorian water register website. We
also support the ACCC’s inquiry into water trading, because, as I said at the outset, we all know that
even as individual human beings, let alone irrigators who are incredibly reliant on a reasonably regular
water source, we are fundamentally reliant on water for our survival each and every day.
We unequivocally support transparency in the water market, and we definitely want communities to
know that we understand how important it is to have water managed effectively and that it is being
managed effectively. It is certainly not willy-nilly by any stretch of the imagination. We know that
Minister Neville has fought hard and long and is continuing that very rigorous fight to ensure that
Victorian irrigators are getting their fair share, all the while managing the allocations that have been
made specifically for the environment as well, because we do not want to endanger species that are
reliant on water and the rivers et cetera for all the right reasons.
When we are looking at the declarations of members of Parliament, a lot has been said today about
the Members of Parliament (Standards) Act 1978, and it does require us to include in the primary and
ordinary returns a description of any interest we have where a conflict of interest could arise or
reasonably be seen to arise. Yes, it would be discomforting to me—and I would share that sentiment
with you—if there were those who were not revealing any such actual or perceived conflicts. That
would be very discomforting. I know the pain, and it is appropriate. I pedantically go through that
form and I think, ‘Have I thought of absolutely everything and anything that I have an interest in?’.
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That is the respect that I give to that, because I anticipate that that particular declaration will at some
point be read, and I think that is absolutely appropriate. As part of service to the community and being
a representative in Parliament, I feel that that is a minimum requirement. So I understand your passion
to ensure that that declaration really is truly reflective of candour and honesty in the conversation of
members interests. I am using that word ‘interest’ loosely in this conversation, but I think we
understand what we are talking about when we are talking about water trading.
The act also does require members to avoid any actual or perceived conflict of interest with their
private interests. Again it would be extremely disconcerting for me personally to see, and I think
collectively here we would not want to see, persons contravening the intent and the actual factual
reality and the purpose for which these particular declarations are required, because we are serving the
community and we do have to make decisions on behalf of the community. We do have to vote on
legislation which one way or another may impact water and how it is managed in the community, so
it is only fair that our interests are declared and honest and apparent. So I understand completely where
Mr Bourman is coming from when he is talking about our relationship—literally our relationship—to
the decisions that are made in Parliament and whether we have a vested interest that would supersede
or would somehow negatively or inappropriately influence the quality of the decisions that we are
making or even who gets the benefit ultimately in the community, whether it is farmers, irrigators and
the like, of those decisions.
There is certainly no resiling from just how critical it is that we do have that honesty and candour with
those declarations. I know there is no debate on that issue, but I am just trying to convey that I fully
understand how important this is. I think our government shares that sentiment, and we certainly are
working on moves to improve transparency, noting that some of the public consultation shows that
some farmers—and this is for personal reasons, I understand—did not necessarily want their day-today business disclosed. Not because there might have been, say, something inappropriate, but more
because it is in their personal interest. So I am just sharing that. However, overall there was an appetite
to increase transparency, particularly when it comes to those considered speculators.
I think, Mr Bourman, you did mention the divesting of water from land and how this can then lead to
other issues and complications when it comes to where people’s interests lie perhaps and their appetite
to declare such interests and so forth. I understand exactly where you are coming from with that. I just
want to make a little qualification. It should be noted that not all those who hold water entitlements
and do not own land or are not active farmers can be considered speculators. It is just a nuance there,
but I just wanted to make that qualification. In fact many are current or retired farmers. I do not think
it is a major issue today, but I did just want to pick up that little point when we are having this
discussion on that issue that you spoke to before.
Mr Bourman: I feel suitably educated, thank you.
Ms TAYLOR: Excellent. We do support this motion. We are not opposing it.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:12): I rise to make a contribution on this motion
moved by Mr Bourman in regard to water. I might just preface my remarks by commenting on the
structure of the motion. Although it does require the house to note a number of things and then moves
through to call on members of Parliament, I just would like to clarify that the substance of this motion
is really about making sure that we are transparent in our dealings. Of course, as Ms Taylor has
commented earlier, as members of Parliament we all have obligations to declare particular interests.
This motion is calling on members of Parliament to note that perhaps if we are currently not required
to declare any interests in water shares or water trading, we should without delay in fact do so—and
not only just in water trading and not limited to the Murray-Darling Basin plan.
I was taking some time and listening to the other contributions and other speakers in regard to this
motion, and I will just make this comment on the first point. This piece of information obviously
demonstrates why we need to have transparency in regard to these sorts of things. This is something
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that I learned just sitting here in terms of researching this. All up, the proportion of the water
entitlement on issue in the Murray-Darling Basin plan has a foreign ownership level at 9.4 per cent.
Obviously if there is foreign ownership of our water in Australia, then for politicians who may have
holdings, whether they are very closely related or in some way indirectly related through shareholdings
or other interests, it is incredibly important to make sure that those interests are declared, and that way
transparency can be assured. This is what Mr Bourman’s motion is primarily about. It is calling on
members of Parliament to make sure that they declare those interests in the interests of transparency.
That way we can be assured that once decisions are being made in regard to water, everyone is aware
and clear about the potential interests—whether there are conflicts of interest or other interests that
people might have—and the decision-makers that are making those decisions.
The second limb of Mr Bourman’s motion also calls on government bureaucrats involved in any
matters relating to water to immediately declare any and all interests in the water market that they
themselves or related entities hold. Again, it is a similar sentiment that relates to public servants as
government bureaucrats who may be involved in making these decisions. Both Ms Taylor and
Ms Shing have commented on and canvassed these matters quite extensively in the debate today
around the Murray-Darling Basin plan and what that seeks to do. There has been a lot of commentary
both in the media and also on the public record in regard to the Murray-Darling Basin plan and various
communities who benefit from receiving water from either the Murray-Darling Basin or other areas.
Sometimes it seems that the share of water might be slanted more heavily towards large corporations,
so communities downstream may struggle with a reduced amount of water from what they were
seeking.
The third part of the motion does indeed call on all Victorian members of both state and federal
parliaments to declare their interests in the water market—so another significant step in ensuring
openness and transparency, quite clearly to ensure that when decision-makers are making decisions
on water we can all be assured that people are indeed clear on where their interests lie when making
these decisions.
The government does support transparency in the water market. It is important that we support farmers
as well, but it is also important to ensure that the Victorian community can have confidence in the way
that the water market is working. Transparency is one way of boosting confidence for the community
to be assured about what interests lie in decision-making paradigms there. As I said and I am sure
many other speakers have said this morning, we agree that it is important that decision-makers who
are making decisions about water declare their interests in water trading or the market in any event.
The government has been active in supporting Victorian communities as the basin plan rolls out, and
this has also been in the face of rising water prices. We have heard previous speakers talk about how
high water prices have risen. This was in the millennium drought when water was around $1000 a
megalitre. This can be an expensive issue for farmers and for communities once prices get to that kind
of mark. If you are a farmer and you are relying on your water allocation, it can cause a significant
impact to your agribusiness, but it depends on who you are in the community. Once those prices for
water escalate to that extent it is going to have other impacts on you and your community. So it is
important to make sure that we support farmers and rural communities with their access to water.
As I touched on earlier, there are a number of reasons driving high water prices. Drought and dry
conditions are among those reasons, as are zero water allocations in southern New South Wales. What
happens is that those zero water allocations put more pressure on the market, with New South Wales
farmers entering the market to a greater extent. Once restrictions are in place people naturally want to
look for other alternatives to source their water. Again, those decisions that are made obviously impact
various communities and farmers. It is in everyone’s interest to understand upon what basis those
decisions are being made and to understand the interests of those that are making them.
We have restrictions on water, and on top of that we have climate change and drought—we have seen
no flows into the Darling River and low flows into the Murrumbidgee as well—and then we have seen
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increased demand for water with high commodity prices, as I have said, for horticultural products as
well. Again, we want to support farming communities and rural communities to make sure they can
access their water. We have met our environmental requirements and our water recovery obligations
under the plan, and we do not support any more buybacks of water because we recognise that this is
critical to those communities who need to access water.
There are some more significant things I might outline for the benefit of this debate that go to the key
issues in Mr Bourman’s motion, which again is around transparency. We have moved to limit new
licences in the lower Murray to ensure that water can be delivered to existing entitlement holders. We
have also introduced further transparency measures into the water market, and these will provide
confidence for irrigators as well. As I said, we continue to support transparency motions, and that is
why the Andrews Labor government is pleased to be able to support Mr Bourman’s motion on this.
Some of the other transparency mechanisms that we have introduced include the following. We are
going to introduce a requirement whereby we require the publishing of the names of companies that
own 2 per cent or more of water in a system on the Victorian water register to address monopoly
behaviour. And as I mentioned earlier, there are foreign interests who own 9.4 per cent of our water
holdings, and so obviously any of those foreign interests who have more than 2 per cent would be
required to place their names on the Victorian water register. So again, that is important for
transparency. That is another mechanism that will increase and enhance transparency.
We are also pursuing legal changes to report the same information for individuals with greater than
2 per cent, so that goes beyond just the corporations who might have those holdings but goes to
individuals. Often individuals can have access to those holdings through a range of ways—it could be
private trusts, private holdings or private entities—but also as individuals. Again, there are a range of
ways that these holdings can be acquired, and again it just gives further and greater strength to
transparency mechanisms to ensure that everyone can be aware and assured of who has actually got
interests in water holdings.
Also reporting on non-water-users in the market by tracking how they use their accounts and pursuing
legal changes to allow publication of information about allocation accounts with more than 20 trades
per year—again this seems to be a mechanism whereby people might be in fact purchasing water and
trading it. Again, that is also significant. It goes to the exact point that we are aware of where these
weaknesses in the system lie in regard to transparency and are trying to clamp down on those that are
trading. As I said earlier, we do not support further buybacks of water, so this point would actually in
effect go towards supporting that approach, because some people may not do that in a direct way but
through a backdoor or third-party body in looking at trading water. So that change will help to
ameliorate any adverse impact that may be brought on by someone undertaking those sorts of
measures.
We are also going to introduce more clarity on the different types of trade so it is clear what kind of
purchase or transfer has occurred and at what price. Again, that is very important. As I said earlier,
due to the drought and other restrictions in terms of accessing water, you can see that once it becomes
a sought-after commodity then there can be price gouging, and that can then affect farmers and farming
communities and the community and impede and restrict their access to water.
Also we are going to be looking at listing the names of water brokers who meet government standards
and auditing requirements associated with the use of Victoria’s water broker portal on the Victorian
water register website. So again, more transparency measures: who are the water brokers? Do they
meet the government standards that we are introducing? That way, again, these measures will allow
the community to have greater confidence in the sorts of measures that are being introduced to see
transparency in the water market. Of course we also support the ACCC’s inquiry into water trading.
Again, these are general measures, and I know Mr Bourman’s motion does go towards
parliamentarians and bureaucrats. As I said, we are supporting this motion and we have no issue with
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transparency. Every member of Parliament in this chamber and in the other place understands their
obligations to declare their interests on the register of interests, and that is important. And as I said, we
do support further transparency measures. If it is not clear, then after today’s conversation I am sure
that it will be absolutely be clear, which is a good thing.
What we also want to do is to make sure that the community and farmers have confidence in the
decision-makers in these matters. As I mentioned, the Members of Parliament (Standards) Act 1978
requires members to include in their primary and ordinary returns:
… a description of any … interest that the Member has where a conflict of interest could arise, or reasonably
be seen to arise …

So again, this is about perceived conflict. Whether it is actual or perceived, there is a very clear
standard that arises in regard to that, and that would then require any member of Parliament to make
that declaration about their interests and whether that is perceived or actual. Also the act requires
members to avoid any conflict of interest, perceived or actual, with their private interests as well, so
not just through corporations. That goes to the earlier points that I made about declarations through a
range of measures, so we are making it clearer that not only is it about any business holdings that might
acquire these sorts of rights but also personal and individuals, and to make sure that their private
interests are not or are not seen as a conflict of interest.
Public servants are bound by the code of conduct for employees which requires public servants to
avoid conflicts wherever possible and declare those conflicts of interest. That again is something that
I know the public service does reinforce from time to time with public servants in the training they
receive and the instruction they receive in regard to their obligations under the code of conduct as
public servants, and those obligations are reinforced from time to time. Of course they also have the
same opportunity to update if they have to declare any conflict of interest. They do have opportunities,
where once those conflicts become apparent to them, to update any documentation that declares those
conflicts of interest.
We do support transparency in the water market. It should be noted that not all of those who hold
water entitlements and do not own land or are not active farmers can be considered speculators, so
again it is important. These are broad reforms that we think will definitely inject more transparency
into the water market. It is important that the community has confidence in the decision-makers that
are making these decisions in regard to water and that we must have transparency. These measures
will allow farmers, community members, whoever it might be, to be able to access the register of
interests to see who in fact has interests in water. I think it will be very interesting, Mr Bourman. I look
forward to having a look at some of these declarations once they start to flow in. It will be very, very
interesting—pardon the pun—when our mentions start to flow in. I will conclude my contribution
there, and as I said, the government is supporting Mr Bourman’s motion in this regard.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (11:27): I rise to make a brief contribution to Mr Bourman’s
motion, and I would like to commend Mr Bourman for bringing this matter before the chamber. As
my colleagues have said, the government will not be opposing this motion. We think there are some
quite sensible suggestions contained in the motion. My colleague Ms Shing has been encouraging me
to quote from the modern classic Zoolander and to say that, ‘Water is the essence of wetness’, but it
strikes me that really the core of this debate is not necessarily about water per se but about transparency
and accountability, and it is something that we should always strive to not only deliver but actually
strengthen.
We know that, shockingly, our standing in the community is not as high as we would like to think that
it is as members of Parliament, and so where we can enhance and strengthen accountability and
integrity as individual MPs and as a Parliament we should do so. On the suggestions that Mr Bourman
has made in relation to ensuring that there are declarations made with respect to water, I think in
Australia water is probably the most precious commodity that we have, so in terms of water trading,

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Wednesday, 18 March 2020

Legislative Council

1101

particularly in times of drought and with the impacts of climate change, it is even more important that
we understand people’s personal interests.
I can talk a little bit about the different models of declaring private interests during my time as a union
official before coming to this place. It is fair to say that the requirements on union officials are far more
stringent and vigorous than they are for members of Parliament. When I first made my declaration of
private interests as part of my responsibilities as a member of Parliament, it was the case that I was
actually required to declare less than I was when I was a trade union official. I never begrudged the
extent to which those declarations of private interests were required in my role as an elected
representative of working people. Those requirements under the Fair Work Act 2009 now extend to
not only direct family members but a much bigger circle of family members. For example, I was
required to declare any company for any family member, extending all the way through to siblings,
siblings of my spouse, parents, parents-in-law, grandparents, children and stepchildren. It was quite
an extensive requirement to declare those public interests. I always thought that that was absolutely
appropriate, and I never had a difficulty with or begrudged the extent to which the act required me to
scrutinise my family’s various interests, including whether my family were involved in any companies
or whether they were on any boards. That was absolutely appropriate in terms of making sure—
Mr Finn: Like Transurban.
Ms STITT: I can absolutely guarantee you, Mr Finn—I will take up that interjection—that no-one
in my family, my extended family, has any such interest.
Mr Finn: Does the Treasurer say the same thing?
Ms STITT: Well, I am talking about myself, which is—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms STITT: I am sure you will take great interest in his declaration, as you always do. But getting
back to the point at hand here, what Mr Bourman is proposing is that in relation to our country’s most
precious commodity we should be required to actually declare whether we have any shares or whether
we are involved in any kind of water trading. I think that is something that is not lost on people,
particularly when you think about some of the issues that have been going on in the federal jurisdiction
in relation to water and things that you would look at on the surface and think, ‘Well, why isn’t there
a more rigorous requirement for members in our federal Parliament to disclose the interests they have
in relation to such a precious commodity that affects the whole country?’.
In the very short time that I have got left, I just want to reiterate the importance of this issue and the
fact that the Victorian government has taken many steps to introduce more transparency to the water
market and to provide confidence for our irrigators. We do support transparency measures such as the
motion before the house today.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem): We have run out of time.
Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:33): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 250, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
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INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:34): I move:
That this house:
(1) notes:
(a) Australia’s decline in the corruption perceptions index from a score of 85 in 2012 to 77 in 2019;
(b) the cost of this corruption in Australia is estimated at $2916 per person, per year, 4 per cent of gross
domestic product;
(c) research by Chartered Accountants Australia and New Zealand states that Australian governments
display widespread complacency about corruption;
(d) the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission’s (IBAC) Special Report on
Corruption Risks Associated with Procurement in Local Government found local governments
were at heightened risk of corruption;
(e) that IBAC’s Perceptions of Corruption: Survey of Victoria Police Employees found that:
(i)

46 per cent of Victoria Police employees believed reporting corruption would result in
personal consequences;

(ii) 18 per cent thought they could lose their job;
(iii) only 38 per cent thought meaningful action would occur;
(iv) 8 per cent believe corruption occurs in their workplace;
(f)

that IBAC’s Audit of Victoria Police Complaints Handling Systems at Regional Level found that:
(i)

16 per cent of police complainants were not contacted by internal investigating officers;

(ii) 34 per cent of witnesses were not contacted;
(iii) in 17 per cent of cases, relevant evidence was not considered;
(2) calls on the government to:
(a) expand the mandate of IBAC and increase its funding to allow for investigation of more allegations
of public sector and council misconduct; and
(b) implement the recommendations from the 2018 parliamentary inquiry into external oversight of
police corruption and misconduct in Victoria.

I have introduced this motion because Victoria has a growing problem with corruption. Corruption is
a cancer that needs to be excised quickly before it spreads. Comparing corruption to cancer is so
common now that it is a cliché, but it is so common because it is so apt. Caught early it can be dealt
with fairly easily and inexpensively, but left to fester and spread it becomes difficult to treat and
sometimes terminal for crucial institutions.
This is the point we are at now. Corruption is metastasising in Australia. There is overwhelming
independent evidence from international studies that corruption in Australia has grown at an alarming
rate over the last 10 years. Ten years ago we ranked as one of the least corrupt countries and sat
alongside or above countries like Denmark, Finland, Sweden, Switzerland and Singapore in
international corruption rankings. On our current trajectory, within 10 years we will fall below
countries like the United Arab Emirates and Uruguay and sit alongside countries like the Bahamas,
Bhutan, Chile and Qatar.
This motion is focused on making sure that the people who are doing the right thing are protected from
the people who are not in some of our most critical public institutions: police and local government.
We know that local councils are at heightened risk of corruption, and there is very good reason to
believe that more than a few of them have engaged in seriously corrupt behaviour. What we do not
know for sure is how many and which ones. Many of us in this place have sat on council and know
firsthand the kind of dodgy stuff that is going on. I will not give yet another Wodonga council story
here. It is just one of many councils under the sway of the developers.
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Some of us have tried to blow the whistle. Sometimes this can be enough, and it bubbles to the
surface—as we have seen with Casey council—but other times IBAC just does not have enough
resources to investigate corruption allegations. If investigators cannot find watertight evidence very
quickly, then they have to let it go. The local government ombudsman is no better in this regard. But
we can go further than that. What we see is that inadequate IBAC resourcing gives local governments
the opportunity they need to engage in corruption. The corrupting influence of power along with things
like developer incentives gives plenty of motive, and local government powers along with excessive
secrecy provide the means.
The underlying problem with councils and corruption is the planning system. The ability that councils
have to make hundreds of millions of dollars for developers just by making a few tweaks to planning
schemes makes it almost irresistible. As long as we leave the honey pot on the table the problem will
continue. As a libertarian I would love to see us address the underlying problem by stripping local
government of the powers that facilitate this corruption and developing a market-based planning
system instead. Sadly such an idea seems impossible to the statists in this place. However, we can all
agree to do far more to eliminate the opportunities by making sure our watchdog has teeth, and that is
what this motion is intended to do.
IBAC has performed well in its first few years and seems to provide an excellent return on investment,
largely because corruption is incredibly expensive. Even a few more investigators looking into local
government corruption would go a long way. By best estimates corruption currently accounts for a
4 per cent loss of GDP in Australia—4 per cent. Translated to gross state product that means that
$16 billion of wealth is lost each year in Victoria to corruption. So if we can pass a policy here that
decreases corruption by even just 1 per cent, that 1 per cent decrease will be worth $165 million to
Victoria.
Building state capacity to reduce corruption is extremely inexpensive and has massive dividends.
Now, savour this moment because I do not normally argue for increases in state capacity. So on this
point we should be able to find an agreeable consensus for all of us so that we can get something done.
Some extra investigators would go a long way to fight council corruption, but we do not yet have a
clear idea of the exact scale. There is, however, much better evidence already collected that can justify
fully independent police oversight.
Right now we know that Victorian police do not believe the system is working. We know from 2016
research that 62 per cent of Victorian police believe that if they reported corruption nothing meaningful
would be done about it. We know that they fear for their jobs if they blow the whistle—18 per cent of
them think they would lose them if they did. We know that 46 per cent of police think they would face
other personal consequences as well. We know that 8 per cent of Victorian police believe their own
workplace is corrupt.
It is little wonder that Victorian police have such fears about doing something about corruption when
we know that officers at the highest levels of the Victorian police force have engaged in extremely
unethical conduct in the Lawyer X scandal. But we know that the problems started earlier than that.
We know from the former Office of Police Integrity that during the gangland wars the drug diversion
desk of Victoria Police was the largest supplier of drugs in Melbourne. We know that the armed
offender squad was pretty thoroughly rogue and engaged in plenty of nasty illegal activity. We know
that countless dodgy detectives have been involved in drug dealing, money laundering and tip-offs to
organised crime.
We know that there are some bad cops who let down the good cops because they think they are above
the law. The full extent is not yet known because the internal reporting processes do not work. We
know that when police are reported for misconduct about 49 out of every 50 cases are referred back
to the police to investigate because IBAC lacks the resources to carry out the investigation. We know
from external auditing that these internal investigations are consistently not properly conducted. We
know that one in six times the internal investigator does not even contact the person who made the
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complaint to interview them. We know that one in three witnesses are not contacted to provide
evidence. We know that in one in six cases relevant evidence like CCTV is ignored. The result of all
this is that police corruption and misconduct investigations are upheld at a much lower rate in Victoria
than we see in similar jurisdictions that have independent oversight—about 10 times less often. None
of this is good enough. Does anyone really believe Victoria Police are 10 times more honest than those
in other states?
Once again the underlying problem is not the police as such but the profits available in the black market
drug market. The only way to really eliminate police corruption is drug law reform—taking the sugar
off the table. Without the vast profits to be made, the incentive to corrupt the police disappears. The
Liberal Democrats will be very glad to vote in favour of drug decriminalisation should this government
ever gather together the courage to propose it. However, in the meantime we need to address the
dripping sore of corruption in the police force. The fact that the Police Association of Victoria opposes
a motion like this, something that would restore integrity and public faith, says a lot about the police
association, I suspect.
There is a light here, though. We know from other crown jurisdictions like Northern Ireland, Ottawa
and Toronto that there are models of police oversight that virtually eliminate these problems. My
personal favourite is the Northern Irish model. It is exceptionally robust, in large part because it formed
to deal with the extreme challenges that the Troubles threw up. Nonetheless this is one area where an
overengineered system with redundant fail-safes shows clear evidence of being the most cost-effective
system. This also seems like a good first step in turning the tide on corruption in Victoria and Australia.
If corruption can be eliminated in our police force, it will massively increase our ability to harness
them to deal with corruption in other areas. Civil society forms the front line of our body politic’s
immune system against the cancer of corruption, but we still need an immune response from the rule
of law and we still need specialised anti-cancer treatments like IBAC. I urge you to support his motion.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (11:43): I rise to speak to Mr Quilty’s motion and note at the outset
that a number of the assertions that have been made in the contribution around the descriptors of
corruption are not choices that I will be making today. I think that we probably do not need any medical
analogies at a time when people are already buckling under the weight of a lot of medical and other
information from people who may or may not be experts in the field of cancer or other serious illness.
I think in relation to the way in which we have addressed corruption perceptions and the levels of trust
or confidence in government across Australia, Mr Quilty has, despite the creative choice of similes
that he has used, made a number of pretty keen observations in the way in which the motion itself has
been drafted. I think there are in fact serious problems associated with the levels of trust and confidence
in governments around Australia. I think that that is nothing new. I am not setting any alarming
precedent here by agreeing with the fact that governments are not held in high regard, that politicians
are not held in high regard, that public decision-making is not seen as being transparent or consistent
and that reliability is not something that people would generally associate with decision-making on
the expenditure of public funds.
In that regard I note that you just have to look at the decision-making process that was undertaken in
what has now become known as the sports rorts scandal to understand the depth and breadth of
community concern and, more than that, outrage and, more than that, extreme fatigue and cynicism
around the way in which decisions are taken and the way in which interests of the public are met or
are not met in favour of other interests such as a political narrative around winning an election and
allocating money to marginal seats.
One of the areas where we have seen this cynicism and this scepticism arise is in the area of tenders
and procurement. I note that through the operation of IBAC and through its investigations, hearings,
reports, findings and conclusions, but also just by the operation of the Victorian Inspectorate, we have
seen a very significant and proactive effort being taken by this independent body to reach into the
actual steps taken in the course of the expenditure of public funds and the making of decisions on the
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one hand and the perceptions of fairness and of equity, merit and due process on the other hand. We
have seen that in fact both sides of this issue—the reality and the perception—sit in concert with each
other and that to neglect one component of the reality or the perception is in fact to fail on the
benchmarks which have been set through the establishment of the Independent Broad-based Anticorruption Commission.
I remember when we were heading into the 2010 election the Liberal-National parties put out a policy
document which, to paraphrase, sought greater powers following the conduct of an inquiry into anticorruption measures in Victoria and the Proust review which had been undertaken. This document
started with the sentence, ‘Something is rotten in the state of Victoria’, or words to that effect. What
we then saw from 2010 to 2014 in the coalition’s attempt to set up an Independent Broad-based Anticorruption Commission was double figures in terms of pieces of legislation that needed to be enacted
in order to establish an independent process for the assessment, investigation and further action against
prosecution of corruption in the state of Victoria. What we also saw in the course of those multiple
pieces of legislation that were debated and discussed in the context of the Proust review and the
Liberals’ and the Nationals’ earnest attempts to stamp out corruption in the state of Victoria was a
failure to include corruption in public office within the definition of ‘serious misconduct’. That was in
fact one of the areas of greatest criticism of the then coalition government around its words not
matching its actions in the way in which the legislative framework was established.
We have seen multiple efforts though, as I have said, across successive governments following on
from the well over a dozen pieces of legislation that were required to establish IBAC between 2010
and 2014 to further strengthen the way in which it operates. In reforming the integrity system the work
continues to make sure that Victoria has a really modern and effective structure to provide oversight
of the activities of the public sector, including of local councils. We have seen in recent weeks in this
place as well as the public domain, through hearings that have been conducted through the regulatory
body—through the local government inspectorate and the regulator on the one hand and through IBAC
on the other—a much greater level of scrutiny than ever before around the activities and functions of
local councils. That in and of itself I think is evidence not just of how far we have to go but also of our
progress in achieving some sunlight as a disinfectant to the dark corners that exist across multiple
levels of government and that in fact deserve and require independent oversight and attention.
The 2016 reforms that were introduced and passed by the Andrews government have also continued
to strengthen the way in which oversight mechanisms operate, and this includes the passage of the
Integrity and Accountability Legislation Amendment (A Stronger System) Act 2016. So when we talk
about those threshold requirements that were previously a hindrance to the jurisdiction of the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, we see that in the passage of that legislation
the threshold was lowered to enable IBAC to investigate corrupt conduct in a greater variety of cases.
It also removed the requirement, which was a curious and I think somewhat self-defeating component
of the legislation introduced by the coalition government between 2010 and 2014, for IBAC to have
prima facie evidence of a criminal offence before it could even start an investigation. It was the clunky
interplay of different jurisdictions and standards that created all sorts of challenges for the
administration of the anti-corruption legislation introduced by the coalition. This was another part of
the changes, as well as enabling IBAC to investigate the common-law offence of misconduct in public
office. Again, this is something which was missing from the initial structure of reforms introduced by
the coalition government and was a necessary stopgap to include the way in which public office can
be considered and acted upon by IBAC as it relates to misconduct.
There have also been changes to provide IBAC with preliminary inquiry powers and the ability to
investigate people who adversely affect the effective performance of the public sector for benefit—
again, that interference which on reasonable assessment might fetter the capacity of government to act
in a consistent and accountable way—along with a mandatory notification regime to ensure public
sector agencies report corrupt conduct to IBAC.
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People would have heard in recent months about the campaign that the Independent Broad-based Anticorruption Commission has been undertaking to give people a greater sense of confidence around the
structures and processes that exist to identify conduct which warrants IBAC’s attention, to make
complaints, to seek information and to do so without fear of reprisal. This community education is as
much a part of building a more robust and accessible system to tackle corruption as the framework
which operates to empower IBAC to investigate matters in a broader range of circumstances.
What we have also seen is the passage of the Integrity and Accountability Legislation Amendment
(Public Interest Disclosures, Oversight and Independence) Act 2019 in March of last year, which
includes the capacity for several integrity bodies across the state to identify additional opportunities
for improving integrity measures. This is where again we need to make sure that we are working across
various agencies and organisations. This works within the local government space, it works within the
Victoria Police space and it also works within the context of complaints made on a range of matters,
including police misconduct. We see again in the public domain examples of the way in which these
matters are increasingly within the remit of anti-corruption and integrity oversight bodies.
We have also seen the IBAC Committee’s inquiry into the external oversight of police corruption and
misconduct in Victoria, and in this regard it is really important to put on the record the seriousness
with which the government takes allegations of police misconduct and expects the highest standards
from police officers. We know that the police commissioner has been undertaking a review in recent
years of culture and practice within the police force and within Victoria Police senior ranks. We also
know that there has been an investigation into matters as they related to the operation at the Hares &
Hyenas bookshop on 11 May last year, which left a member of the public with very, very serious
injuries. These are the sorts of matters, again, that are appropriately within the remit of integrity
oversight and in fact shore up the importance of the capacity to investigate any behaviour that falls
short of expected standards.
We have come a long way around disclosure. We have come a long way around a better understanding
of appropriate conduct and of rigour in decision-making, but we have still got a further way to go. In
this regard the government are carefully considering the IBAC Committee’s 69 recommendations, as
have been made in recent times, and considering associated developments in this area, including as
they relate to the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants, and we are looking
forward to seeing the recommendations from that royal commission. I do not intend to speak on that
matter, as Mr Quilty has done, because of the fact that it remains before the royal commission.
When we look at the call for the expansion of the mandate of IBAC and an increase of funding to
allow the investigation of more allegations of public sector and council misconduct, we see that again
IBAC is already doing a power of work to investigate and to provide a greater level of comfort and of
consistency in the way in which complaints are able to be raised on the one hand and the way in which
they may be pursued through to legal proceedings on the other. Again, to remove any doubt around
funding, IBAC is provided with significant financial support, and it has been since it came to office
and in the course of those legislative reforms that have continued to refine the scope of its operation.
We have also seen a significant increase in the level of funding that I do want to put on the record.
Between 2014–15 and 2017–18 IBAC’s funding was increased by 38 per cent. From 2017–18 to the
2018–19 year it was increased by a further 10 per cent. The IBAC annual report also notes that its
‘financial position remains strong’. It enjoys funding of more than $40 million presently, which it puts
to good and proper use in the discharge of its obligations.
They are the contexts within which the current framework for integrity and oversight continues. I think
that it is important to note that within the scope of these particular factors we probably put those as a
reasonable response to Mr Quilty’s call for additional funding and scope around changes to the way
in which the legislation currently operates. There is always more work to do, and we will continue to
do that work to refine and to improve the capacity of IBAC and other bodies to reach into and to
improve integrity, oversight and, most importantly, the trust and confidence of Victorians in IBAC
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and its operations but also in the way in which government undertakes its work, no matter its colour
or persuasion.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 17 March.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
COVID-19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:00): My question is to the
Minister for Small Business. Minister, small businesses need support during the coronavirus crisis.
The New South Wales, Queensland, Western Australian, South Australian, Tasmanian and federal
governments have all announced significant packages. Why is Victoria the only state not prepared to
properly assist its more than 600 000 small businesses, more than 200 000 of which employ other
Victorians? Is it because of the state’s $1.1 billion deficit?
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:01): I would like to thank the member for his question. If I can just say on our
small business sector, yes, we have a very, very strong, robust small business sector. When we came
to government that small business sector was 525 000. It is now 615 000. There have been
90 000 more small businesses created under this government. We also understand that the small
business sector is the engine room of the economy, and we understand that the small business sector
is the lifeblood of communities throughout regional Victoria as well, so we certainly understand how
important our small business sector is. That is why our small business sector has been the fastest
growing small business sector in the entire country.
If we could get to the current international health crisis—a pandemic—we have had 8000 deaths. We
have had 200 000 people confirmed worldwide with coronavirus, and that is just the people they know.
Obviously not everyone has been tested. We have had hundreds and hundreds of millions of people in
lockdown throughout the world—Spain, France, the UK, Italy, China. We have had Mr Macron
overnight declare war; he said that France is in a state of war. The UK government has just said that
all their over-70s will be quarantined, and President Trump overnight declared that more than
10 people should not be together in an environment. What I am trying to get to is that we have an
international health crisis.
Every time I speak to businesses what they say to me is, ‘Just create a good environment for the small
business sector to flourish’. I have got to tell you that this is not the time, with an international health
crisis, for the small business sector to thrive. The environment is not good. What we need to be doing,
yes, is stimulating demand. It is the demand side of the equation rather than the supply side of the
equation. I do not want to get ideological here about supply-side economics versus demand-side
economics—I do not think this is the time—but we do need to stimulate demand, and that is what the
federal government has been trying to do. They have now come up with two stimulus packages, good
packages, in trying to stimulate demand, but they have got their work cut out. Do you know why?
Because soon our bars, clubs, restaurants and cafes may need to close. A lot of people might need to
be self-isolating in quarantine. We might have to lock down entire regions. Yes, we have policy
levers—the state government has policy levers—and we are considering all of those levers. The
Premier has made this clear, and the Treasurer has made this clear.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:04): What we have heard
from the minister is a trip around the world. We understand there is a crisis, and that was the start of
my question: there is a crisis. We all understand that. What I am asking is what the government is
going to do about that. I therefore, in response to the minister’s answer, ask him the simple question:
how many of these jobs in the small business sector provided by small business will be lost as a result
of your government’s intransigence?
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Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Small Business) (12:05): Small business provides almost half of all private sector employment. We
understand that. We understand the stakes are high—very bloody high—not just for business but for
the entire country, for public health. The Premier has made this clear, the Treasurer has made this
clear: we are looking at options. But we are living in a very flawed world. Last week was different to
this week. Next week is going to be well different too. We need to see what the trend is like. We need
to get this thing under control—
Members interjecting.
Mr SOMYUREK: No. We are actually not doing random, ad hoc policy on the run. What we will
be doing is proper public policy, and we will be using the right levers to maximise our policy levers.
That is what we will be doing.
ONSHORE CONVENTIONAL GAS
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:06): My question is to the Minister for Resources.
Minister, yesterday your government announced it was lifting the moratorium on conventional
onshore gas drilling. It is a decision that has shocked environment and climate groups and many
members of the community. Onshore gas drilling will still disrupt farmland and still put water
resources at risk. And of course drilling for gas, even conventional gas, will release dangerous methane
into the atmosphere, contributing to climate change, as will the burning of any gas discovered. The
scientific reality is that releasing methane into the atmosphere and burning fossil fuels causes climate
change. Gas is a fossil fuel. What part of this scientific reality does the government not understand?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:07): I thank Dr Ratnam for her question. It is certainly not an unexpected
question. I do refute your commentary, your citing science. I would encourage you to read
section 2.3.2 of the progress report that was released yesterday. I think there was an interjection from
those opposite. This has been a six-year pause on an industry, a dedicated three-year program, the
Victorian gas program, that has looked at the science and has consulted with the community—more
than 800 events to deal with people’s concerns and people’s questions. The science backs the decision.
I understand you have an ideological opposition to fossil fuels. Our position is that we have a
commitment to net zero emissions by 2050. We cannot get there tomorrow. We need transition fuels.
We need to make sure that we have gas supplies for energy, households and communities while we
continue to invest in our renewables future. But to say that the decision is wrong, I would encourage
you to read the scientific report.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:08): Thank you, Minister, for your answer. I note in
your response your reference to the science on this matter. The science on climate change is very clear.
We have until just 2030 to transition away from all fossil fuels to have any chance of limiting warming
to 1.5 degrees, a level which still will have a huge impact, including more severe fires, floods and
heatwaves. I also note the gleeful manner in which the gas industry has welcomed this announcement.
It seems the government has caved to corporate interests while putting the future of Victorians at risk
by not acting to keep fossil fuels in the ground in line with the need to limit warming to 1.5 degrees.
Given the Premier was unable to answer the question this morning, can the minister advise on just
how much longer Victoria will keep burning fossil fuels, including gas, for energy?
The PRESIDENT: I think it is a huge leap from the substantive question, but I call the minister.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:09): I will take that as a statement. I have answered Dr Ratnam’s question.
Dr Ratnam: On a point of order, President, I did have a specific question, which was: how long
will Victoria keep burning fossil fuels, including gas, for energy? So it is a specific question about
how long the commitment that this government has is to burning fossil fuels in Victoria.
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Ms SYMES: I am not actually the minister for energy; I am the Minister for Resources. I would
encourage Dr Ratnam to read the report, which outlines the decision to lift the moratorium. It deals
with specific regions in Victoria. I must point out that those regions have welcomed this decision. This
is thousands of jobs for country Victorians, and it is an important transition to a renewables future. If
you read the report, there is about 25 years of supply in what was announced yesterday.
The PRESIDENT: Dr Ratnam, I did think that it was a great leap, your supplementary, from the
substantive, and I gave the minister an option insofar as how she would like to respond to that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:10): I rise to update the house on our continued measures to contain COVID-19. As I have said
many times in this house, this is an evolving situation, but we will not hesitate to take the measures
necessary to slow the spread of this virus. Last night the national cabinet, comprising the Prime
Minister, our Premier and all first ministers, considered the latest advice of our health experts on what
more can be done to flatten the curve and to keep Australians safe and healthy.
As a result of the decisions made at national cabinet, revised directions have been issued, banning all
non-essential indoor mass gatherings of more than 100 people and all non-essential outdoor mass
gatherings of more than 500 people, effective from 5.00 pm today. In order to protect our most
vulnerable Victorians, the national cabinet also agreed to impose strict restrictions on people visiting
aged-care facilities. This will mean allowing only short visits, with only two visitors each day, with
exemptions on a case-by-case basis, including for palliative care.
This is the biggest public health challenge we have faced in our lifetime, and it will significantly impact
on all of us. We know that these decisions are difficult and confronting for people, but they are
necessary to fight the pandemic. It is imperative for all Victorians to comply with these new measures
to protect the health of all Victorians. By making these hard choices now, we will save lives later. We
need to do all we can to slow the spread, to push out the peak of the pandemic and to give our health
system the best chance to cope with the challenges yet to come. If we look out for each other, we will
get through this.
MURRAY BASIN RAIL PROJECT
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:12): My question is to the
Leader of the Government. The Auditor-General has today released a damning report on the Murray
Basin rail project, saying that the Murray Basin rail project and the freight‐passenger rail separation
project ‘have not met scope, time, cost or quality expectations’. The Andrews Labor government has
delivered only ‘about half’ of the approved Murray Basin rail project scope, using 87 per cent of the
originally approved budget for the entire project. The government will need to address, it says, a range
of significant ‘technical challenges to achieve the original project’s expected benefits and outcomes’,
and:
Achievement of the expected benefits from the MBRP will not occur without more funding to complete the
expected and approved project scope.

I therefore ask the minister: do you as a government accept responsibility for the Murray Basin rail
project debacle?
The PRESIDENT: Mr Davis, I would have thought that would be a question directed to the public
transport infrastructure minister.
Mr DAVIS: The leader has indicated repeatedly in the Parliament that he will take any question,
and it is also a question about the whole-of-government acceptance of responsibility.
The PRESIDENT: I am happy to call the Leader of the Government, but he may indicate to me
that he is going to pass that on to the public transport infrastructure minister.
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Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:13): Thank you, President,
and thank you for the invitation. When I used to play footy I was a reasonable kick and I was very
poor at handball, so let me actually take a kick.
On that basis, the government of Victoria does take responsibility for every project that it is managing
and every undertaking that we have made on behalf of the Victorian community to improve its
infrastructure and to deliver on the community’s needs and the expectations of the way in which we
can organise our projects to deliver on them.
In terms of the specific nature of Mr Davis’s question and who takes responsibility, it is a very
interesting proposition that parts of the coalition, perhaps more prominently the National Party in the
other place, often jump into this project as one of their thrill kills in relation to what was the
fundamental failure of scoping, design and funding arrangements that were associated with this project
on their watch.
If you design a project and you do not fund a project properly within scope, then all projects have
some difficulty playing catch-up—all major infrastructure projects have difficulty. And this project
was subject to the vagaries and the peculiarity of state funding that did not exist in the state jurisdiction
and the promise of federal funding, and at some point in time the federal funding and the state funding
aligning, as the perfect tracks were delivered on this project, did not occur.
Our government understands our responsibility and our obligation to pick up the crumbling pieces of
this project that was instigated by the government of which Mr Davis was a participant—on their
watch. We inherited something that was already in trouble, and it takes time and effort and resources
to play catch-up on any infrastructure program that has the history of this project. Mr Davis, in your
question you may have ignored the history of it, but as the answerer of the question I am totally aware
of the history of it.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:16): I think the answer is that
he does accept responsibility for the debacle.
Mr Jennings: We accept responsibility for all of your muck-ups.
Mr DAVIS: Oh, dear, dear, dear. And Jacinta Allan claimed the project. She took it through all the
gateways and all the steps of budget and funding, as you well understand, Mr Jennings. Through the
high-risk, high-value process it was all Jacinta Allan every step of the way. I therefore ask: given that
the Minister for Transport Infrastructure is responsible for this project and the management and the
delays and the massive cost overruns, does the Minister for Transport Infrastructure actually enjoy
your confidence?
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan—Leader of the Government, Special Minister of
State, Minister for Priority Precincts, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (12:16): I have got no idea.
Mr Davis, do you enjoy my confidence in your questions? It is a bit hard to actually understand
whether in fact anybody enjoys any view that I have of anybody on the planet. For the second time in
two weeks you are asking me to speculate about how people respond to my view or asking me to take
responsibility for conversations that may take place that I am not privy to and then confidently assert
whether they are right or whether they are wrong. Mr Davis, what I can tell you and what I can share
with the chamber is that we are a very united, determined government to deliver to the people of
Victoria on all of our responsibilities and to support one another in doing so.
MULTIPURPOSE TAXI PROGRAM
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question is for the Minister for Public
Transport, represented in this place by Minister Pulford. Uber is about to start a trial for a multipurpose
taxi program in Geelong during which it will fund the 50 per cent subsidy which is normally picked
up by the government on all trips taken, effectively buying market share. The trial will have a huge
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impact on the local taxi operators, who currently are required to operate with cameras, GPS, fixed
meters and branding, which form strict safety guidelines and training to transport people with special
needs. I ask the minister to suspend the trial until transparent KPIs can be established, consistent safety
requirements applied to all operators and the trial can be opened to all commercial passenger vehicles,
not just those who are prepared and able to pay.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:18): I thank Mr Barton for his question, and I will seek a written
response from Minister Horne.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:18): Uber is essentially buying this trial. In the past they
have refused to share their trip data with the government, and therefore I question the information we
would get from this trial other than the doctored report of its huge success. Will the minister release
all current and past risk assessments undertaken by the regulator on Uber’s suitability as a provider of
services to people with special needs under the multipurpose taxi program and details of how this trial
will be evaluated?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:19): Again, I will take the opportunity to take that question on
notice for Minister Horne.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: ONSHORE CONVENTIONAL GAS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:19): I am going to pick up where I left off with answering Dr Ratnam’s
question in relation to yesterday’s announcement about onshore gas exploration and production. As
indicated, we are backing the science to create jobs, bolster energy supply and support our regional
communities. We have introduced legislation to lift the moratorium on onshore gas exploration and
production and ban fracking for good. We are enshrining our historic ban on fracking and coal seam
gas exploration in the Victorian constitution, which will make it harder for any future government to
seek to overturn it and put our food and fibre sector at risk.
The other bill will allow for an orderly restart of onshore conventional gas exploration and
development. The decision follows three years of detailed investigation by the Victorian gas program,
which found an onshore conventional gas industry not only is viable—
Ms Bath: By 2021. Why 2021?
Ms SYMES: we can catch up later; I will let you know—but will not harm our environment or
damage our vital agricultural sector. An orderly restart could generate up to $310 million annually for
regional economies and create thousands of jobs in regional Victoria.
The program was overseen by Victoria’s lead scientist, Dr Amanda Caples, who chaired an
independent stakeholder advisory panel of farmers, environment groups, industry representatives and
local councils. We are following the advice of the lead scientist and ensuring a best practice approach
so that Victorians can have confidence. We are ensuring that local consumers and companies will have
priority access to domestic gas, and we call on the federal government to do the same as we have been
doing. We will continue to do as we have been doing.
Gas will continue to play an important role in supporting our transition to a cleaner energy future in
line with our government’s commitment to net zero emissions by 2050. We have taken the time to get
it right and give Victorian communities the answers they have asked of us. This is an industry that
Victorians can have confidence in to deliver without compromising our clean, green reputation.
Ms Bath interjected.
Ms SYMES: I will take up the interjection. If you understood how the gas industry worked,
Ms Bath, you would have come to accept that there is a lot of work that can start tomorrow, today or
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yesterday, when we made the announcement. There is nobody that is going to be held up by getting
the regulations in place and working with industry for an orderly restart.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:21): My question is to the Minister for Health. Over
the course of the COVID-19 outbreak many cancer patients will require ongoing chemotherapy. These
patients are highly immunocompromised and require specialised nurse support for treatment. Minister,
what protocols have you issued to hospitals to protect chemotherapy patients from exposure to
COVID-19?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:22): I thank the member for her question. There are longstanding protocols in place in our health
services around infection control. I have referred to the fact that there were longstanding pandemic
plans before COVID-19, right from the outset, and health services of course will be taking all the
necessary precautions to protect our dedicated healthcare workers as well as their patients.
The point that the member is making is actually an important one, and I want to take up the opportunity
to stress that there are many people in our community who are immunocompromised. There are many
people who either are going through cancer treatment or have had cancer treatment. There are many
people in our community who have underlying medical conditions, including respiratory conditions,
which particularly make them vulnerable to COVID-19. This is why it is absolutely imperative that
all of us as Victorians comply with the new directives that were issued both yesterday and today to
ensure that we can protect the most vulnerable in our community. So I plead with Victorians. This is
absolutely a public health emergency, one that we have never faced in our lifetimes before, and to
protect the most vulnerable in our community—those who are walking around in our shopping centres,
in our workplaces and in our homes in fact, not just in our health services—we need to make sure that
we all do everything possible to keep those people safe.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:23): Thank you, Minister, for your response. There is
likely to be a much lower number of chemotherapy nurses available over the course of the outbreak
due to infection, exposure and quarantine or caring for others, including children not attending school,
so it is unlikely that all chemotherapy will go ahead in Victoria. What guarantees can you put in place
that those patients that require chemotherapy will receive their chemotherapy?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:24): I thank the member for her question. We are in uncharted territory here, and it would be
irresponsible for me to give any guarantees at this point in time. The Premier and I have been very
clear from the outset. Based on what we are seeing internationally we know our health system will be
absolutely stretched. It will be stretched in a way that we have never seen in our state before. It will be
stretched in a way that Australia’s healthcare system, one of the best in the world, has never seen
before. But we are going to be doing everything possible to ensure that those people who need cancer
treatment, those people who have a heart attack or a stroke or who experience road trauma and all of
those people who come in for urgent medical treatment in our hospitals are able to receive that, and
the only way we can do that is to minimise the number of people who will be required to be hospitalised
in our hospitals as a result of COVID-19. That is what these extreme social distancing measures are
all about. It is about flattening the curve and making sure our hospitals are able to cope with the deluge
that is anticipated. We have seen hospitals overseas at breaking point. We want to make sure that does
not happen here. That is what these measures are all about. (Time expired)
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:25): My question is for the Minister for Health. The question
is: how many respirators do or will we have available in Victoria? Coronavirus testing is following
strict guidelines around eligibility in Victoria, guidelines that will not catch community transmission.
They require that a person be in contact with a known coronavirus patient or has been overseas
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recently. Without more widespread testing we do not really know about community transmission.
Widespread testing for coronavirus may have allowed us to be more effective at slowing it. We have
had months of notice to prepare, and yet we are still rationing tests. Despite all our attempts to flatten
the curve, the number of deaths from coronavirus is going to be a function of the number of respirators
that we have. Much like the test kits, despite advanced notice, we do not appear to have substantially
increased our ventilator bed capacity in Victoria. So how many respirators do or will we have available
in Victoria?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:26): Thank you for that question. There were actually a few different elements to that question that
I will try to address in the time I have available to me. Firstly, we are now, I think, in day 53 since the
first case of COVID-19 in Australia. A lot of work has been happening around the clock by all of our
health services and my department to ensure that we are ready for this. I have signed off on orders of
300 ventilators for our health services. That effectively will double our ICU capacity.
We are highly reliant on overseas supply chains for things like ventilators and many other pieces of
equipment, so this is why I am working very closely with my cabinet colleagues. We are exploring
potential opportunities for local businesses, local manufacturers here in Victoria, if they are prepared
and able to do so in a timely way, to be able to manufacture things like ventilators. I welcome the fact
that we have worked very closely with the commonwealth, and we identified—in fact I identified to
Minister Hunt—a business in Shepparton that manufactured masks, and they have now stepped in and
we have made sure that we are able to access more masks in Victoria. So there is a lot of work
happening behind the scenes to look for local manufacturers who might be able to assist us in this time
of need.
In terms of the testing issue that the member raised, I have to point out a couple of things. Firstly, I
welcome Minister Hunt’s advice this morning that 97 000 testing kits are arriving in Australia. In
Victoria we are in a relatively better position than some other states that have very depleted stocks.
But I have been very clear, as I was yesterday, that there is a national shortage, and of course those
additional testing kits are warmly welcomed. We as a Victorian government are also working to see
if we can manufacture those types of products here as well as sourcing these products from other places
overseas. I mentioned yesterday that unfortunately the supplier of these testing kits has actually been
in Milan. They are in the absolute throes of the worst aspects of the pandemic, so this is why we are
looking at various supply chain issues to resolve those.
But I make the point to the member also that the criteria that apply are national criteria around testing.
We have prioritised healthcare workers to ensure that they can get tested, they can get cleared and they
can get back to doing their critically important work. The criteria may well change over time. It is
important that I provide advice to the community based on my chief health officer’s advice, which he
has been issuing. Of all the testing that has occurred to date we have only had two known cases of
community transmission. The vast majority have been people returning from overseas travel. This is
why the overseas quarantine arrangements that we announced yesterday are so significant in terms of
trying to minimise the spread of this virus in the community.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:29): Thank you, Minister, and you have partly addressed my
supplementary in your response. The supplementary question is: what will the Victorian government
do to allow rapid procurement of new mechanical ventilator supplies? Every extra respirator we have
will save dozens of lives. Around the world there is a desperate scramble to get more respirators. The
British government is asking manufacturers to launch a crash program of respirator manufacture. On
the internet hackathons are running to design simple mechanical respirators using off-the-shelf parts
and 3D printing. You have told us that we have respirators on order from overseas, but I have little
faith they will arrive. Every country in the world wants them. Australia’s strict procurement and design
rules seem to make it almost impossible for the state to approach local industry to manufacture. If we
can get the bureaucracy out of the way and unleash our engineering creativity, we may be able to save
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tens of thousands of people. So what will the government do to allow rapid procurement of new
mechanical ventilator supplies?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:30): We have not been waiting; we have been sourcing both local and international sources for all
of the things that we will need, including ventilators. I am aware of the 3D printing; I have seen those
references as well. My instruction to my officials has been, and also in working with my colleagues,
‘Pull out all stops. This is not a time to go through all the usual red-tape processes. Just get on with it,
order it and make sure that we have what we need’. So I can assure you that we are looking and
exploring every opportunity. If there are businesses in Victoria that have the capacity to make these
items, including ventilators, then I encourage them to contact me. I welcome the fact that the federal
government is in fact doing this as well. I am mindful of what the UK government has announced as
well. I was doing this a few weeks ago, behind the scenes, making sure that we can explore all these
opportunities. I would welcome any contact from any business in Victoria that has that capacity. Of
course we need to be able to make these products very quickly, because we will need them in a very
short period of time.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: ROAD OCCUPATION CHARGE
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (12:32): On Friday, 6 March, in a win for both motorists and
commuters, I was pleased to announce that the Andrews Labor government will be cracking down on
private companies that are blocking inner-city roads and causing traffic congestion. The new scheme
will keep traffic and this city moving.
Private companies will pay a road occupation charge to use inner-city arterial roads as part of building
works or other activities from 1 April this year. The road occupation charge will reduce road blockages
created by private bodies that hold up pedestrians, cyclists, public transport users and drivers alike.
We know this will work, because we trialled the same scheme in the City of Yarra and saw a reduction
in the length of road occupation periods by up to 75 per cent. During the trial one construction
company reduced their occupation of a busy Melbourne intersection from 92 days to just one day. The
road occupation charge creates a financial incentive to encourage private parties to occupy roads in a
more efficient way, minimising disruption to traffic.
This scheme will apply to inner-Melbourne roads in 121 suburbs across 11 local government areas.
Melbourne is one of the fastest growing cities in the developed world, and road space is at a premium.
Our road lanes must prioritise cars, bikes, buses and cyclists. While there many occasions on which
developers need to block a road lane, there is nothing more frustrating for commuters and motorists
than experiencing those blockages, particularly those that are unnecessary. There was significant
support for this initiative from the RACV and motorists alike, who recognise that this new approach
will reduce congestion. Remarkably the opposition came out in opposition to this—a very strange
position from them indeed—but our government will continue to deliver on our record road and public
transport investments and keep working hard to move Melbourne.
COVID-19
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:34): My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Is the minister
aware of any projected risk to the supply of eggs due to the incubation of a vaccine for COVID-19?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:34): I thank Ms Bath for her question. It is a good question. I will get back
to you.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:34): I take it that you are not aware at the moment and that you
will provide the house with a fulsome explanation. Thank you, Minister. My supplementary goes to:
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what planning has taken place within the government to ensure that the egg supply servicing the
regular flu season will not then be interrupted?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (12:35): I thank Ms Bath for her supplementary question. It is a good line of
questioning. There is a lot of work going on in the department—in all departments, I must say—in
relation to responding to COVID-19 and all of the threats to industry supply chains, medical supplies
and the like, and indeed vaccines. I am more than happy to provide the chamber with further advice
on your line of questioning.
COVID-19
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:35): My question is to the Minister for Health. There
seems to be a great deal of confusion right now in relation to the medication ibuprofen. We have been
hearing stories circulating, particularly in the UK and in France, saying that it is dangerous to take if
you have the coronavirus. In fact they are saying things like it could have grave and serious side effects.
We know that people do take ibuprofen or paracetamol to bring their temperature down when they
have got flu-like symptoms, and obviously older people are quite commonly taking ibuprofen
regularly. I am just wondering if you can clarify to us whether we should be avoiding ibuprofen.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:36): I will seek some advice from my chief health officer on this specific issue and provide a
written response to you. I think it is a very important question that you have posed, and I think it is
important that I get some advice on that matter. There has not been a time in the last few weeks that I
have not regretted not having gone to med school rather than law school, but I will be seeking some
advice and I am happy to provide that to the member.
Mr Atkinson: On a point of order, President, can we have that advice today to all members? That
is actually very timely and useful information.
Ms MIKAKOS: Further to the point of order, President, I am very happy to ensure that that advice
is on the Department of Health and Human Services website later today so we can provide it not just
to members but to the community more broadly. I will be endeavouring to ensure that we can get that
advice out to the whole community.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:37): Thank you, Minister. That would be really helpful.
And thank you, Mr Atkinson, for raising that. Just by way of a supplementary: I suppose it got me
thinking that if ibuprofen, being a non-steroidal product, may have these side effects for people with
COVID-19, could you also confirm whether other anti-inflammatory drugs that people use for arthritis
may also have similar warnings related to them?
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services)
(12:37): In a similar vein, I am happy to provide that further advice to the member and will seek to do
so to the house and to the community. I should point out that the advice that I do have is that the
literature is still being examined on these issues. I am not 100 per cent certain I will be able to have a
definitive answer for you by the end of today, but if it is possible to do so I will certainly be
endeavouring to provide that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: GOTAFE WALLAN CAMPUS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:38): I rise to update the house on the brand-new GOTAFE Wallan campus, which I
had the pleasure of opening last week. There was an absolute buzz in these new facilities, as I was
joined by my parliamentary colleagues Minister Jac Symes and Danielle Green, the member for Yan
Yean, both very strong advocates for TAFE and training in their local communities.
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In the lead-up to the establishment of the new campus, GOTAFE consulted with the community and
local industry to understand their needs. What they heard was that major jobs growth is expected in
Melbourne’s northern growth corridor, where Wallan is situated, over the next 10 years. The
establishment of this campus will give students in one of the fastest growing residential areas in the
state easy access to quality training and career support services. Students in Wallan will be able to
choose from courses in areas such as early childhood education, project management, tourism and
several others. GOTAFE has also established a co-location arrangement with La Trobe University at
the Wallan campus, offering further study options for students.
Whether it is TAFE courses, university courses or indeed both, the community of Wallan and the
surrounding areas now have some seriously good, real local choices. This is particularly important for
young people who are finishing school across the road. Local TAFE campuses are crucial links in
Victoria’s growing TAFE network, opening new pathways to jobs and changing people’s lives for the
better, and this is exactly what this new campus will do for the community of Wallan.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:40): As far as today’s questions go, I want to thank Minister Mikakos, who
will get written responses to Ms Patten in line with the standing orders but also endeavour to get a
broader response to as many people as possible, as far as is practical. Minister Symes will get written
responses in line with the standing orders to both questions from Ms Bath. Minister Pulford will get
responses from the Minister for Public Transport for both Mr Barton’s questions, and I will ask
Minister Somyurek to get written responses in line with the standing orders to both the questions
Mr Davis asked him.
Constituency questions
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:41): My constituency question is to the minister
representing the Treasurer. For 12 months my office has often been contacted by owners of local
family businesses who are struggling with the weight of land taxes. They have advised me that land
taxes have doubled on some Glen Waverley businesses and that the Brighton Savoy hotel, a 50-yearold family business, may have to close due to an increase in land taxes of over 30 per cent. I think we
all accept that the original purpose of land tax was that wealthy property owners should contribute to
the provision of government services for all and, as such, remains valid, but the dramatic rise in
Melbourne’s land prices—which I am sure many in government and the property industry think is a
good thing, but Sustainable Australia does not—has affected land tax for many family businesses to
the point of forcing their closure. Will the Treasurer act to reduce the burden of land tax on family
businesses?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:42): My question is for the Minister for Public Transport
and relates to connectivity for Kilmore residents to their nearest railway station at Kilmore East. The
minister would be aware that the Kilmore East station is 3.6 kilometres from the centre of Kilmore.
Residents catching trains at the station are transported from town on buses that operate on weekdays,
from Monday to Friday. Currently there is no bus service to transport rail passengers from Kilmore to
the Kilmore East station on weekends or on public holidays. During these times some residents are
forced to walk the 3.6 kilometres each way over a very steep hill in order to use their nearest train
service. This is an unacceptable situation and reinforces the inequity for the people of Kilmore in
accessing rail services, particularly the most vulnerable members of the community. Will the minister
provide funding to increase bus services between the Kilmore township and the Kilmore East railway
station to include services on weekends and public holidays?
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WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:43): My question is directed to the Minister for Public
Transport, the Honourable Melissa Horne. The locals in my constituency of Western Metropolitan
Region rely on buses as one of the main forms of public transport. Earlier this month the Andrews
Labor government announced new services and extended bus routes for some of my constituents in
Keilor East and Niddrie. The changes will see buses service the Valley Lake estate for the first time,
providing more people with a bus within walking distance of their house, making it easier for locals
to get to where they need to go. In addition to this there are changes to bus routes 501, 469 and 476
which will help to clear up the network and provide locals a better service. The changes will also
introduce new school special buses, ensuring students can get to and from school. My question to the
minister is: can the minister advise when these new services will come into effect and when local
residents will be able to see their new timetables online?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:44): My constituency question is directed to the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure. I previously addressed this question to the Minister for Roads, but I was
informed I was barking up the wrong tree. I am hoping I am barking up the right one now. Recently I
visited Alesia Court in Werribee after a constituent complained to me about noise levels from the
nearby freeway. Houses in that court and surrounding streets are very close to the freeway, and I can
now believe the horrendous noise suffered by residents. The noise will worsen when the Duncans
Road interchange is completed. My constituent explained to me that he sleeps with earplugs and that
his partner takes sleeping tablets in an attempt to sleep at night. They keep the television on at dinner
time to drown out the traffic noise. Needless to say, leaving windows or doors open to allow a cool
breeze in is strictly a no-no. This is an appalling situation that needs urgent attention and action. As a
part of the Duncans Road works a sound barrier should be constructed between the freeway and the
houses. Will the minister commit to providing this desperately needed infrastructure?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:45): My constituency question is to the Minister for Child
Protection and Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers. Recently I met with Barwon Child, Youth
& Family in Geelong and was shocked to hear that we are actually going backwards in terms of the
number of foster carers in the state. Foster care offers temporary care of children by trained, assessed
and accredited foster carers. In the many circumstances where a child may be in a compromised or
unsafe position living with their birth family, foster carers are the heroes without capes who take these
children in, put a roof over their head and try to create a more stable upbringing for them. As the
department rightly promotes online, ‘You do not have to be in a relationship or have a big house’ to
be a foster carer. In my opinion you just need to have a big and caring heart and the intent to care for
these children as you would your own. Right now 45 000 kids are waiting to be placed in foster care.
Without a foster home they will keep on waiting. So my question is: can the minister please tell me
what the government is currently doing to promote becoming a foster carer and, by extension, increase
the number of foster carers in Victoria?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:46): My question is for the Minister for Agriculture and
relates to the shameful treatment of the volunteers who gave their time and effort to bushfire-affected
areas. Victoria’s subsidy for the scheme has ended, in contrast with the approach of the New South
Wales government, and volunteers have been told that funding is limited and is allocated on a first-in,
first-out basis until funds are exhausted. Most concerningly, some claims have not been paid more
than two months after submission, and volunteer groups like the Timboon Lions Club and the Heyfield
Lions Club are owed hundreds of thousands of dollars. In some cases volunteers were put off making
further deliveries of hay by the delay in the reimbursement. We should be thanking these volunteers,
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not penalising them. I ask the minister: when will all moneys due under the transport fodder scheme
be paid out to those owed?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:47): My question is to the Minister for Water. A number of
my constituents have expressed concerns that Victoria’s water interests are underrepresented at the
federal level. After a little issue with sports grants funding, we have seen a shakeup on the front bench
of the federal government. A notable effect of this change is that there is no longer Victorian input into
the agriculture or water portfolios in the federal government. David Littleproud, from Chinchilla in
Queensland, has displayed incredible reluctance to reform the Murray-Darling Basin plan and the new
water minister, Keith Pitt, is from Bundaberg in Queensland. Whatever other problems Senator
Bridget Mackenzie might have had, at least she was accountable to Victorian voters. Why would Keith
Pitt, who is also the Minister for Northern Australia, care very much about the damage that water
licensing has caused to south-eastern Australia and Victoria? So my question is: what will the minister
do to make sure that Victoria’s interests are better represented in fixing the broken Murray-Darling
Basin plan?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:48): I want to ask a question
of the Minister for Public Transport, Melissa Horne, in the other place. In the latest monthly figures it
is clear that 11 of the 16 metropolitan train lines have failed to meet their performance targets.
Incredibly, the majority of people obviously travel during weekdays, so for the Monday-to-Friday
period when the trains are at their busiest—and I note that we have got an infection that is causing less
travel at the moment—the February figures made clear that for 19 of the 20 workdays the government
failed to meet their punctuality targets. That is a shocking performance across the whole system: 19 of
20 days they failed to meet their workday punctuality targets. That is when the majority of people
travel and are impacted, and I ask: what steps will the minister finally take to fix this problem on those
workdays when commuters are impacted?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:49): My question is to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Whilst obviously pleased the government is providing various forms of
assistance for those most affected by the terrible recent bushfires, including in my electorate, I am also
disturbed that some of the grants following previous bushfires have still not been correctly delivered.
I therefore ask if the government will reimburse Murrindindi Shire Council the approximately
$300 000 spent on replacing the badly cracked surfacing of the Kinglake netball courts and/or provide
the necessary funding to continue to operate the Kinglake youth centre, consistent with two
commitments made a decade ago. Moreover, if projects like these were not fully delivered seemingly
because of an old convention that the state does not support renewal works on them, will this
convention be scrapped in respect of the current round of bushfire assistance?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:50): My constituency question is for the Minister for Agriculture.
Gippsland forestry workers have been left in limbo by this government’s decision to close the native
timber industry. Staying overnight recently in Lakes Entrance, Labor caucus failed to impress the
locals. Waiting on the steps of the Bellevue, father of three and native timber truck driver Johnno
McTighe sought a meeting with Minister Symes or, alternatively, the Premier, who was drinking
coffee in a Lakes Entrance cafe but refused to give him 2 minutes of his time. As a compromise Johnno
was promised by the minister’s chief of staff that he would receive a telephone call to discuss his future
in the timber industry. The phone call has never come. Johnno feels, ‘They’re not telling us anything
about the transition’, and he said to me this morning, ‘If something doesn’t materialise by the end of
this week, I am out of work’. So Johnno’s question is: will the minister honour this commitment and
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contact Mr McTighe, as promised by her chief of staff, to talk about the outcomes for him in the timber
industry?
Sitting suspended 12.52 pm until 2.05 pm.
Motions
INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
Debate resumed.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:05): I rise to speak on the motion moved so eloquently by
Mr Quilty earlier today, and I cannot help but be struck constantly by the public perception of those
of us in public office in this country. I think that is probably not just an Australian thing; I think it is
probably around the world, where good folk—good, hardworking taxpayers—are out there with the
view that we are all thieves and crooks. That is a very sad state of affairs, but that is their view and
they cannot be dissuaded from that. They think that we are all on the take. They think we are all
shaking somebody down—unless they think we are all shaking everybody down in fact. I have to say
that a quick look at my bank account would reassure them that I am not doing that very quickly.
But unfortunately it has to be said that the record of this government over the last five and a bit years
backs that up. It just feeds that perception, because the Andrews government is a corrupt government.
There is no other way of putting it: the Andrews government is a corrupt government. That is simply
stating a fact. We do not have to go very far to establish why it is a corrupt government. We do not
have to establish too much at all to prove that this government has done things which are shady to say
the very least—and that is understating things enormously.
We remember of course the red shirts rorts scandal of 2014. Even before it was elected this government
was up to dirty tricks. This government was ripping off the Victorian taxpayer to get itself elected. We
remember that, and we know that was set up by the Labor Party in opposition—a deliberate ploy to
take money out of the pockets of Victorians and to fund their campaign. It was, I have to say,
breathtaking in its audacity, and it was only a matter of time before they were found out. And of course
they were found out by the Ombudsman.
They were not happy that they were found out by the Ombudsman, so they took it to the High Court.
First they took it to the Supreme Court here in Victoria, and then they took it to the High Court. Taking
things to the Supreme Court and then to the High Court—that is not a cheap exercise. That would have
cost the Victorian taxpayer millions and millions of dollars even if they had got a cheap deal from
some of their Labor lawyer mates—and we will discuss that perhaps tomorrow. Even if they had got
a cheap deal from Slater and Gordon or Maurice Blackburn, even then they would have been putting
up a fair whack of Victorians’ money to take this matter to court so they would not have to be exposed
as the crooks that they are.
That is the bottom line, and that is the simple fact of the matter. That is a matter of public record: this
government went to the highest court in this land as part of the cover-up to stop the people of Victoria
finding out what it had done prior to the 2014 election. It is as simple as that—there is nobody that can
dispute that. That is simply a fact. That is what they did, and they fought it every inch of the way.
Even when the police got involved, when Victoria Police got involved, they refused to cooperate with
Victoria Police. They refused to cooperate with the investigators who had been given the responsibility
of uncovering this shysterism of the Victorian Labor Party. They refused to have anything to do with
the police. They refused to speak to the police. They refused to involve themselves in providing justice
in this particular instance. I mean, if you are not prepared to speak to the police, I would suggest to
you very strongly that you have probably got something to hide. And the Labor Party in this state has
got plenty to hide. It ripped off the taxpayers to get elected. It then spent millions and millions and
millions of dollars going to the Supreme Court and then to the High Court in Canberra to cover that
up and to protect itself from the glare of the public gaze, and that is an indisputable fact.
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Is it any wonder that people think we are all crooks? Is it any wonder when they see the government
of Victoria, the Labor government of Victoria, involved in this sort of shysterism, that people’s
perception is built to the extent that it has been? It gives me absolutely no joy, I have to say, to hear
people speak of the Premier in the way they do, because there has been a fair bit of water go under the
bridge since November 2018, and the perception of the Premier by the great majority of people, I have
to say, has changed significantly since November 2018. What they are calling him now, well, I
certainly could not say in this house, and I have no intention of doing so, Deputy President, I am sure
you will be pleased to hear—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Even with Mr Ondarchie offering his fulsome support, I still will not do that. But the
fact of the matter is that this government is regarded by the great majority of Victorians as crooked, as
corrupt—
Mr Ondarchie: Dodgy.
Mr FINN: Well, ‘dodgy’ is very mild compared to what people are calling the Andrews
government as we speak. If Mick Gatto or if Tony Mokbel—I will not say Gatto; I will say Tony
Mokbel—had treated the police with the contempt with which the Victorian government has treated
Victoria Police, that would be fully and totally expected, but we are talking about the Premier and the
government of Victoria, and that is disgraceful. That is a permanent stain on the Andrews government
and a permanent stain on the Australian Labor Party. It is something that Victorians have looked at,
have watched from afar and have been absolutely stunned by, I have to say, and I am not at all surprised
that they have been. It is a pretty crook—literally—set-up when we have that sort of thing going on.
We then move to a couple of blokes who were charged with the responsibility of—
Ms Symes: On a point of order, Deputy President, as much as I am trying to block out Mr Finn’s
words, he is not remotely referring to the motion that Mr Quilty has put before the house. It is actually
disrespectful to Mr Quilty, frankly. Can he please be brought back to the motion?
Mr FINN: On the point of order, Deputy President, the fact of the matter is that the motion clearly
refers to perceptions of corruption. The corruption perceptions index (CPI) talks about a score of 85
in 2012, down to 77 in 2019, so that is exactly what I am talking about. If anybody had been listening
to my contribution to this point, they would be well aware that is exactly what I have said. I used those
words—‘corruption perception’. That is exactly what I have spoken about, Deputy President.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Whilst we are enjoying a broad-ranging debate on this particular
motion, I would draw Mr Finn back to the actual substance of the motion.
Mr FINN: I can fully understand why Ms Symes is very, very tetchy about the facts being raised
in this house. I can fully understand that; I would be too. If I was a member of a corrupt government,
I would be tetchy too. I would not want these sorts of things raised in the Parliament. I would not want
them raised. I am not the Ombudsman—
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Finn!
Mr FINN: I am not the Ombudsman. She does not have to take me to the High Court.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Mr Finn! I just ask you to not be deliberately provocative, please.
Mr FINN: Deputy President, I am wounded. I am offended that you would think that I would be
deliberately provocative in any way. But I have just been stating the facts with regard to this motion.
The corruption perceptions index is a reflection of what people think of us and those who hold public
office, and I am just pointing out why people think the way they do.
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We had another couple of blokes who were charged with the responsibility of leading one house of
this Parliament: a bloke called Telmo Languiller, who was the Speaker of the other place, and another
chap called Donnie Nardella, who was the Deputy Speaker of the other place. Those two individuals—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Look, I think there was a caravan involved. There was a caravan involved, as I recall. I
am not sure it was a Jayco—that is down in your electorate, I believe, Mrs McArthur. I think actually
Telmo was down in your electorate as well, one of your constituents at one stage. But you know,
people saw that—
Mrs McArthur interjected.
Mr FINN: Well, he did get around a bit, yes, but the money followed. Wherever he went the money
followed. The people saw that, and they said, ‘If this is what the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker of
the Parliament of Victoria are capable of, what are the rest of them doing?’. And that just fed the
perception that we are all crooks. That fed it further. It is not rocket science to understand.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Well, it could be dogs in cars—we might get to that in a minute. But it is not at all
surprising that this corruption perceptions index has gone through the roof when people see the
parliamentary leaders—the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker of the Parliament, leading members of
the ALP—behaving in such an appalling and corrupt manner. It is not at all surprising that people
would be appalled and of the view that corruption is rife among elected officials.
Speaking of the corruption perceptions index, there is another issue that I think very recently has fed
that perception index, and that is this government’s handling of the West Gate Tunnel. Way back in
2014, at the same time as the ALP was ripping off the taxpayer to fund its campaign with the red
shorts—red shirts rorts affair—
Ms Terpstra: Red shorts?
Mr FINN: Well, you might have been wearing red shorts. I tell you what: if Ms Terpstra was in
red shorts, I am glad I was somewhere else.
I just remember, back in 2014, that at the same time as the government was involved in the red shirts
fiasco the Premier, Mr Andrews, was telling everybody about this great plan he had for a western
distributor. It was about $500 million, and he said it was shovel ready. This was before 2014. He said
this to the electorate in the lead-up to the election. At the same time as he was saying that to the
electorate, he was discussing with Transurban the project that they have got now. So here he was
saying one thing to the electorate, and at the same time he was behind closed doors doing deals with
Transurban. Oh, hang on—
Ms Terpstra: On a point of order, Deputy President, Mr Finn discussing all of those wideranging
construction projects does not seem to be relevant to the motion.
Mr FINN: On the point of order, Deputy President, if Ms Terpstra would be kind enough to give
me just a couple more minutes, I will be happy to explain how that fits into corruption in Victoria, the
CPI and the increased perception of corruption as a result of this government.
Ms Terpstra: On the point of order, Deputy President, looking at the motion, it is particularly about
government agencies and organisations and complaints that have been received as opposed to
construction projects where there is nothing on the public record in terms of complaints about those
construction projects.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The motion is about government agencies and police corruption.
Could you just very quickly make your point, if it is relevant to it, and then return to the motion, please.
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Mr FINN: I draw your attention to (1)(c) of the motion, which refers to:
research by Chartered Accountants Australia and New Zealand states that Australian governments—

Australian governments—
display widespread complacency about corruption …

That goes to the very heart of what I am talking about, and that of course is that the Premier was saying
one thing in public and in the back room he was dealing with his mates from Transurban. And that has
been going on ever since. I was chairman of the Economy and Infrastructure Committee in the last
Parliament, and we were lied to by Transurban and we were lied to by officers of this government with
regard to this project. When you have vast sums of money changing hands, when you have contracts
being signed, when you have deals being done and when you have lies being told to a parliamentary
committee, if that is not corruption, I do not know what is. That is a clear case of corruption, and I
have no doubt—there is no doubt in my mind—that at some stage this project and the role that the
government and Transurban played in this project will be investigated by IBAC. I have no doubt about
that at all. It will happen; at some stage this project will be investigated by IBAC. I tell you what: some
of your mates over there just might end up in the big house. Make a note. You might chortle, but you
might be laughing on the other side of the bars by the time we are finished.
Of course the other aspect of the West Gate Tunnel and the rather dodgy involvement of the
government in all this is the role that the Treasurer of this state played. Of course he sat around the
cabinet table as the government agreed to this project. They agreed to give Transurban the contract.
There was Tim Pallas, the Treasurer, sitting at the cabinet table with the Premier. There he was. He
did not actually mention that he had Transurban shares. He actually owned shares in Transurban. If
you have a Treasurer of this state contributing to making decisions on one of the biggest infrastructure
projects in the state’s history and he has got shares in the company that they are giving it to—if that is
not corruption, I am not exactly sure what is.
Is it any wonder that people have the view and have the perception that they do that we are all crooks?
That is, I know, far from the truth, because the majority of elected members of this Parliament, indeed
of any parliament, are good, hardworking people who enter the Parliament for the right reasons—the
overwhelming majority. It is a few bad apples who give us all a very, very bad name indeed. Again,
that is very sad and something that I personally would love to see changed. I have had hopes over the
years as governments have come and governments have gone that a real effort would be made to
change that public perception. Unfortunately I am still waiting, but I have not given up yet; I am still
very hopeful.
I commend Mr Quilty for bringing this motion to the house. I think it is an important motion. I think
this is a matter that needs to be discussed publicly, because if you get this sort of thing and you tuck it
in the corner and you turn off the lights, it will grow. Corruption grows in the darkness. Where people
cannot see, that is where you will find corruption, and we really need to ensure that the sort of thing
that I have discussed here today is exposed. I think if this motion by Mr Quilty goes some way to
doing that, then that will be a very, very good thing.
Mr Quilty talked about Victoria Police’s potential for corruption, and I think it is safe to say that police
command in Victoria over the last 20 years has left a fair bit to be desired. There was a time when we
were all exceedingly proud of—
A member: Mick Miller.
Mr FINN: Mick Miller, indeed.
A member: Kel Glare.
Mr FINN: Kel Glare, absolutely, and Neil Comrie—some of the great chief commissioners who
we could actually say were on top of their jobs and were leading from the front. They were good
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coppers, and they were great chief commissioners. And then along came the politicisation of the police
force, and we have seen some very, very strange things happen from that point on. That in itself is a
corruption of the force. Do not start me on Christine Nixon or indeed Simon Overland, because we
will be here all night. It will be later than 3 o’clock, I can assure you.
A member interjected.
Mr FINN: He’s gone! Take that man out and give him a hanky.
I urge the house to support this motion of Mr Quilty. I will leave it there, but I really believe that we
must expose corruption. I can understand why Minister Symes is very pleased—I would suggest
relieved—that I am coming to an end, because she is very happy for her government’s record to go
unnoticed, to not have the light shine upon it. She is very, very happy for that to occur. She wants
people to forget the corruption that her government has been involved in over the past five years, so I
can understand why she is relieved that I am going to come to a conclusion in my contribution in just
a minute. But I can assure Minister Symes, as I can assure this house and as I can assure you, Deputy
President, that the people of Victoria are the ultimate judges. They will not forget, and come the first
opportunity they will slap down this corrupt, filthy government.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (14:28): I will speak very briefly because I do know that there
are a number of other speakers here to speak on Mr Quilty’s motion, which aims to expand the
mandate and resourcing of IBAC. I would like to start by thanking Mr Quilty and his team. They
approached our office and consulted me and my office during the drafting of this motion—and that
was appreciated—and we offered some feedback in relation to it all.
It remains a contentious motion in my eyes and in the eyes of Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party. There are
a number of things in there which we totally agree with and tick off in point 1, from (a) through to (f)
and the stats that are recorded there from all the reports that are mentioned. There is no doubt that
IBAC, I believe, should have the funding available to it in order to perform its duties. I have absolutely
no doubt about that whatsoever. I thank Mr Quilty and his office for approaching us on that.
IBAC in itself, like I said, was established in 2012 as the key agency for combating corruption in the
public sector. The issue that we have with the motion as it stands is where it says at (2)(a) ‘expand the
mandate of IBAC’. Now, expanding the mandate of IBAC in terms of expanding the authority or
official order to do something—we believe that the current mandate of IBAC is sufficient as it stands.
As a sitting member of the Integrity and Oversight Committee I have experienced firsthand the
effective work of IBAC, given its current, albeit limited, resources. So we have no issue with the
resourcing or the funding to be increased; it is just the expansion of the mandate that concerns us a
little bit.
Given ongoing matters with the public sector and local government IBAC certainly has had its hands
full. In the 2018–19 annual report it states that IBAC has assessed more than 5800 allegations of
suspected corruption or police misconduct resulting from complaints and notifications. In addition to
this it charged 16 people with offences under various state and commonwealth statutes, and that can
only be a good thing. However, that said, the motion does single out individual bodies, which I do not
think is in the public interest. Not all public departments or all local councils are corrupt—yes, believe
it or not; in fact very few are.
Even more concerning is the reference that this motion makes in particular to Victoria Police. There
is no doubt that the public standing of Victoria Police has been challenged by the recent Royal
Commission into the Management of Police Informants. However, the commission has made no effort
to call for further large-scale inquiries into corruption within Victoria Police. I am confident that the
issues that are going to be exposed by the royal commission are going to be dealt with promptly and
effectively.
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If IBAC feel the need to further investigate any of these allegations of corruption within any public
entity, then they should feel free to do so—indeed they must do so. But I do worry that this motion
dances awfully close to being terms of reference for IBAC to investigate specific organisations which
are individually named within the motion. That said, while our party, Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party,
will be opposing this motion, we will continue to support the much-needed work of IBAC.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:32): I am very pleased to speak on Mr Quilty’s motion,
and I have to say, for a man who is normally brief, this is not the briefest of motions. It almost speaks
for itself in the facts that it lays out within the motion and really paints a very sad picture, particularly
of Victoria Police. This is a picture that was painted by Victoria Police themselves. This was a survey
of the police. It is their concerns, and it is those concerns that I would like to focus on today. But we
know, and the previous speakers have said—and I think that is what Mr Finn was saying—that
corruption is dangerous. It corrodes the fabric of our society, and it undermines political institutions
and political systems, and we have certainly seen the undermining of trust. We know that by all trust
barometers, by all tests of trust, Australia is declining. Our communities just do not trust the structures
and the institutions that are here to ensure a safe community—a safe, strong community that protects
their human rights.
When corruption affects our police force and then they fail to act in the public interest, that is where
we are facilitating human rights abuses and, obviously, opening the door to organised crime. Our
police have very distinct powers over us and over the community, and quite rightly. They can arrest,
they can detain, they can search and they can use force against individuals. They are powers that cannot
afford to be abused. I grew up with Kenny Koala; I grew up in an age when if something went wrong
you went and asked a policeman. You went and spoke to a policeman. Just for the chamber’s
information, Kenny Koala was a police officer in the form of a puppet who used to come to our school
with an actual police officer and was there to, I guess, inform children and ensure that we had faith
and trust in our police force.
I think that sadly, while Victoria Police does a brilliant job of serving our community, in protecting
us, that trust is not as strong as it should be. This means that when police officers do the wrong thing
they are held to account, and I think that is one of the reasons why our trust in our police forces has
declined—because we no longer have that faith that when someone does the wrong thing they will be
brought to task on it.
On a world scale we still are doing okay. We are considered the 12th least corrupt country. I am not
sure being in the top 12 is anything to congratulate ourselves about, but we are slipping, and as the
motion mentions we are slipping further and we have slipped significantly over the last eight years.
From a policing perspective specifically there are real cracks, and they are cracks that we have not
been able to say ‘nothing to see here’ about and wallpaper over. It is impossible to do that, and certainly
this motion raises that.
When nearly 10 per cent of Victorian police think that there is corruption in Victoria Police, we have
a problem. And they are prepared to say it in a survey. That is startling, and that is incredibly
concerning. Then obviously when you combine that with the Lawyer X royal commission and with
every day the front pages rolling out the corruption, the lies that are coming out of our Victorian police
force, no wonder our society and our community are losing faith in their police officer. They are losing
faith that the police officer will act appropriately, will act honestly and is honestly there to help. I know
that they are there to help, but with these horror stories of brutality, police fudging breath tests and the
misuse of the LEAP police database, it is clear that the current integrity structures within the police
have failed us and have failed them. So I support this motion because I do think that we need to make
urgent change, and as Mr Quilty mentioned in his contribution there are templates for this. There is
Northern Ireland, there are Canadian models and in fact there are models that have been recommended
here.
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In the last term of government the IBAC Committee inquired into the external oversight of police
corruption and misconduct in Victoria. That was just in 2018. Now, this was a bipartisan report, and
it made 69 significant recommendations to improve the transparency, impartiality, effectiveness and
efficiency of the system. They determined that serious police misconduct could not be left to the police
to investigate and that probes should instead be conducted by Victoria’s corruption watchdog—that
is, the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, IBAC. In fact recommendation 2 of
that report states:
That IBAC should formally establish a dedicated Police Corruption and Misconduct Division to increase
public confidence in Victoria’s system for the handling of complaints about police corruption and other
misconduct, improve its capacity to conduct effective investigations, enhance its independence, develop its
expertise and improve its overall performance. This division should consolidate IBAC’s legislated functions
that relate to complaints and disclosures about police corruption and other misconduct in Victoria.

Unfortunately that report was tabled in September 2018, so the government never had the opportunity
to respond to it before entering into caretaker mode. I raised this recommendation last year with the
Special Minister of State in this house, and the response from the minister was that the government is
currently considering recommendations directed to it in the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission. That was in May 2019. So a year on we are still speaking about it. IBAC investigates
about 2 per cent of the allegations that it determines warrant investigation. They refer the remainder
back to the police. The police—that is, the professional standards command, investigates about 10 per
cent of those complaints. The rest are just sent back to the station—‘You deal with it’.
I do not know if other people are aware, but a couple of years ago there was a police shooting at the
Inflation nightclub in King Street. There is a man who now will spend the rest of his life with a
colostomy bag. There is a woman who now has a third of her thigh because of that shooting. A police
shooting of two innocent people in a nightclub—guess what?—has never been investigated. The
police have not done their own internal investigation on a police shooting of two people, for which
they have had to pay millions of dollars of compensation because of that. But they have not
investigated that.
The reality is that if police complaints are investigated at all, they are investigated by the police
themselves. That is not suitable. That is an impossible situation that gives the community no
confidence. I note Mr Grimley had great confidence, but I can tell you the Reason Party does not have
confidence in police investigating police. In fact I believe that, going from the motion, the police do
not have confidence in the police investigating themselves. Certainly when I have spoken to police
officers off the record they would say exactly the same thing. They fear making a report about
corruption because they fear that it will go back to the person that they made the report about, because
there is no-one independent for them to speak to. It is an inherent conflict of interest. It is mates looking
after mates, and it is not good enough. It is certainly not good enough in the year 2020. Justice not
only needs to be done, but it needs to be seen to be done. We need institutional change to achieve that.
I thoroughly support this motion. I implore the government to implement the recommendations of the
2018 IBAC Committee inquiry. I think the minister was actually on that inquiry—the other minister.
I commend the motion.
In finishing up, I also just hope that we are not raising this issue again in 2021. We raised it in 2018
and recommendations were made. In 2019 the government said it was onto it. In 2020 nothing has
happened. Let us hope that something happens this year.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14:43): Thank you for everyone’s contributions so far.
Thanks, Mr Finn. I agree with one thing in your speech, Mr Finn. I agree with the sentiment and where
you were going, but the line I really liked was ‘Where people cannot see, that is where you find
corruption’. I just feel—
Ms Patten: It sounds nicer when you say it.
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Mr HAYES: We have a dreadful loss of confidence in government and in democracy these days.
I know my colleague Ms Shing previously said it is no different to how it was in the old days, sort of
thing, it has always been like that. But these days it seems even worse, that people really do not trust
the government to be able to do the things that need to be done and increasingly they have less trust in
the large political parties because it seems that they are the ones, especially when they are in
government, that resist things like IBAC or try to cut back their powers. I welcome the expanding of
the mandate to IBAC for this very reason: to be able to open the doors on corrupt practices and examine
things.
Just along those lines of being able to see into large organisations, think of how the federal government
resisted the inquiry into the banks for so long and the banks said, ‘We can manage it. We’ll hold our
own internal inquiries’, until there was a royal commission, which blew the lid off it. Up until then
they had managing directors and then the CEOs of banks coming along and saying, ‘Nothing to see
here’, and when dreadful revelations were made, ‘We’re taking care of it ourselves’. That will not do.
Internal audits of the police force are no good, and internal audits of government are really not good
enough. We really need an external eye on this.
I do not have a great deal of knowledge about the police force and the shenanigans there—there is also
obviously the need for a clean-out and a look at all the practices that are going on inside the police
force and other areas of the public sector—but I do know about what has been going on in local
government, and I notice that the major parties here resisted a ban on developer donations and also
resisted Dr Ratnam’s motion on including the gambling industry in that ban. It seems like special
interests are being looked after.
In the area I work in I have lots of people coming in and complaining that they do not get heard about
planning disputes properly; they do not get their side of the story told. They are resisted at the council
level. They are resisted in VCAT. The minister will not hear groups of residents. But we hear that
developer lobbies, such as the property council, get to see the minister regularly. Mr Woodman and
his cohort get in and out of all sorts of ministers’ offices and up to the highest level, and we find that
they contribute to their campaigns. And there is no cap on donations to councillors; even council
officers are now under suspicion and are being named by IBAC. So I really think we have got a lot of
work to do in this area.
People need to see justice being done. They need to get the confidence back in democratic government.
And if democratic governments cannot give them the oversight and the protection from the powerful
interests, that is where things are going down the drain. Too often governments and large parties are
being seen to be friends with the big end of town and not looking after the little people, and money
and the improper use of money have a great deal to do with that. So, yes, I support the motion.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:47): I rise to make a contribution in regard to
motion 292 on the notice paper in Mr Quilty’s name, and I note that the motion refers to a range of
indicators in regard to perceptions of corruption. Of course, I will not embark on a broad and
wideranging exploration of a whole host of topics that are unrelated to the motion and talk about ‘red
shorts’ and all those sorts of things, but I will stick to the motion—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Because ‘red shorts’ actually does not exist, Mr Finn. It is not a thing. What I
will talk about is the content of the motion, and I note, as Mr Quilty has outlined, the foreword or the
preceding remarks of what he is actually calling on the government to do are contained in the second
part of the motion, which is:
(a) expand the mandate of IBAC and increase its funding to allow for investigation of more allegations of
public sector and council misconduct; and
(b) implement the recommendations from the 2018 parliamentary inquiry into external oversight of police
corruption and misconduct in Victoria.
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I might just focus on the second part of that motion first if I can. I was fortunate enough to hear
Ms Patten’s contribution and also others in the chamber talking about police corruption. The thing
about corruption is it is an ongoing journey. It is very difficult to stamp it out, and if you look at the
history of the police force, not only in this state but in other states and jurisdictions, there have been
ranges of measures that have been introduced from time to time to look at resolving either conflicts of
interest or perceived conflicts of interest ranging from small issues right up to major corruption. I can
recall that many years ago there was a time when the police did not even have their own internal affairs
or internal investigation unit. That was something that was implemented many years ago. I think it
was commented earlier; Ms Shing mentioned that things were worse in the old days.
That is what I am saying. There is some kind of perception that the work of stamping out corruption
can one day be achieved, but it seems that it will never be done, because people will change and adapt
their behaviours to try and achieve things if they are truly corrupt.
If you look at the history of the child sexual abuse inquiry in Victoria and the federal government
needing to institute the royal commission into clergy sexual abuse, you can see that there were
elements of the police force that were investigating that and failing to deal with complaints when they
were made to them by people who had concerns about clergy members and their dealings with
children. That has a long history that goes right back in the police force, and we have seen that
sometimes those things have taken many, many, many years to uncover. It is important that we do
have these external bodies that can investigate allegations of police corruption, but it is also important
to have internal and external processes.
I note the earlier contribution claiming that perhaps only 2 per cent of allegations are investigated by
IBAC and 10 per cent are investigated because they are referred back to the police. The point that I
am attempting to make is that sometimes the allegations that are made are actually found not to be
corruption and may not meet the threshold that requires investigation. I am not for a moment
dismissing what Ms Patten has said about the police themselves reporting concerns about corruption,
and again it would be good to actually look at some kind of data that talks about the sorts of allegations
that are made and dismissed and perhaps not investigated because they did not in fact meet the
threshold required for allegations of corruption. But that does not mean to say that there is not some
level of concern that might be found about how particular officers have been acting or decisions that
have been made in the course of them carrying out their duties, so it is important that we have these
oversight bodies.
Just by way of example, IBAC currently has funding of more than $40 million, so it is funded to an
extent that allows it to do the work it is charged to do. But the government also passed the Integrity
and Accountability Legislation Amendment (A Stronger System) Act 2016, and that lowered IBAC’s
corrupt conduct investigation threshold, so there have been measures that have been made to improve
the ability for IBAC to investigate and remove the requirement that IBAC had to have prima facie
evidence of a criminal offence before it could start an investigation. That has been pretty important in
a range of areas that we have seen. Investigations have needed to occur—you can actually think of the
police force as part of the public sector in any event—not only into the police but into the public sector.
The act also allowed IBAC to investigate the common-law offence of misconduct in public office, and
we saw some of those things emerge with some of the inquiries that were run around the Department
of Education and Training inquiry. It also provided IBAC with preliminary inquiry powers and the
ability to investigate people who adversely affect the effective performance of the public sector for
benefit and introduced a mandatory notification regime to ensure the public sector agencies report
corrupt conduct to IBAC, so a range of strengthening measures were introduced.
If we look to what sits to the side of that in terms of the first part of the motion, which is about
allegations of public sector corruption—council conduct I will deal with last—there is also an
organisation within the public sector that members of the public can report public servants to if they
have concerns about corruption. That agency is independent and can investigate public servants as
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well. It more or less relates to any potential breaches of code of conduct and corruption. So there are
a range of avenues for concerns around actions of public servants to be referred.
Then we get to council conduct, which of course is likely to be the most common thing that is on
people’s minds at the moment, and particularly if we look at Casey council. There is a live
investigation in regard to Casey council. That can relate to officers of council who are dealing with
developers, for example—one council comes to mind. Again, these are not new issues; these are issues
that have been talked about for a long period of time.
I know some councils and other public sector organisations even try and look into rotating council
staff so they do not develop relationships with who they are dealing with—because if you are
somebody that is approving development applications, you are dealing with developers on a regular
basis. That is a really good strategy to try and ensure that relationships do not develop where perhaps
even unwittingly particular checks and balances are not explored to their fullest extent. On the face of
it it sounds like nothing is being done, but if you look over the history of some of these allegations and
the way different agencies have dealt with them—certainly IBAC and others—there are other
processes being put in place to try and reach a very, very high standard of integrity—
Ms Stitt interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: I am going to get cut off again, aren’t I? It happens all the time. I see the whip
come up.
Ms Stitt: There are three more speakers.
Ms TERPSTRA: I know, but I have got 6 minutes on the clock. That is plenty. I always get cut
off. I will continue my contribution. The more everyone talks, the longer I am being delayed.
In any event, as I said, councillors and council officers are the ones that seem to be coming under the
most scrutiny within the spotlight, and I have previously talked about police. So again, the motion
seems to be based on a range of indicators. Yes, it is very important that public perception and trust
and confidence in government is absolute, but also what we see in publications like the Herald Sun
and others—that sensationalised reporting—also adds to fear and concern and drives fear within the
community around perception. Some of these perceptions are accurate, some of them are not, and what
we really need to deal with are facts and figures. So I am pleased to see that part of Mr Quilty’s motion
does actually refer to concrete evidence rather than Herald Sun hysteria, which does not help
anybody—it does not help anybody in government and it does not help anybody in opposition or on
the crossbench either to deal with that.
I acknowledge Mr Quilty’s motion. The government does take complaints of police misconduct very
seriously and expects the highest standards from our police officers. Any behaviour that falls short of
these standards must be properly investigated. That is pretty clear. The government is carefully
considering the IBAC Committee’s 69 recommendations and is also considering associated
developments in this area, including in relation to the Royal Commission into the Management of
Police Informants, from which the government awaits its recommendation. I will leave my
contribution there.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:57): The Greens will be supporting Mr Quilty’s
motion today. The Greens have always championed greater integrity and accountability in our elected
bodies and our governments because we know that our elected representatives are public bodies and
our public servants should always be acting in the public good, not for self-interest or profit. We have
frequently used our voices in this place to call for reforms that protect our democracy from corruption
and misconduct, such as donations reform, an independent parliamentary standards commissioner and
stronger powers for IBAC.
Strengthening IBAC’s remit and functions has long been Greens policy. I and my colleagues past and
present have frequently spoken about how Victoria’s anti-corruption and integrity bodies are not as
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strong as they could be, especially compared to similar bodies in the rest of Australia. We have recently
seen a perfect example of how important having a strong, independent anti-corruption body is. In the
revelations coming out of IBAC’s inquiry into Casey council we witnessed what happens when
property developers are allowed to buy influence over urban planning and land rezoning decisions and
manipulate our local planning system to favour profit over people. Of course the conduct that was the
subject of this investigation was the result of the systemic failure in our integrity system, the lack of
rules to limit the influence of money in our systems of government and the unaddressed loopholes that
developers continue to exploit. But until we clean up our system we also need to protect IBAC’s
independence and scrutiny powers and ensure that we have a body that is able to investigate such
allegations.
The wording of this motion refers to the IBAC Committee’s inquiry into the external oversight of
police corruption and misconduct in Victoria. This report was tabled in September 2018, and as you
well know, the government is supposed to respond to an inquiry report within six months of that report
being tabled. But the government has still not responded, let alone made any headway on
implementing the recommendations that report made.
The committee made a number of important recommendations about how to improve the transparency,
impartiality and effectiveness of the current police complaints and oversight system. In particular
recommendation 27 stated:
That the Victorian Government seek the amendment of s 73 of the IBAC Act 2011 (Vic) to prohibit, unless
there are exceptional circumstances, IBAC referring to Victoria Police for investigation any complaint or
disclosure about ‘serious police misconduct’ … Further, IBAC must maintain rigorous oversight of any such
referral of a complaint or disclosure back to police.

Along with many in the community, the Greens are also critical that the police still maintain the ability
to investigate police. While police misconduct can be referred to IBAC, far too many police
misconduct matters that are given to IBAC are referred back to the police, meaning that Victoria Police
are effectively investigating themselves. This has to stop. We have long called for the creation of an
independent body to investigate death, injury and human rights complaints as a result of police contact.
We took a plan like this to the 2018 election, calling for a separate police corruption and misconduct
division within IBAC that would handle all police misconduct matters to ensure the police cannot
investigate themselves.
The IBAC Committee’s report made 68 other recommendations about improving the transparency,
impartiality, effectiveness and efficiency of the system, all of which remain outstanding. So the Greens
also call on the government to implement all recommendations of this inquiry and particularly limit
the ability of the police to investigate their own misconduct.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (15:01): I think this is the first time I have stood up
in this place and asked to spend more taxpayer resources on something, so that is how important this
is. Corruption is a stain on our liberal democracy, and the Liberal Democrats believe in free markets.
We believe in people and in the ability of people, either individually or in groups, to create innovative
solutions to the challenges of our modern era. But corruption undermines this ability. It creates favours
for mates where who you know becomes more important than what value you can provide to others.
There are two very large sources of corruption, and we have spoken about both of these today. I
appreciate Mr Hayes’s and Dr Ratnam’s contributions, talking about donations, although I disagree
with them on one thing: I see donations as a symptom of the problem rather than the problem itself. I
see that the first major source of corruption is the planning system itself.
But I am not going to talk about that today. What I would like to talk about is the other source of major
corruption in this state, and that is drug prohibition. In 1908 the Commonwealth Comptroller-General
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of Customs wrote to the federal government on the failure of opium prohibition which happened in
1906, and I quote:
… owing to total prohibition, the price of opium has risen enormously … the Commonwealth gladly gave up
about £60,000 revenue with a view to a suppression of the evil, but the result has not been what has been
hoped for. What now appears to be the effect of total prohibition is that, while we have lost the duty, the
opium is still imported pretty freely.

So it has been over 100 years since we have had clear evidence of the failure of prohibition in Australia.
In 2007 the Office of Police Integrity report Past Patterns—Future Directions stated:
Only unceasing watchfulness can counter and minimise corruption and serious misconduct by members of a
police force. Corruption can never be wholly or permanently eradicated, but the aim should be to watch
constantly for its appearance, build resilience and move swiftly towards neutralising its impact.
The very nature of the job exposes a police officer to the temptations of corruption. Some have been prepared
to cross the line of legality to gratify some private desire, greed or vice. The enormous patronage of
SP bookmakers and the readiness with which liquor regulations have been flouted are two examples in
Victoria’s history where police have been expected to enforce laws which many citizens have regarded as
petty infringements of their liberties. There has also always been a close connection between illegal
prostitution and police corruption. This kind of pattern arises because although governments can readily make
something unlawful, they can’t make it unpopular.

There should be a lesson here for members when they consider nanny state laws that overpolice minor
infractions or what might be considered deviant behaviour such as drugs or sex work. We did not
really get off to a good start in the colony of Port Phillip. The first three police officers that arrived in
1836 had already been sacked in Sydney for public drunkenness. Within about six months all three
were sacked again. By 1854 a separate prison was built in Richmond for the sole purpose of holding
police who broke the law.
The idea that we require civilian oversight of police should not be a controversial one. We may have
improved standards, training and oversight in recent times, but complacency is never an appropriate
response.
As my colleague Tim Quilty highlighted, the former chemical diversion desk in the Victoria Police
drug squad was a major supplier of illicit drugs during the violent gangland war period. In 2007 Sanho
Tree, the director of the drug policy project at the Institute for Policy Studies stated, and I quote:
Politicians cannot hope to win a war on drugs when their policies ensure that only the most efficient trafficking
networks survive. Not only do they survive, but they thrive because law enforcement has destroyed the
competition for them by picking off the unfit traffickers and letting the most evolved ones take over the
lucrative trafficking space. The destruction of the Medellin and Cali cartels, for instance, only created a
vacuum for hundreds of smaller (and more efficient) operations. Now the police cannot even count the
number of smaller cartels that have taken over—much less try to infiltrate and disrupt them.

While bold drug law reform measures would interrupt criminal markets, removing the staggering
profits in organised crime and the ever-persistent temptation of corruption, we can begin by
implementing the recommendations of the 2018 inquiry into IBAC. This work has been done. Why
we are waiting for the implementation of those recommendations is a mystery.
I would like to address one thing that was brought up by Ms Shing earlier. She stated that the
government takes seriously any allegation of police misconduct, but it is hard to take that claim
seriously when this detailed and significant report is left sitting on the shelf. I cannot imagine why any
member would vote against ensuring that there is more appropriate civilian oversight of police
misconduct. I commend this motion to the house.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:06): In speaking to Mr Quilty’s motion, and
especially speaking to the need to expand IBAC’s mandate and increase funding to allow for more
investigations and allow them to actually do what they need to do around council misconduct, I bring
to the house’s attention the monitor’s report about Whittlesea. From reading the monitor’s report, it
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actually states within the monitor’s report that there are currently over 20 active investigations and the
majority of these still have not been resolved or concluded. Here we are reading a monitor’s report
that actually talks about how $500 000 has been spent on legal matters relating to the councillors, how
they have just been working amongst themselves and how dysfunctional and poisonous their
relationship has been for the good governance of Whittlesea council.
Reading the monitor’s report, it talks about factional infighting. On face value it would seem that it all
comes about from councillors fighting amongst themselves due to being part of a party—the Labor
Party—and either being part of the left or the right. So, respectfully, they have been fighting and
spending ratepayers money on investigating and legally challenging each other. If this was money
from their own pockets to be spent on private legal issues, do you think that this would have actually
been allowed to go ahead? Do you think that they would have been able to spend ratepayers money
investigating or challenging each other on their behaviour just due to Labor Party infighting?
Here we are: we have got a report coming tomorrow to actually sack a council, and it is all about,
really, the Labor Party not actually addressing the problems amongst themselves in the way of not
endorsing candidates that are not worthy of running for council and actually cleaning their own
cupboards out. But here they are, spending ratepayers money on investigations into their own internal
political infighting—the left and the right fighting amongst themselves and not liking each other and
therefore spending ratepayers money on that. You would think that as a major party they would
actually be able to clean up and remove those people from that area and get their own party members
not to run again, but no—we are proposing to actually sack a council due to a report. You would
believe they could have dealt with it amongst themselves.
Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:10): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 294, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:10): I am pleased to move:
That this house:
(1) opposes any decision by the Andrews Labor government or its agencies to dump toxic soil from the
West Gate Tunnel Project at the Maddingley Brown Coal mine, Bacchus Marsh, in the Shire of
Moorabool;
(2) notes that proper community consultation and a full environmental assessment have not been undertaken
by the West Gate Tunnel Authority, Transurban or other entities associated with the project; and
(3) further notes that the site of the proposed dump site, near Bacchus Marsh Grammar School and the town
centre, makes it inappropriate to foist the transport and dumping of the contaminated soil on the Bacchus
Marsh community.

I know that this is an issue very close to the heart of so many people in Bacchus Marsh and that area.
There have been large public meetings as people have tried to get the message through to the
government. This all comes around as the community, I think, are increasingly beginning to
understand, because the state government, in its haste to sign off its special cosy deal with Transurban
for the West Gate Tunnel and the tolling revenue that would assist Transurban, had cut corners. They
had not done the work; they had not done the background work to actually understand the soil that
was involved and indeed to find a location for that soil.
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Now, the fact is the soil is toxic; the fact is the soil has got PFAS contaminants and likely other
contaminants too. It is very likely that in fact that soil will need high-level containment. Again, the
government has not been honest with the community; the Environment Protection Authority Victoria
has not been honest with the community. I can indicate to the house that I am in a pitched battle with
the EPA to get a series of their internal working documents around PFAS—their internal working
documents that assess the situation around the world, their internal working documents that seek to
lay out the proper way forward according to the EPA and the studies that are behind those positions—
and that the EPA has refused to release many of these documents. This will end in VCAT; it will end
in court quite soon, and we want to ensure that all of these documents are in the public domain.
I should say that at the large public meeting, where there were more than 1500 people, in recent days—
Mrs McArthur was very prominent there—there was no presence from Labor MPs in the upper house;
there was no presence from Labor MPs such as the member for Melton or indeed Michaela Settle from
the Ballarat seat that comes to the edge of Bacchus Marsh. It was the same in Werribee—they were
not at the public meetings. They will not front up when it is difficult going. They will not be honest
and open with the community. They will not go and hear the community’s concerns. I am pleased that
Mrs McArthur was there, because I think it was important to ensure that there was MP representation
there, and no doubt when she speaks in a moment she will explain the views of the community very
directly.
For a series of reasons this is completely unacceptable. It is very close to the town; it is very close to
schools. The question in the lower house by Cindy McLeish asking the Minister for Education about
Bacchus Marsh Grammar and the proximity of the proposed toxic dump to Bacchus Marsh Grammar
provided no satisfactory answers. It was not a satisfactory answer, and I think the school community
has that view. It is also the case that it is important that people understand that this is near significant
agricultural land, and very significant amounts of Australia’s and indeed Victoria’s vegetable growth
is in that pocket around Bacchus Marsh. The risk of contamination is considerable and has at a
minimum not been properly assessed at this point. The old Maddingley coalmine is a low point. They
pump water up on the site, keeping the water level low so that it only rarely will spill out of the site.
But let me just say it will from time to time spill out of that site and down onto the neighbouring lands,
and that would be completely unacceptable with the level of toxicity that is proposed.
I say that what has occurred here is that the government in its haste with the West Gate Tunnel has not
found a proper outcome for that toxic soil. Now, this will be a complex process, and I am quite open
with the community that this is not a straightforward process. That is all the more reason why the
government should have thought about this, found a solution before signing a multibillion-dollar
contract and actually had the outcome sorted at that point. It is important, I think, to understand that
this is something that will have to be contained. There will have to be a proper high-level containment
facility that will actually find a solution to ensure that this material does not spill out into community
or neighbouring zones where it could be dangerous.
The environment effects statement for the West Gate Tunnel did make the point very clearly that there
was likely to be contaminated soil, and who would be surprised at that? It is an obvious point that in
areas of Melbourne’s industrial west, where you dig deep in the soil you are likely to encounter the
results of previous industrial activity. This should not come as a ‘hold the front page’ type of moment
for the community. The community would understand that, but for some reason the government did
not understand that.
I also make the point here that there are many houses near—and the centre of town in Bacchus Marsh
is very near—the proposed site. There are issues with truck movements, and the government has not
done the proper background work with truck movements.
I want to put on record my thanks to the Shire of Moorabool, who have briefed me on this matter. It
was very worthwhile briefing. Their staff have done enormous work to work through the issues that
are associated with this site.
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The question I asked in the adjournment last night was: will the government provide the documents
that the Shire of Moorabool has sought? And there is a tranche of them. There is list of them up on the
website. If you go to the Shire of Moorabool, you will see that they have put up news releases and
statements and letters that have been sent to government seeking many of these documents. The
government will not provide those documents. Indeed the Minister for Transport Infrastructure has
visited the Shire of Moorabool and been asked directly for those documents, and she has not provided
those documents to the Shire of Moorabool or indeed to the community in Bacchus Marsh. I think
they are entitled to those documents, I think that those documents are a baseline for decision-making
on these matters and I think that the community would expect that a government would not act in a
secretive way with its special mates at Transurban.
I make the point that at all of these public meetings in the area Transurban are present everywhere.
They are all over this like a rash, and they are working to support the coalmine people in their
applications. They are working to massage community groups. They are working to put pressure on
the council. They are working to massage those in the community who would speak up. So there is
genuine pressure being applied to the local community via Transurban and via some of the lackeys
around the government and the department.
So we need to be very clear on what is happening here: the government is desperate to find a location
for this toxic soil. They first thought they would put it at Wyndham Vale on the site near the houses
and near the Werribee River that is to be used for a stabling yard. Now, when the going has got heavy
there and the community has made its views very clear, they have settled on this other site, and now
the pressure is building to foist this—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Well, I understand some has been dumped at Ravenhall and at Bulla, and it might be
very worthwhile if the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change would come clean with
the community about the volume that has been dumped at those two sites and what the nature of that
material exactly is, because nobody knows. Again, all of this is being done secretively, it is being done
in the dark and it is being done with a very, very poor process. So I say the process is wrong here. The
location is wrong. All of the environmental warning signs should be going off, and they are in the
Bacchus Marsh community.
The community is determined not to see this toxic soil pushed upon them as a convenience for Labor.
For too long the western suburbs have been treated very poorly by Labor. They have been taken for
granted. It is time in this chamber that a number of the Labor members actually stood up for their
community. It would be an opportunity for those Labor members to actually stand up and respect their
community and fight on behalf of their community. It is important that those Labor members
understand that their job is to protect the community. It is not to act as the spokesmen for the Premier
or the Treasurer or the environment minister in their local communities.
I must say I read some of the local press coverage from Steve McGhie, the member for Melton, and
the member for Buninyong, Michaela Settle, who did not attend the rally and have not done what is
required. Now Ms Settle has tabled a petition, but let us see what happens with that petition. Let us
see whether she is prepared to speak out herself and whether Mr McGhie is prepared to speak out
himself against these toxic materials being put into their local community.
The Moorabool News was very clear—local Labor MPs ‘missing in action’—and that I think is a fair
description. We will hear in this chamber whether those Labor MPs have the guts, the intestinal
fortitude, to actually stand up for their local communities rather than going quiet and toadying to the
cabinet. It is time that they actually fought for their local communities. This will be a test for them.
I say this is not the right place. The process has not been right. The community have not seen the
material that would allow any reasonable person to make assessments about this material. The issues
of the carriage of material in and out of this site have not been dealt with. The council is very concerned
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about the traffic movements and the potential impact on the whole community of the enormous
number of trucks that are likely to be involved.
Bacchus Marsh is a tight community. There are more people moving there, particularly on the western
side of the river. More and more people are moving there, but it is still a very tight community. Many
have lived there for generations, and they deserve to have a say in what is going on here. My concern
is that the government is going to roll over the top of them. I think that is wrong, and that is why this
motion is here. I know Mrs McArthur will have more to say, but that is my point. Please support this
motion. It is an opportunity to send a very clear signal to the environment minister, to the transport
infrastructure minister and to the Premier. They should listen to the local community.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:23): It has been quite interesting sitting here listening
to Mr Davis trying to show interest in the western suburbs, trying to portray himself as an advocate,
as someone who actually cares about the western suburbs. It has become a cliché when members on
the other side just talk like that. I recall Mr Davis was the Leader of the House when they were in
government for four years. How much work and how many projects or anything did he deliver for the
western suburbs? Let me tell you what he did: zero. I will come back to that later on.
He mentioned the Ravenhall tip. Who actually commissioned that? His previous fearless leader, Jeff
Kennett, in 1998. The biggest tip in the west was actually commissioned by the Liberal government—
taking your rubbish. I will tell you this: maybe you should keep your rubbish in your electorate, in
Southern Metro. Maybe we should locate all the rubbish trucks coming from your electorate and let it
be dumped in your backyard. It is so convenient.
The Liberal and National parties never liked the West Gate Tunnel Project—simple. From day one
they opposed it, and they opposed it, and they opposed it.
Mr Davis: Nor did you. You opposed it actually.
Mr MELHEM: No, I did not oppose it. I am very supportive of it.
Mr Davis: You actually had a different proposal. You supported an east–west link.
Mr MELHEM: I support it. And I tell you what, thank God the east–west link is gone. Now we
have got the west link that has started. I am a westie. I love the West Gate project because actually it
is a good thing for my electorate. In fact driving here this morning—
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Actually, you have just reminded me I have got to talk to the minister about this,
because the signs were a bit confusing. As the project is really progressing, and progressing really
well, as you are coming off the M80 we have now got six lanes coming from the M80 towards the
city, because they are doing some work on the middle lane. People of the west and Geelong will get
the flavour now. If you are coming from Geelong on the M80, when the project is finished you will
have six lanes each way but then three dedicated lanes to the right and three to the left, and it will be
blocked in the middle to help access going through the tunnel. So that will give us, I suppose, a bit of
a training run to get used to how the new project—well, not the new project, the finished road—is
going to look in two years time. I got a taste of that this morning.
Mr Davis talked about the decision already having been made. Mr Davis talked about how the stuff
was going to be dumped in Wyndham and now because of the pressure that has been abandoned. The
truth does not really matter with this mob. Why don’t you for once stick to the truth instead of doing
all this fearmongering—basically stick to reality? It is true to say that there is contaminated soil coming
out of this project. That was no surprise. That was not a shock. Everybody knew about it. John Holland
knew about it. CPB knew about it. They are the construction companies building the project. When
they tendered for the project, Transurban knew about it, the Environment Protection Authority
Victoria (EPA) knew about it—everybody knew about it. That is why we have had the environmental
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impact studies done. They go and dig all these holes and do this geotech testing and all that stuff before
they bid on a project like that, and it was clearly highlighted that more than likely there would be
contaminated soil and PFAS could be part of it; therefore it was no surprise to anyone. John Holland
and CPB, the constructors, bid on the project knowing full well that they would be facing that issue
and that as part of their construction program they would need to find a site to basically treat the soil
and place it somewhere after it had been treated and dealt with. I will come back to that and the process
involved in doing that later.
It is also important to note the responsibility of delivering the project is with Transurban. Transurban
have full responsibility and carriage of delivering the project as per the contract between them and the
state government. In return there is a price paid for them delivering on the contract. At no stage is it
the responsibility of the state, including if there are going to be any variations in the day-to-day activity.
It is a matter for Transurban, John Holland, CPB and the consortium. Where the state government
comes in is through the EPA. We have got rules and regulations and we have got legislation to protect
the safety and wellbeing of the workers on this project and the general population and Victoria in
general. That is where the state responsibility lies, and rightly so. Every single member of the house,
every Victorian, is entitled to make sure that the state government, through the EPA, is doing its job—
and through WorkSafe—to make sure that wherever that soil is going to finish up it is going to be
handled safely.
And there is quite a lengthy process. We do not want to put any of our workers in harm’s way and
compromise their health and safety when they are digging the stuff out. That is number one. That is
the number one responsibility: we need to make sure, for workers on the West Gate Tunnel Project,
that their safety is number one, that it is done properly and that all the proper precautions are put in
place to make sure it is done correctly. Now, if for whatever reason the soil cannot be dug out safely,
well, probably we should leave it there. No-one should put any worker at risk. Let me tell you that in
all the advice so far, all the analysis—and I would listen to the experts any day; I will not be lectured
by the Liberal Party and Mr Davis and Mr Finn and co—they are saying it is quite safe. It all can be
done safely, and therefore we will operate on that basis. Make no mistake: if the EPA and health and
safety officials were saying it is not safe to do the job, well, the job should not be done and would not
be done. It is as simple as that. We cannot risk workers because the workplace is unsafe. So that is at
the top.
That product then will be transported from the Tulla to whatever location, and my understanding is
Maddingley Brown Coal mine in Bacchus Marsh is one of the companies, let us call them—because
they are all companies—or parties that have actually tendered for the work. Transurban went out to
the market and said, ‘Look, we’ve got somewhere around 1.5 million tonnes of lower grade toxic
waste or PFAS’—and I say ‘lower grade’ because that is the advice. It is a lower grade, lower risk
contamination. It is not trying to scare people and saying, ‘It’s toxic. People are going to die from it.
It’s so dangerous. It’s like the coronavirus’. Well, as far as I know it is not. As far as I know it is lower
grade, lower risk and will not put anyone at risk. If that was not the case, I would be standing here
opposing digging the tunnel. I would be talking to Ben Davis, the secretary of the AWU, and the
CFMEU and saying that that job should not go ahead—and I am sure they will do that anyway. If they
have got concerns about the health and safety and wellbeing of their members, then I am sure Ben
Davis and the AWU will stop their members, their tunnellers, digging the tunnel. They will not
hesitate. I have got full confidence in them that they will do that, so let us not go and create this hysteria
about it.
This is not the first time when have been building a road and we have been digging a tunnel that we
have come across toxic soil. In Keilor and the western suburbs, unfortunately, whether we like it or
not—and I have lived all my life, at least since I arrived in this country, in the western suburbs, and I
still do; as I said last time I was talking about this very subject, there is no other place I would rather
live in than the western suburbs—because it is a heavily industrial part of Victoria we had a lot of
industries, some of them dirty industries, which resulted in soil contamination. The Cairnlea
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development with the ammunition factory, for example, took years and years and years to dig up the
place and treat the soil. It was so contaminated. It took a very long time to actually make it safe, and
some people argue probably they did not get it to be 100 per cent safe. But that is just an example. The
list goes on and on and on. It was the same thing with the ring-road, and that was surface work; we are
not talking about digging. That is another point: depending on the depth of the tunnel as well, the
PFAS we are talking about might be found sort of 5 metres down or 10 metres down, but when you
go further and further there is less contaminated soil because it is deep into the ground.
A number of sites have expressed interest to basically receive the soil from the project. The
government expects that no proposal will be ticked off—because the government will still have to tick
it off. When I say ‘the government’, it is not the cabinet and not the minister; it is the EPA and
WorkSafe. That is when you make a reference to the government. It is not the Treasurer or Minister
Allan making the decision that the soil has to go to place A tomorrow or place B or place C; that is not
their job. That is not their brief. The decision will be made by Transurban, John Holland and CPB as
the builders and as the people who are in charge of building the project. The government—I will say
this again—will come in through the EPA and through WorkSafe. So it is purely going to be based on
health and safety grounds and managing that process. So the government, through its agencies, needs
to be satisfied that whatever location has been picked will tick all these boxes, and let me tell you, very
strict requirements have been put in place.
I have not heard anyone from the other side actually congratulating the government and the EPA,
because when you listen to Transurban—and I talk to constructors because I still have connections
back in the construction industry—their biggest problem, they say to me, is, ‘Well, the only reason
we’ve got this major problem is that the EPA made it very hard for us. They’ve changed the rules, and
they’ve made it a bit more stringent. How are we going to deal with this?’. So therefore now it has
become too difficult. Well, I say to the EPA and to Minister D’Ambrosio: good on you for putting in
place stringent rules and regulations to make sure we are not putting anyone in harm’s way and we are
not risking the health and safety of our workers and our population. The argument I have heard from
these people in the construction industry involved in the project is that we have been too tough, too
rough, on them because we are trying to provide additional safeguards and put them in place. Unless
Transurban and the construction companies are able to demonstrate that whatever proposal they put
in place is safe and regulators such as the EPA are satisfied with it, well, an approval will not be
given—full stop.
Now, talking about the PFAS and talking about the government’s action, let us not forget we are the
government who actually first took action to close down the Fiskville training centre. I think when
Mr Davis was in government they turned a blind eye and looked the other way. We actually did not.
We took action. When the experts told us there was a problem and it was putting people at risk, we
closed it down. We are not shy; we are not looking the other way when it comes to the health and
safety of workers and other people. So the process, as I said earlier, is a very, very rigid one for
Transurban.
Mr Davis said, ‘Well, I didn’t see any MPs going to these meetings’. Well, let me tell you, Mr Davis—
Mr Davis: Well, I did actually mention one. Mrs McArthur was there.
Mr MELHEM: I understand. Well, good on you, Mrs McArthur, for going to the meeting. But
this is not about politicians playing politics; it is about the consultation process that should be carried
out and has been carried out by experts.
Members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM: Well, I am not going to comment on what the council is saying or not saying; that
is a matter for the council. I am not going to respond to that. But there are meetings and discussions,
and those discussions are taking place between the councils and the local members—even the minister,
to my understanding, as well. So that is happening. But more importantly, meetings between the
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council, Maddingley Brown Coal, CPB, John Holland, Transurban and the West Gate Tunnel Project
have taken place. They met with all the council—the councillors, the CEOs, the executive officers.
There was a 2- to 3-hour community session—and I talked about 1500 people turning up—and a
community round table with the environmental groups, including Moorabool Environment Group,
Moorabool Landcare Network, Friends of Werribee River through Bacchus Marsh, Parwan Landcare
Group and the Werribee River Association/Werribee Riverkeeper.
There was also a community round table with local growers and markets gardeners, including Tripod
Farmers, Jeff Jones Plants and Produce, Pegasus Farm and Stockfeed and Don Watson Pty Ltd, and
also another community round table with neighbouring businesses and associations, including
Bacchus Marsh RSL, Westside Meats, Dellios Apples, Big River Instant Turf, The Fruits of Life,
Edenhills crematorium and Graeme Spargo Transport. Also there have been information stalls at the
Darley farmers market and at Harvest Festival. In addition to that the parties have met with Bacchus
Marsh Grammar school, Maddingley Brown Coal community consultative committee, the Country
Fire Authority, Grampians Central West Waste and Resource Recovery Group, Environment
Protection Authority Victoria, Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group, the Department of
Transport and Southern Rural Water—and no decision has been made. Maybe all of this will just be
academic at the end of the day. Maybe a different site will be picked—I get it. Whatever site is picked,
it has to meet the strictest regulations and health and safety guidelines, and then there is enforcement—
that is not negotiable.
I know I said in my contribution in the last sitting week on the same subject that no-one wants any
soil, any waste or any potential hazards in their backyard. It is simple; it is basic human nature. I would
probably be jumping up and down, saying, ‘I don’t want it at Ravenhall’, because it is closer to where
I live. Mr McGhie said publicly that he does not want it at Bacchus Marsh. I understand that. Mr Davis
would not want it in his suburb or next door; he would be jumping up and down. But at the end of the
day this project is needed. We need to build this project. We need to complete this project—there is
no question about that—because the disadvantages of not building the project are too great.
This project, when it is completed, will cut around 20 minutes off a trip to the city from the west, from
places like Point Cook, Tarneit, Geelong, Melton and Ballarat and all these areas in the western
suburbs and the western districts—from your electorate, Mrs McArthur, and my electorate. It will be
a huge improvement in travel time. And, God, it is needed; it is needed. It will take about 5000 cars a
day from the south of the city, relieving congestion on King Street and Spencer Street. It will take
9300 trucks per day off residential streets with 24/7 truck bans, giving local streets back to local
residents in the inner west. That is another thing we have been battling for for a number of years. We
want to continue our program to make sure we get to a situation where we do not have any more
trucks—and in particular dirty trucks—driving through the streets of Yarraville, Newport and
Williamstown, because as more and more people move in and become residential, they are basically
polluting the environment. People should not have to put up with it. This project will deliver a huge
improvement. It will eliminate trucks going through residential areas, and that has to be a plus,
improving the lives of people in the west.
This is the other thing the Andrews Labor government is doing and has done from 2014 to now. It will
be seven years in May that I have been a member of this house, five years of which I have been a
member of the government, and the enormous contribution and the things we have delivered for the
west are unbelievable. If we still had a Liberal coalition government, let me tell you, we would be
lucky if we had got 5 per cent of the stuff we have already got in the west: three hospitals; the West
Gate Tunnel Project, which is a $7 billion project; finally getting the M80 done properly to four lanes,
when money for it was cut by the former government in 2012; 15 level crossings, most of which have
been done and the rest of which are basically in the process of getting done; and a significant amount
of schools.
I can go over the list. It is a long list of what the Andrews Labor government have delivered for people
in the west. That is why everyone is lining up. That is why we have a population explosion in the west.

MOTIONS
1138

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 18 March 2020

The reason why we are having this explosion of population in the west is that we are doing things in
the west. Let me talk about the western roads upgrade. That is the first time in the history of this state
we have got a new program, a new model of suburban road upgrades to the tune of $2 billion, and
now that is going to be replicated in other electorates—in the north and the south-east. That road
network, all these roads—like Dohertys Road, Fitzgerald Road, Derrimut Road, Palmers Road—are
getting duplicated so people are able to go to work without getting stuck in traffic. All these things are
happening in the western suburbs.
There is Sunshine Hospital—$1.5 billion. Let me tell you, if Mr Davis was the health minister—he
was the health minister in the previous Liberal government—I know what would have happened to
Footscray Hospital: ‘Shut it down. It’s getting too old. We can’t spend that much money, so therefore
shut it down. These people of the inner west can be serviced by hospitals probably in the city or
Parkville area. There is no need to actually build a new hospital in Footscray’. I bet you your bottom
dollar that would have been the decision. But no, as a Labor government we have done the right thing
by the western suburbs, and that hospital will be built in Footscray. I have been lectured by Mr Davis
about the western suburbs—and it is a pity Mr Finn is not around, because I would have liked him to
be here to actually champion some of the stuff we are doing in the western suburbs, but he is not here.
Now, let me give a quick overview in the last 6 minutes I have in relation to how the work on the West
Gate Tunnel Project is progressing so far. We have done 12 million work hours on that job,
notwithstanding the Liberal and National coalition in the last Parliament at least. They have tried twice
to put a halt to that project by putting in a revocation motion, and they did not succeed, thankfully—
or they did succeed at one stage for about two days, but then we were able to get around that. The
temporary exit ramp on Williamstown Road to make room for the new ramp is already done. The
North Yarra main sewer: we are digging 600 metres of new sewer using a mini tunnel boring
machine—that is done. And we have completed the launch site for the two tunnel boring machines,
which will be the northern entry and exit to the tunnels—that is ready to go. The list goes on. I am not
going to go through it all; it is a long list.
The most important thing is this project has to be completed. I think the Liberals and Nationals need
to get on board and stop opposing this project. It has just become—I do not know—a psychological
issue, I suppose. They just cannot accept that it is happening. It is progressing really well, and they
will try anything to stop it. Thankfully they have not got the numbers anymore; they did have the
numbers in the last Parliament. Unfortunately my friend from the Greens buddied with them last time
about stopping the project, but thankfully they have not got the numbers now. But I bet you your
bottom dollar, if Mr Davis gets a sniff that he may have the numbers to put in a revocation motion to
actually stop the job, he will put that motion up in a heartbeat to try to stop it.
So it is psychological. It is basically saying, ‘This government is delivering too much. This government
is doing what it said it was going to do. This government is actually going like there is no tomorrow
and delivering on every single promise they made to the Victorian people, and we have to stop that’.
Because come 2022, what are we going to be arguing about? We are going to be able to say, and we
will say, ‘All these things we said we were going to do, we did them’. What are they going to do, the
stand-for-nothing party, the do-nothing party? So therefore if they throw a grenade here, a grenade
there, stop a project here, stop a project there, then they might sort of say, ‘We are making trouble for
the government, trying to stop the government’.
On the Big Build project, Mr Davis talked about the environment effects statement. The project team
and the EPA—the government through the Minister for Planning, Mr Wynne—carried out one of the
most comprehensive environment effects statements as part of the approval process. Let me tell you,
knowing Minister Wynne as a planning minister, it is probably one of the hardest portfolios you can
come across in relation to making sure everything checks out—that the highest standard is applied in
any planning scheme he needs to approve. Mr Davis neglected the fact that that is on the website. That
is there to be seen and accessed by everyone. It is not like someone has made an executive decision
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and said, ‘Let’s not worry about an environment effects statement. We’ll just approve the project. We
don’t care what the consequences are. We’ll just get that project done and let’s not worry about that’.
I will say it again: the only reason suddenly there is an issue between the construction companies, John
Holland and CPB, and Transurban, is that the EPA said, ‘You’ve got to treat that in the proper way,
and we’re going to make sure that you tick every box’. That is the only reason we are here. If that was
not the case, Wurundjeri Way or the mine site would have been picked or whatever and no-one would
have said a word. So I think the government should be congratulated on making sure that we are
applying the highest possible standard to make sure we keep our populations and our workers safe.
Finally, it is the responsibility of Transurban and CPB and John Holland to deliver the project in a safe
manner, on time and on budget. That is their job, and the Andrews Labor government will hold them
to that. Also the EPA and WorkSafe will ensure that the contaminated soil is managed, tested and
removed safely to an appropriate and authorised location. We do not have a particular preference for
the location, so long as that location meets the standard and we do not put people in harm’s way. With
these comments, for the second time, I oppose this motion—because it is similar to the previous
motion we had about a week ago.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (15:53): I rise to speak about the issue of dumping
contaminated soil and the overall approach the government has taken in determining proposed
dumping sites for contaminated soil as a result of the West Gate Tunnel Project. I have spoken to many
local councils in Western Victoria that feel a similarly poor sense of community consultation has been
undertaken by the government, which is now becoming increasingly desperate to dump some of this
contaminated soil. The Moorabool shire in particular has reached out to my office many, many times,
putting in writing their concerns about the dumping of contaminated soil from the West Gate project.
Some of you probably know already that I spent many, many years out in the Bacchus Marsh area—
I know the area very well—as a detective out there. There are plenty of nice, beautiful market gardens
that adorn the streets—down Fisken Street and also the Avenue of Honour. They are very concerned
that this soil will have an ongoing impact on their gardens and the population and also the animals in
and around the area.
In late January it was discovered that Maddingley Brown Coal in Bacchus Marsh was one of three
locations earmarked for the dumping of this soil contaminated with the industrial chemical known as
PFAS. When I was researching PFAS I had no idea what it was, so I did what all good people do and
googled it. I came across the health.gov.au website, and there is the Australian Health Protection
Principal Committee’s per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances, or PFAS, fact sheet—say that five times
really fast. It goes on to say:
… “PFASs”, are a group of manufactured chemicals that have been used since the 1950s in a range of
common household products …

More interestingly:
The best known examples are:
•

perfluorooctane sulfonate, also known as “PFOS”; and

•

perfluorooctanoic acid, also known as “PFOA”.

Reading a little bit further down on this fact sheet I found it quite alarming where it goes on to say:
The biggest environmental concern about PFOS and PFOA is that they do not break down in the environment
and can travel long distances in water and air currents. They have been shown to be widespread global
contaminants and many countries are now monitoring and restricting their use.
PFOS and PFOA have been shown to be toxic to some animals, and because they don’t break down they can
bioaccumulate and biomagnify in some wildlife, including fish. This means that fish and animals higher in
the food chain may accumulate high concentrations of PFOS and PFOA in their bodies.
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The toxicity, mobility, persistence and bioaccumulation potential of PFOS and PFOA pose potential concerns
for the environment and for human health.

So despite the obvious environmental concerns with the placement of the soil, including its close
proximity to the homes and the schools, in particular around Bacchus Marsh, they may further leak
and contaminate.
My main reason for speaking today is around the lack of consultation between the state government
and council, like I said before, and the community. A Moorabool council spokesperson confirmed that
senior council officers had an initial briefing with Maddingley Brown Coal and the West Gate Tunnel
Project representatives on 10 February. The council said following this that they have not received any
information or reports on the amenity, infrastructure, economic or environmental impacts from the
state government. I understand that the Andrews government is working with relevant departments,
such as the Environment Protection Authority Victoria, to determine the right site for the soil so this
project, the West Gate Tunnel, can be delivered without unnecessary delay, but I do not support this
if relevant stakeholders are not notified. This includes local councils and local residents.
The number of Bacchus Marsh and Melton residents who had gathered to speak about what this toxic
dumping would mean for them or simply what is even going on here was overwhelming. When
residents cannot get answers from council about this project, including the impact on traffic, the
economic concerns for locals or even how long the soil will continue to be dumped, this demonstrates
a lack of transparency. The Moorabool mayor, Cr David Edwards, recently said that if this goes ahead,
they just need to know that the soil will not contaminate, will not continue to contaminate and ruin
millions of dollars worth of market gardens in the future and that it will not impact the school. These
are some of the things that they need to know now but that they do not know. Regardless of which
electorate this contaminated soil is dumped in I would like to hope that the state government does not
place the contaminated soil in close proximity to houses, waterways or local community infrastructure,
especially schools. No project, regardless of how grand or important it might be, should be prioritised
over the health and wellbeing of Victorians, a notion further reinforced in a Facebook group I am in
named ‘Bacchus Marsh says NO to Toxic Waste’.
There is also the issue of having hundreds of trucks every day on these roads that are already falling
apart. Anybody that has travelled Bacchus Marsh Road in recent times knows that it is just full of
potholes. Yes, there are roadworks that are currently underway, and if you are going from Geelong to
Bacchus Marsh, probably allow an hour and a half for the trip. At least they are fixing parts of the
road, but many, many parts of the road still remain a complete and utter debacle and a shambles, and
it is quite dangerous.
Also there is the issue of how this soil is being dumped. Is it being dumped and then just left, or is it
being buried or is it being treated? There are just so many unknowns out there for the council and the
constituents that they are obviously quite concerned.
Finally I note that the Treasurer, Tim Pallas, says the government’s patience is wearing thin with toll
road giant Transurban over the delays in finding a site to dump tonnes and tonnes of contaminated soil
from the troubled West Gate Tunnel Project. There is much conjecture about whose responsibility the
contaminated soil is. Let me just say that my constituents do not care about the roles of different levels
of government or the agreements made between governments or companies and the joint venture. As
it stands they simply want the issue dealt with in a way that respects the public and keeps them safe.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (15:59): I rise to speak on this motion with some concern. I
would like to say at the outset that I note that my colleague Mr Melhem was extolling the virtues
through his contribution of the West Gate Tunnel Project, and I do not disagree with that. I thoroughly
supported the government when we were debating this, and I agree that anything that can alleviate the
traffic problems from the west is a great project. But that is not what this motion is about. This motion
is about the disposal of the contaminated soil from that project, and that is what I wish to speak to.
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Residents in all communities in this state would recognise that the issue of contaminated soil from the
West Gate Tunnel Project is serious and that the soil needs to be removed from site and dealt with
correctly. It is expected that this would mean storage at an appropriate facility under strict storage
conditions and even stricter mitigation and environmental controls. They would also expect if that
facility is located near them that this adherence to such protocols could be demonstrated and that they
and their local council would be included in all consultations and be made aware of the risks. This has
not occurred to the Moorabool Shire Council’s satisfaction and certainly not to the community’s.
The potential risk for contaminated soil was highlighted in the contaminated soil and spoil
management technical report prepared by Golder Associates as part of the environment effects
statement (EES) process in 2017. It was also acknowledged in this report that there are no landfills
that can accept category A prescribed industrial waste and that the management of PFAS
contamination will need to be in consultation with the Environment Protection Authority Victoria
(EPA). The potential offsite impacts due to the disposal of spoil were not acknowledged or considered
in the EES for the project. The containment and mitigation plan, at this point only verbally
communicated to council by Maddingly Brown Coal (MBC), is that the current onsite plan will be
followed. It is understood that this includes catching the leachate into existing leachate ponds. It was
then explained that this water would be used to spray down the existing landfill. The potential for
PFAS and other contaminants escaping the site under this method is very real. To quote the Moorabool
Shire Council:
While it is understood that this is the current practice of the site operations, it is a concern to council that the
proposed management of PFAS contaminated water is to spray it across the existing cells. There are many
sensitive receptors in close proximity to the site, including the Bacchus Marsh Grammar School.

While MBC verbally briefed council officers on 10 February 2020 and councillors on 19 February
2020, no written information about the details regarding the approval process, including a draft
incorporated document, technical reports and appropriate details of mitigation, are yet to be
forthcoming.
The proximity to the school and the lack of process are of grave concern, as is the fact that the Parwan
Creek runs directly alongside the proposed site and feeds directly into the Werribee River. The
potential for public safety risk, including via the various vegetable growers, is a major concern when
we consider that PFAS has now been declared a cancer risk by the EPA. So the risks to human health
in the Bacchus Marsh and broader community are clear, but so is the danger to the many native animals
that make their home along the Parwan and the Werribee. The latter is a known habitat of the platypus,
listed as threatened and considered by some scientists to be headed towards extinction. How could we
possibly even entertain acting in a way that could see one of the only two examples in the entire world
of monotremes, the other being the echidna, both of which are only found in Australia, placed in any
danger whatsoever? Our government should be racing to the site and forming a picket line in defence
of them, not to mention possible breaches of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999. To risk the lives of any Victorian citizen, be they human or non-human, to me
is unconscionable, so I will be supporting this motion.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (16:04): I rise to support Mr Davis’s motion that this house
opposes any decision by the Andrews Labor government or its agencies to dump toxic soil from the
West Gate Tunnel Project at the Maddingley Brown Coal (MBC) mine, Bacchus Marsh, in the Shire
of Moorabool. The Bacchus Marsh community are legitimately outraged, and on this side of the
house—and I am pleased to have my colleagues Mr Meddick and Mr Grimley also supporting this
motion—we can assure the Bacchus Marsh community that we will fight to have their voices heard.
It is outrageous that locals are being threatened and told to back off with their opposition. This is
scandalous. The failure of this government to release important documents goes to the secrecy of this
proposal. What has the government got to hide? Obviously a lot. This government and Transurban
have a willing partner in the Calleja company, who own the site and who are obviously very happy to
fill their hole with toxic waste.
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Mr Melhem talked about scaremongering. What an insult to the Bacchus Marsh people. This
government are the scaremongers here. You want to contaminate their land and their lives? No wonder
they are scared. Mr Melhem also said this is a psychological issue. I am sure the Bacchus Marsh
community will be very pleased to hear that one of their Labor members thinks that this is a
psychological issue. It goes to the same point as when the member for Buninyong suggested to some
of the community leaders that they were being hysterical. Hysterical! Of course they are. They are
extremely worried about what is going to happen to them in the future in Bacchus Marsh.
Clearly there is a problem with the soil in the tunnel, because otherwise the workers would not have
had to down tools. Mr Melhem told us that this project may end, because if it is not safe for the workers,
it will have to stop. Now, that is very big news. I say, if it is not safe for the workers, it is clearly not
safe for the constituents—our constituents in Bacchus Marsh in the electorate of Melton. But we have
also heard from Mr Melhem that the location of the waste will be up to the construction companies—
Transurban, John Holland, along with WorkSafe, Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA)
and others. This is also outrageous. Members of Parliament are elected to represent their community.
Transurban, John Holland, WorkSafe, Maddingley Brown Coal et cetera—they are not elected. Why
should they be the decision-makers in this situation? That is also shocking. Mr Melhem says they are
applying the highest possible standards. What a load of rubbish. The government has been dragged
screaming and yelling into this debate, and repeated efforts by the council, individuals and Mr Davis
have failed to see the government come clean about the proposal to dump toxic waste in Bacchus
Marsh.
This privately owned land under construction, Maddingley Brown Coal, sits behind Parwan Creek,
which flows into the Werribee River, providing irrigation water for Bacchus Marsh and Werribee.
Large residential areas are nearby. Two schools with thousands of students and nursing homes are in
close proximity. There is also legitimate and genuine concern regarding the impact toxic soil and its
leaching into waterways could have on the significant food production in this area.
The Labor government’s consideration to dump toxic soil in Bacchus Marsh is emblematic of their
general conduct towards western Victoria. The regions on one side of the West Gate, which feed those
on the other, have been completely neglected and utterly mistreated by a government infiltrated by
and beholden to anti-agriculture, pro-inner-city ideologues. Bacchus Marsh, like many areas in
western Victoria, is the food bowl of the state. The farmland between Bacchus Marsh and Werribee
grows 83 per cent of Victoria’s cauliflower, 53 per cent of Victoria’s broccoli and 34 per cent of
Victoria’s lettuce. Dumping toxic soil in their backyard will compromise the quality of this agricultural
produce through contamination.
This proposal, as well as a call for mandatory CCTV cameras on farms, deteriorating rural road and
rail infrastructure and a lack of bushfire preparedness, should not be viewed as circumstances in
isolation. They are part of a wider abandonment of anything, anyone and anywhere beyond the tram
tracks of Melbourne. Under the Andrews Labor government there are two Victorias: there is the
Victoria of metropolitan Melbourne and the major regional cities, which provide the government with
electoral significance and are rewarded with the enormous spending commitments, and then there is
the Victoria of the smaller rural and urban fringe towns like Bacchus Marsh, which are largely
disadvantaged economically in infrastructure, education and other services, and taken for granted by
those inside the tram tracks. Not only does this government ignore the concerns of these communities,
but they are determined to force them to deal with the consequence of their mismanagement and bad
governance, having been warned of the presence of toxic soil by the EPA in 2017.
The state government should not override legitimate council and community concerns by forcing them
to have contaminated soil dumped in their backyard because they were too irresponsible to listen to
the advice of their own environmental regulator. This was known before the multibillion-dollar
contracts were signed. The location of the toxic waste should have been sorted out and made public
for everybody to know, way before the contracts were signed.
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The Bacchus Marsh Community Coalition organised two highly energetic public meetings in recent
weeks in protest of the government’s proposal. The first, on 25 February, was a public meeting in a
local town hall. Bacchus Marsh residents came out in droves, with over 400 people crammed into a
hall with only standing room remaining. When asked at the meeting, the members for Melton and
Buninyong could not commit to their communities that they would try their best to ensure that no toxic
soil was sent to Bacchus Marsh. I reminded the audience that in their 2017 submission to the West
Gate Tunnel Project environment effects statement, the Environment Protection Authority Victoria
recommended that the project address the management, treatment and disposal of PFAS-contaminated
groundwater and land. I was pleased to pledge my support for the community to ensure the government
did not dump on Bacchus. It is extraordinary that any contract would have been signed without proper
recognition of what was going to happen to the contaminated soil that was known to exist. Transurban
did not even show up at the meeting.
The second public meeting was the rally on Tuesday a week ago, which had over 1500 people in
attendance. I was the only MP there. I asked the crowd, ‘Where are the local Labor members? Where
are the upper house Labor members?’. Labor is completely unwilling to fight for the interests of this
community. Where was the Greens member for Northern Metro, who claims to be the champion of
environmental causes? The environment risks being destroyed by this proposal. Perhaps standing up
for this community does not fulfil the Greens’ socialist objective. The community made the message
clear with a variety of placards, one of which appropriately read ‘Dump Labor, not toxic soil’. For too
long the Labor Party has taken advantage of electorates west of Melbourne. Every four years Labor
expects them to turn up at the ballot box to vote for their dodgy deals, bad economic management and
politics of envy. A time will come soon, however, when the west becomes tired of the neglect,
recklessness and mismanagement displayed by Labor governments towards them and shows them so
at the ballot box.
Kat Barlow from the Bacchus Marsh Community Coalition put it well to the rally, declaring, ‘Dan
Andrews, your silence is deafening’. The rally had a huge turnout of schoolchildren. This was not the
exploitation of children for political goals, as the left frequently attempts. It was because within close
proximity of the proposed site there are two schools—Bacchus Marsh Grammar and Bacchus Marsh
College. The closest of these schools is within 500 metres of the site. It is appalling that this
government is considering risking the health of these children because they are unwilling to listen to
the advice of their own environmental regulator. The government should seek alternative sites that are
not within close proximity of schools, residences, food production, aged-care facilities and recreational
centres. Bacchus Marsh should not have to bear the consequences of Labor’s mismanagement and bad
governance.
There are a plethora of other concerns around this site. On an average day there will be 230 trucks in
each direction passing through the Avenue of Honour 24 hours a day, seven days a week for up to two
years, transporting toxic soil through the town of Bacchus Marsh to the MBC landfill site every 6 to
7 minutes. This will no doubt significantly deteriorate the quality of the road, not to mention the dust
that will coat the famous trees of the Avenue of Honour.
Questions by residents have also been raised in recent weeks about what is currently being sent into
the site. I went there. There is a conga line of trucks delivering soil into the site already. What is in
those trucks? Nobody seems to know. The government claims that no deal has been made. I saw those
trucks, and everybody is asking: what are they dumping already? I have asked the relevant minister
on notice and keenly await her response.
Point (2) of the motion correctly notes that proper community consultation and a full environmental
assessment have not been undertaken by the West Gate Tunnel authority, Transurban or other entities
associated with the project. When will this government realise that setting up pop-up shops during
working hours that decline to answer specific questions is not adequate community consultation?
Transurban’s spokespersons, along with staff from Maddingley Brown Coal and their civic group
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consultants, led derisory public information sessions and pop-ups in a local market and festival. This
is hardly good enough. The community hub capacity was 40 people alongside 15 project staff.
Transurban reportedly said that no decisions on a site had been made:
The project parties and Maddingley Brown Coal continue to engage with the local community … to hear their
feedback and answer their questions about Maddingley Brown Coal’s proposal …

But they refused to answer specific questions from the Moorabool News. Transurban also tried to
claim that:
PFAS are not harmful to the public during soil removal, relocation or disposal.

What utter nonsense! The toxicity and danger posed by PFAS chemicals is well established, and I
remind the Parliament that it was the presence of PFAS chemicals that led to the closure of the Fiskville
CFA training college in my electorate. MBC states that only low levels of PFAS are expected to be
found in the soil. However, a recent article in the Age exposed leaked test results that showed the PFAS
levels at one point along the tunnel to be between 112 and 2000 times the acceptable amount in
drinking water.
We should not risk damaging the health, the environment or the agricultural produce of this area
because Labor cannot manage a project. This is yet another example of people on one side of the West
Gate impeding the lives of those on the other. Bureaucrats from inside the tram tracks expect to be
able to handball their problems off to Bacchus Marsh. Well, we on this side of the house and the
Bacchus Marsh community have other ideas.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (16:18): In rising to speak, I do not support any toxic
waste being dumped in the west. As I have said in other contributions that I have made in discussions
in this house, this government needs to inform the community of what is going on, because without
actually informing the community of what is going on, it allows the community to worry
unnecessarily. The community deserves clear communication. They deserve to know what is going
on, and they deserve to see what plans are being made on their behalf and that of their community so
that they can actually be part of that conversation.
As I have mentioned in other contributions that I have made, I have a waste management history from
my years of being on Maribyrnong council and sitting on the metropolitan waste management board.
I do understand that there are things that need to be done in a process to have a waste facility, one
being that it needs to actually be gazetted. It needs to be planned for. There need to be arrangements
for that site to actually have the proper boundaries, making sure that they are the right distance away
from residents and from schools. So there are a lot of things, for a waste management facility, that
need to happen in the way of a planning process for something like just the dumping of soil to go
ahead. I think we should be mindful that in actual fact this site currently still has a licence for it to be
a coalmine—it is farming land—and that there needs to be a proper understanding of what can actually
be done at this particular site and what planning process needs to be done, if that usage actually
changes, for the process of that change of use to occur.
We know historically that that site was actually a brown coalmine. It was discovered in the 1930s, and
it was in the 1940s that it was actually mined. We also know that that particular site has historical
significance as certain parts of that old brown coalmine site were actually filled, and that is where we
have Bacchus Marsh Grammar school. The buildings in that particular area obviously have historical
significance to the community, and therefore there needs to be consideration of that if the government
is actually looking at having this site as a waste facility.
I also understand from looking through the history of that particular site that the community has been
concerned over many years. They want to know what is occurring. I remember in 2012 there was a
community protest at that particular time; there were grumbles around people exploring if the brown
coalmine in Bacchus Marsh could possibly be revisited. At that particular time in 2012 there were
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community meetings held and there was talk about possibly renewing mining licences. None of that
actually came into play due to the community backlash in 2012. In 2016 there was still talk around
this, and there is a shadow that hangs over the poor Bacchus Marsh community because there is a
licence that still sits there to explore for brown coal, black coal or methane. There is a licence called
EL52/94. The EL52/94 licence covers the 154 square kilometres of land between the state park and
the Brisbane Ranges, and the community wants to know why that is still lingering over the heads of
the community there in Bacchus Marsh.
Respectfully the community has been concerned about the old coalmine over the years, knowing that
when you actually dig for brown coal there are a lot of concerns that normally are raised when mining
is occurring. Obviously you can concern yourself around coaldust. You understand that when mines
are actually in play the community that is around that mine is exposed to PM10 airborne contaminants,
and we know that when a mine is actually in effect the community suffers. They suffer all different
ranges of health issues. Lung and skin problems, pulmonary diseases, acute and chronic respiratory
diseases, asthma and other illnesses occur when people are exposed to brown coal and coaldust.
We also know that when you close a mine there is a thing that occurs, which is a bit of acid drainage,
and that acid drainage that occurs from old mines actually can leach into the watertable within an area.
It kind of gets into our water systems in that particular area, and the community of Bacchus Marsh has
always wanted to know: what are the health effects? Are there health effects from living around an old
coalmine? They have always wanted to know the health of the waterways in that particular area, as
well as obviously the pH levels and the chemical levels that occur due to the coalmine that was there
many years ago.
I do understand that the government, especially with the West Gate Tunnel Project, have been making
sure that there are fact sheets available, and currently there is a PFAS fact sheet that the community
can read and understand about PFAS. Environment Protection Authority Victoria also has a reference
guide to PFAS, so the community can actually understand more about PFAS and get the facts. They
have just recently released for the West Gate Tunnel Project how they are going to manage the tunnel
rock and soil, and they have actually put out how they understand that there is going to be a lot of soil
being moved around, that it will be trucked and what they are proposing to do in the way of the
transportation of that soil. But where it actually ends up is the cause of the anxiety of the community.
The community in the west obviously have had enough of toxic waste over the years. They want to
have assurances from the government that it will be treated appropriately, that they will be consulted.
But more importantly they should know what is occurring and what is going on in these times.
I really do not understand why the government or Transurban for that matter, seeing Transurban has
got billions of dollars, have not communicated to the broader community on their plans, why with
their billions of dollars they have not invested in having proper mitigation of this soil and proper
treatment of this soil and why they have not actually gone the extra mile in 2020 to make sure that we
have the highest environmental standards and to assure the community how they are going to truck it
and treat it and where they are going to put it. I believe that the community in the west really deserve
to have that information, and it should be timely and communicated clearly to show that the
government actually is on the front foot.
The government really should be pushing Transurban to make sure that that information is out there.
To think that they are doing it at the eleventh hour, to think that they have not already planned for this
and to think that they are doing something on the run is obviously a concern to the community.
Everybody knew that there was going to be dirt brought out of a hole. You are tunnelling—hello.
Where was it going to go? Everybody knew the cubic metres—it is in the tender documents, the
amount of dirt that was coming out—so why hasn’t Transurban spent their billions of dollars in
planning for this? What did they think they were going to do with it? Why haven’t they got those
forward-thinking plans? They were obviously in great haste to get the actual contract to be able to do
the tunnelling, so why haven’t they actually done that future work to show everyone where that dirt is
going?
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It falls solely on the shoulders of Transurban. They are getting the billions of dollars for this project.
They should know where their soil is going. They have virtually paid for that soil. We are paying for
them to take that soil out. They should know where they are putting it. They should actually be
communicating that to the community as well as spending their billions of dollars on making sure that
it is treated appropriately, that they are doing it at the highest environmental standards and that they
are not leaving a future problem to any community. Transurban, you really need to get your act
together. Transurban, spend your money appropriately. Transurban, please stop creating this anxiety
in my community and actually spend some of your money on finding a solution to this problem that
you already knew was going to occur.
My only objection to what I have heard today is continual blaming of the government. Why? Why are
you blaming the government? You understand that this is a great project. You understand that we want
a second opportunity to get out to the west. We understand that currently the government is spending
$20 million a year just to keep the West Gate Bridge going. We understand that. We understand that
that is an ageing piece of infrastructure. We need a tunnel. There is a contract signed. Transurban, you
are making $1 billion. Spend some of your money and do what is meant to be done in the way of the
soil you are pulling out. Do the right thing by the community. Why are you trying to suggest that the
government somehow should blow out a project and find some more money for Transurban’s
problem? It is pretty clear in the documents that Transurban’s job is to tunnel, to get dirt out. Hello,
Transurban, spend your money.
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (16:32): I rise to make a contribution to this debate on the
motion that Mr Davis has brought to the chamber today. It does feel a little bit like groundhog day
because we had exactly the same debate last sitting week, the only difference being that the coalition
have crossed out Werribee and in its place inserted Bacchus March. Again we see that the coalition
are really ignoring the actual facts in relation to this project and this particular problem with this project
in terms of PFAS and contaminated soil. We have them taking this as an opportunity to create
uncertainty and to fearmonger in the community about a decision that has not even been made yet.
It is quite interesting listening to the coalition talk about how much they care about the west. I know
that many of them do not really get to use the West Gate Bridge that often—maybe on the way to their
Lorne holiday house—but the reality is that in the four years that those opposite were in government
there was absolute inertia in this state. There was no commitment to investment in the west—
absolutely none at all.
The key facts in relation to this matter are that we have a project that is being built by Transurban and
its builders CPB and John Holland. They are considering a range of sites and a range of options for
how they will deal with the safe storage of soil from the West Gate Tunnel Project.
There are a number of options that are being considered, and there has been no decision made at all in
relation to where this soil will be stored. Maddingley Brown Coal have actually put in an application
to receive the soil from the West Gate Tunnel Project. There has been no decision made yet in relation
to the location, but the proposal will not be approved unless we are all satisfied and it can be
demonstrated that it is safe and regulators such as the Environment Protection Authority (EPA)
Victoria are satisfied that this poses no risk to the community and no risk to those businesses in
whatever area it is that this material ends up being located in.
I think it is important to actually look at our track record as a government in relation to how we
approach the issue of community safety. It was this government that held the Fiskville inquiry and
closed that facility because of the risk that it posed to our firefighters and the community. And the
EPA is an absolute leader in the nation in terms of research on these materials that potentially pose a
threat to the community. Safety standards are in place to ensure that there is no risk to the environment
or the community in the management, transportation or storage of this soil.
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I know that some members who have made contributions to this debate have, I think very unfairly,
suggested that local members of the ALP do not care about the interests of their local community.
Nothing could be further from the truth. It is absolutely scandalous to suggest that. There was a public
meeting in late February in Bacchus Marsh that was attended by the member for Melton and the
member for Buninyong, and they were not hiding from anything. They were at that meeting and they
were prepared to engage with their community about the very legitimate concerns that people express.
They will continue to do that. They will continue to make sure that their communities are provided
with the assurances and the safety measures that they need.
Others in this debate have said that this is not about the West Gate Tunnel Project. This motion is not
strictly about that, but this is a big issue associated with that project. I find it interesting to hear those
opposite talk about how unpopular this project is. I just do not accept that. I talk to people every day
in Melbourne’s west, and with this project, everybody knows that we need a second crossing in order
to unlock the traffic nightmare that has ensued in that West Gate Bridge area and that freeway.
It is important to recap why this project is so important. It is not just important for Melbourne’s west,
it is important for the whole state because it will unlock our freeway network. It will see those coming
from western Victoria have much less congestion. That is important not just for members of the
community but also for business. It will cut 20 minutes off a trip to the city from the west, from places
like Point Cook, Tarneit, Geelong, Melton and Ballarat, and take 5000 cars a day out of the south of
the city.
The issue is—and I have spoken about this before in this place—that if there is an accident on the
West Gate Bridge, the whole of the west goes into gridlock, because everybody gets off at the ringroad or they cut from Werribee through to Deer Park and Caroline Springs and try to get down to the
city via those arterials. Basically you have a situation where it is gridlock for hours and hours and
people literally give up trying to get to work; they turn their cars around and they go back home and
try again later. This project is critical to making sure that our traffic network moves in the way that it
ought to and that people are not spending more and more time commuting.
I know that this is not a problem that those opposite have had to deal with very often—managing
complex infrastructure projects—because they did not do any when they were in government; they
talked about it a lot but they did nothing and they funded nothing.
But this is a very complex project, and of course in complex projects like this it is not unusual to have
to deal with problems that come along. That is exactly what we are committed to doing in a safe way
for the community and a safe way for the more than 4000 people who are working on the West Gate
Tunnel Project, many of them residents of the Western Metropolitan Region. Let us not forget about
them. They are incredibly important in terms of health and safety and the delivery of this project, and
there will be at least another 2000 jobs created before this project is complete.
The government rejects this motion as just a political ploy on the part of the coalition to try to scare
people and talk down Labor. The reality is that this project will be delivered by our government, and
we will do so in the interests of not just those in the west but the whole of the state.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr (Teller)
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Cumming, Dr
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms (Teller)

McArthur, Mrs
Meddick, Mr
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
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Noes, 15
Erdogan, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Stitt, Ms

Symes, Ms
Taylor, Ms (Teller)
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms

Motion agreed to.
E-CIGARETTES
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:48): I move the motion in Mr Quilty’s name
about vaping:
That this house notes:
(1) Public Health England’s Evidence Review of E-Cigarettes and Heated Tobacco Products 2018;
(2) that vaping is probably not without risks but that it is almost certainly far safer than smoking;
(3) the extensive evidence of reduced harm to smokers who transition to vaping; and
(4) that there is no evidence of harm to bystanders as a result of vaping.

Now, on vaping in general, if we look at why people choose vaping, what is the history of vaping?
Some time ago, back in the early 2000s, in China there was a guy who was terribly addicted to
cigarettes, and he wanted to figure out a new way of getting rid of his addiction to cigarettes or at least
swapping to something that was less harmful. So he developed a device that vaporises a liquid which
contains nicotine. From there, there has been this massive hobbyist industry that has built these devices
and marketed them, and now we have a great big worldwide phenomenon where people have
discovered that vaping is a viable alternative for them to give up smoking cigarettes.
This is not something that other people do far away; this is something that people do in Australia. I
read a report recently that said 300 000 people in Australia have switched to vaping from cigarettes—
an incredible number of people. I personally know dozens of people who have switched to vaping
from cigarettes. Let me tell you some stories. I will not name them, but I know a person who smoked
for 30 years. You can imagine the damage that would do to your lungs; everyone knows that smoking
is harmful. They literally tried everything. They tried the Champix pills, they tried nicotine patches,
they tried the sprays and the lozenges and all that sort of stuff, and they could not give up. They came
across vaping, and they thought they would try it. They put down their packet of cigarettes, and they
picked up a vaping device. They had to play around with it a bit to figure out how to use it and all that
sort of stuff, but effectively they immediately gave up smoking cigarettes and switched to vaping.
Now, they are still addicted to the drug nicotine, but presumably they have lessened their harm.
No-one is claiming that vaping is totally without any harm whatsoever, but it is quite well known, and
there have been lots of studies on this, that the harm from vaping is up to 95 per cent less than from
cigarettes. There has always been lots of talk about big tobacco being behind vaping and all this.
Actually, vaping is the mechanism by which people have escaped the clutches of big tobacco. It is
quite incredible that people claim this is some evil big tobacco plot.
Hundreds of thousands of people in Australia now have switched to vaping. I am not a doctor, I am
not a scientist—I do not know—but I rely on the reports that people have produced, like Public Health
England’s evidence review, which claims that harm from these products is less than harm from
tobacco. Everyone knows that there is harm from tobacco. Common sense tells you: can it be any
worse than tobacco? Can vaping be worse than smoking cigarettes? The evidence just is not there.
One of the things that made us think about this this week was that we were notified in the news that
Melbourne City Council was considering banning vaping in public spaces the same way that they have
banned cigarettes in public spaces. We have said many times in this Parliament that the idea that you
would treat a deadly product like cigarettes the same way as vaping, which is a means for people to
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try and quit cigarettes, makes no sense whatsoever. We have seen this in the way that it is treated as a
product to be sold. Vaping stuff, even the equipment, has to be kept behind closed doors. There are
very restrictive rules on the sales, and it is all regulated under the Tobacco Act 1987. The crazy thing
is if you go to the airport—I went to the airport the other day—you will see at the airport that vapers
have to go to the same place as smokers, which just seems crazy again. You have got people who are
trying to give up smoking through using this vaping device, and then these rules and regulations force
them into a space that they are sharing with smokers, which just seems crazy.
The idea that Melbourne City Council were talking about—that you would treat vaping on the street
the same way as cigarettes—is not backed by the evidence at all. There is absolutely no evidence of
third parties being harmed from vaping in outdoor areas—there is just no evidence whatsoever. There
is no science; it is just pure virtue signalling by the council.
One of the really important issues with vaping is that around personal choice. This is something that,
from libertarian philosophy, we are always talking about—that people should have choices about how
they use their own bodies. We have this situation where there is a product that causes lots of harm,
which is tobacco. There is a choice that people can make to switch to vaping, which is prohibited by
government. So government is actively stopping people from making choices about their own body
to reduce their harm, which again does not make sense at all to me.
These people, though, tend to not listen to what the government says, even though the juice that you
need to put in these vaping devices is not available for sale in Australia. It is illegal to sell it. Other
countries, such as New Zealand and the UK and lots of other countries, actively try and promote this
as a means for smokers to give up cigarettes. What you will find in Australia is that lots of Australians
are actually importing these liquids directly from New Zealand. That is good, but it is also problematic
in that we have no regulations in Australia around these materials. Nicotine is a poison, right? So
because we have no regulations we are relying on New Zealand’s packaging standards. They may or
may not good, but there are problems with that. Because it is a totally unregulated product in Australia,
we have had issues.
When we have spoken about this previously in the chamber, I know that the Minister for Health
brought up a case of an infant that had accidentally came into contact with nicotine juice. I do not
know whether it was left on the table or how the infant came into contact with it, but the infant passed
away. The blame for this was put squarely on the vaping juice, which seems crazy because we have a
product that is unregulated. We could have had proper containers that are childproof and all this sort
of thing, but because it is unregulated we do not have any of those sorts of controls over containers
and these sorts of things, and we end up with these tragic situations that can occur. But then more
recently we have seen that the federal government are worried about people making these choices that
they do not approve of, and they are talking about banning the imports and cracking down on imports
from New Zealand and the other countries that we are talking about.
Ultimately we have a situation where people are choosing to reduce harm to themselves and the
government is preventing them from doing that. I put this in squarely in the same realm as drug
prohibition. We have got the same sorts of mechanisms here, where you have the government
prohibiting something and then people choosing to do it anyway. They go around it and end up doing
something that is more dangerous. If the government—both the federal and state governments—
wanted to help reduce the harm from tobacco in Victoria, then what we would do, I think, is allow
people to make choices that would reduce their harm and allow them to better manage their addiction
to nicotine.
As I have said, we do not know if there is some possible harm from vaping, but we have heard these
scare stories from the US, which have been mentioned in this chamber, which are about some people
that have died from vaping illegal, black market cannabis, actually. It was black market THC, and it
actually was not the THC or the vape juice that was a problem; it was an illegal additive. Again, we
had people harmed because of black market systems that did not have any sorts of market controls or
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regulations or anything like that. But then this scare went worldwide and everyone started saying that
vaping kills people. This was not the case. To my knowledge no-one has ever died from vaping normal
nicotine juice vapes.
When it was put out in the US, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention were very concerned
about it. They blamed it on vaping initially, but they later retracted that and they said that it actually
was not caused by nicotine vapes; it was actually vitamin E acetate, I think, that caused the problems
with people’s lungs. Even in this chamber when I have asked the health minister about vaping, she has
referred to these cases in the US, which I do not accept were caused by nicotine-based vaping.
We have to look at what can we do to allow better choices and more choices for people to reduce their
harm from tobacco. It is a very big problem. You know, we have seen smoking rates stagnate. The
government has not been able to push the rate lower. I think last time it was around 17 per cent or
something like that. We have not been able to lower it much. A lot of these campaigns are failing. We
have to look at new options, and people are coming up with these options themselves, and vaping is
one that should definitely be considered.
So I would urge people to support the evidence and look at the evidence on this. Look at the fact that
second-hand vaping does not cause harm to other parties—there is no evidence of that whatsoever—
and consider the possibility that vaping may cause less harm than tobacco and may be a viable means
for people to quit tobacco and reduce their harm from disease with tobacco.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:01): I rise to make a contribution against the motion
in regard to e-cigarettes. I have listened carefully to Mr Limbrick’s contribution in this regard. There
have been a range of things that have been put forward in regard to this matter. I think it cuts across a
range of areas. One is about the regulation of these particular matters. It is sort of an ironic point that
Mr Limbrick makes when he talks about the proper regulation of these matters. The Liberal Democrats
are not in favour of regulation. They actually want government to get out of the way.
But what I can clearly talk about is that there are actually very serious safety issues that need to be
considered. I will talk about some of the things that are coming out of America. There are some health
studies related to e-cigarettes from Johns Hopkins Hospital, which is a very well-regarded medical
establishment. There is actually quite a lot of data about deaths and adverse health impacts from
e-cigarette or vaping product use-associated lung injury (EVALI), which Mr Limbrick talked about
and which is related to vitamin E, and that directly arises from vaping, where vitamin E has been
indicated in vaping. But certainly what the minister has just—
Mr Limbrick interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: No, you are wrong, you are wrong, and I will talk to those in a minute. I will
make sure I put that on the record, because it is important to have accurate information from scientists,
not just people who think it is a good idea.
Recently the Minister for Health has also taken a paper to the COAG Health Council, calling for
childproof packaging of e-liquids and called for packaging restrictions so that they are not attractive
to children. The minister also launched a safety campaign in November 2019 to ensure that, again,
there is proper information out there so that e-liquids can be locked up, out of reach and out of sight
of children. So those are very important safety mechanisms there to ensure that children are not able
to access or tamper with packaging.
Just in terms of the most recent information that I can find with regard to EVALI cases or deaths
reported to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, as of 14 January 2020 there were
2668 hospital cases or deaths reported to the CDC, of which 66 per cent were male, the median age of
patients was 24 years and their ages ranged from 13 to 85 years. Of 2022 hospitalised patients who
had used substances, 82 per cent reported using THC-containing products, 33 per cent reported
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exclusive use of THC-containing products, 57 per cent reported using nicotine-containing products
and 14 per cent—
Mr Limbrick: On a point of order, President, I do not see how drug products containing THC are
relevant to this motion. The cases that Ms Terpstra is talking to have nothing to do with this motion,
as far as I can tell.
The PRESIDENT: Order! If you still want to go further with this point of order, you can. But
Ms Terpstra being the first government speaker, I think we do give the first speaker for any party more
licence to stray into other areas. I would be saying, Mr Limbrick, that I admire you for calling
relevance. I call Ms Terpstra back to the motion.
Ms TERPSTRA: If I had not been so rudely interrupted, Mr Limbrick would have been waiting
to hear the fulsome answer, because what I was going on to talk about was nicotine-containing
products and those that contain vitamin E, which have actually contributed to deaths when someone
has used these products and when they have been inhaled into the lungs and it has interfered with the
proper functioning of their lungs. There are absolutely clear and documented safety concerns around
these products. These e-cigarettes, also known as electronic cigarettes, are devices for heating and
vaporising liquids, and that is exactly what has happened when people have used these devices. Some
of these products have been vaporised and have then caused hospitalisations and ongoing health
concerns and have directly interfered with the proper functioning of the lungs. That is very well
documented.
As of 18 February 2020 a total of 2807 hospitalised e-cigarette or vaping product users with associated
lung injury cases or deaths have been reported to the CDC from 50 states, the District of Columbia
and two US territories, Puerto Rico and the US Virgin Islands. What we do on this side of the chamber
is look at facts and science, and we make sure that we take that information and we report to it.
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: I am sorry, but if you want to argue about what doctors have found, you are not
qualified to do that. I am sorry, but you are not. It is important that we get factual medical information
on the record. In terms of the regulation of the e-cigarettes, the government—
Ms Patten interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: No, it is actually from the John Hopkins Hospital, okay? So it is a medical
institution. The government has taken a precautionary response to mitigate the potential risk of
e-cigarettes by regulating them in the same way as tobacco products from 1 August 2017. Broadly this
means that it is now prohibited for an e-cigarette to be sold to a minor, advertised or promoted at the
point of sale and outside of the retail environment, displayed at the point of sale, unless the proprietor
is a specialist e-cigarette retailing premises, and used in areas in which smoking is banned—for
example, in enclosed workspaces or outdoor playgrounds.
Of course we also have the regulation of nicotine, so the Victorian drugs, poisons and controlled
substances laws, together with the commonwealth legislation, effectively prohibit the retail sale of
liquid nicotine in and for use in e-cigarettes. This is on the basis that nicotine is a schedule 7 dangerous
poison and is not for retail sale. The commonwealth Therapeutic Goods Act 1989 prohibits the
Victorian government legalising nicotine-containing electronic cigarettes for retail sale as smoking
cessation aids, pending any becoming registered with the Therapeutic Goods Administration as a
therapeutic good.
It is all very well to talk about what people want to do and to suggest that perhaps vaping might be a
substitute for people getting off smoking, but again it is fraught, and I am not sure that Mr Limbrick
has any proper medical evidence or science to rely on in regard to that. Smoking is an addictive
behaviour and obviously nicotine is addictive, and sometimes it takes people a long time to get off
smoking. The government actually has a variety of programs available through various other health
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organisations, programs like Quit, which is a medically tested program that helps people actually quit
smoking rather than swapping one thing for another, which does not help a person deal with their
addiction if it is a nicotine-based addiction. I will conclude my remarks there, but in doing so I note
the strong opposition that the government has to this motion.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:09): I am very pleased to rise to speak on this important
issue. Following on from Ms Terpstra, I just want to correct a couple of things. This motion does not
suggest that vaping is completely safe. This motion in fact says it is ‘not without risks’ but is a damn
sight safer—well, it does not say ‘damn sight’, but it says ‘certainly far safer’—than smoking. In fact
the London college of physicians, the Royal Australian College of General Practitioners and Public
Health England all attest to the fact that while vaping is not without risk, it is about 95 per cent less
risky than smoking. This is harm minimisation. Vaping is about harm minimisation. We are not saying
it is harmless, but it is less harmful.
Now, when one in eight people who have cancer in Australia have it because of smoking, when we
are seeing 19 000 people dying from smoking-related diseases, should we not do everything we
possibly can to help reduce the harm that smokers are subject to because they are addicted to nicotine?
They are addicted to it. When we look at the studies around the use of e-cigarettes as a smoking
cessation device, every piece of evidence shows that they are twice as effective as any other smoking
cessation product on the market.
I noticed Ms Terpstra mentioned Minister Mikakos talking about safe packaging for e-liquids, for
nicotine liquids. Fun fact: it is actually illegal to sell those products in Australia so I am not sure how
the government is going to create a law about safe packaging for a product that cannot be legally sold
in Australia. That is like saying, ‘Safe packaging for heroin’.
Ms Terpstra: It’s a big stretch between tobacco and heroin.
Ms PATTEN: No, the stretch is that it is illegal to sell these nicotine products, so it is absolutely
misleading for the government to say, ‘Oh, well, let’s do safe packaging for these products’. You
cannot. In fact you can only get these products via a prescription, which I happen to have. It is a
schedule 4 medication; it is not a schedule 7 poison. It is a schedule 4 medication and you can have it
prescribed by your doctor. Unfortunately I cannot purchase the product in Australia legally. I have to
go offshore to purchase it, where I am at risk of buying from unscrupulous operators, where I am at
risk of possibly getting a product that does not have what it says on the packet. This is why we believe
that this product should be regulated in Australia. It should be legal. It should be controlled.
Again, can I remind people that vaping is not smoking. In jurisdictions where vaping has been
endorsed, allowed by governments, we are seeing their smoking rates plummet. Guess what? In
Australia our smoking rates have remained stagnant for years despite the ever-increasing taxes that we
are putting on this and despite the plain packaging. Despite every effort that we have made, we are not
seeing reductions in smoking. But in the countries where they have allowed these types of alternative
nicotine devices, they have seen their rates plummeting. In Japan, and I know Ms Terpstra has a keen
interest in Japan, they estimate that their country loses 4.3 trillion yen due to smoking and smokingrelated diseases. Since the introduction of heat-not-burn devices in Japan their smoking rates have
literally plummeted. In less than three years Japan has seen a 21 per cent reduction in tobacco sales.
Japan now has the same smoking rates as Australia and yet they do not have anywhere near the
restrictions that we have.
Nineteen thousand Australians still smoke, and they will die from it. As many of the doctors say,
people smoke for the nicotine, but they die from the tar. These are products that absolutely are not
harmless, but they are less harmful. It is why Australia led in harm reduction. It is why we introduced
needle and syringe exchanges. We led the charge in the 1990s. We were brave on harm reduction. We
knew that people might be injecting drugs, but we wanted them to not contract HIV or hepatitis C, so
we understood harm minimisation. But for some reason we cannot get it through our heads to
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understand that this is another form of harm minimisation for one of the most dangerous drugs in our
society. More people die from smoking than any other drug in our society, so why would we not allow
a safer product to allow those people to stop smoking, to save their lives, to be around for their
grandchildren. In New Zealand—
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council of 17 March.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2019–20
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:15): I rise to speak on the state budget 2019–20, which of
course raises the education budget, and I am going to make my weekly contribution on the disaster
that is Greater Shepparton Secondary College and the education plan that has been imposed on the
people of Shepparton by the Labor Party because they think they know what is good for children in
Shepparton better than their parents. Last week I spoke about the communiqué that was sent out by
the executive principal. The week six communiqué last week talked about student management, which
really disappointed a lot of people because the school was supposed to be about better education
outcomes, not just managing students. So you can imagine my surprise when the first paragraph of the
week seven communiqué came out saying:
Hello Everyone, I hope you have had a good week. I know things have been difficult at times as the students
adjust to their new environments. We are exploring options to enable APs—

assistant principals—
and Neighbourhood leaders to be released for more time so they can assist with student management issues.

We are still talking about student management and not talking about good outcomes for students or
better educational opportunities. The communiqué ended by saying:
I hope you enjoyed your long weekend. I got away for a few days to Byron Bay which reminded me of the
benefits of taking a short break … when one can.

This was like a red flag to a bull to most of the teachers because the teachers actually spent their long
weekend writing reports. Mrs Simpson extended her break well into last week, a time when leadership
was actually needed due to the growing concerns about the COVID-19 epidemic. Certainly she failed
in providing that leadership. In fact there has been no information on contingency plans for the
coronavirus extended to parents and families, and parents and families are really wanting to know
what is going on.
In stark contrast to this void of leadership and void of information from Greater Shepparton Secondary
College, Goulburn Valley Grammar School and Notre Dame, the Catholic school, both sent
communications home last week that outlined extensive plans for online learning and virtual
classrooms et cetera. Numurkah high school has managed to communicate to their parents what would
happen if the school should close due to coronavirus, but still nothing from Greater Shepparton
Secondary College. The Shepparton News reported that Greater Shepparton Secondary College do
have a plan and one of their campus principals said on radio that they have a plan, but as yet nothing
has been conveyed to parents or students as to what that plan includes. Year 12 students are particularly
concerned about how this interruption will impact on them in their very important year 12 year.
The only communications that parents have received on any changes at the school was last Sunday
night at about 10.00 pm. There was a communication sent out to say that all excursions would be
cancelled for this week. Then earlier this week parents also received a communication to say that the
parent-teacher interviews that were scheduled for this Friday have been cancelled. Now, I can
understand why the school would cancel face-to-face parent-teacher interviews, but surely there could
have been an opportunity to arrange for these to be done by telephone. Parents are particularly wanting
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to talk to teachers about their families as they settle into the new school. It is really important that the
parents get the opportunity to also establish some sort of relationship with the teachers and trust in the
teachers, but they are particularly wanting to talk to the teachers because their children have concerns
about how this school is operating and they are not happy with the way that the school is operating. I
did receive a letter from one of the year 12 students who said that she feels that she may fail classes
because she does not have confidence in a couple of her teachers, and she is very concerned. Her
mother was particularly concerned to talk to the teachers about this.
But the government, as I said, have imposed this plan on Shepparton. Regardless of what I think of it,
what I really want to ensure is that it does provide good education opportunities for students in Greater
Shepparton. In order for it to do that it needs good leadership. Unfortunately that is not what is
happening in Shepparton; we do not see good leadership in this school. The minister needs to step in
and ensure that the leadership board is filled by somebody who is capable of providing that leadership.
Members
DR BACH
Inaugural speech
The PRESIDENT: There has been a long tradition in this house that after a member has made
their inaugural speech every member will queue up, shake hands and sometimes kiss the person who
has made their first speech. At this time, even though we will not be doing that, we love history here
and, Dr Bach, you have probably made some history. In saying that, it is my pleasure to call Dr Bach.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:23): Thank you, President. It is really an honour and a
privilege to have been selected to fill the vacancy left in this house by my old friend Mary Wooldridge.
Mary made a huge contribution to our state over a significant parliamentary career, obviously firstly
as the member for Doncaster in the other place, as a minister across a range of really important social
portfolios and then more recently in this place as a member for Eastern Metropolitan Region. As a
member here in opposition she held numerous shadow portfolios and other leadership positions. I am
sure that I speak for all members of the house when I wish her all the very best as she, along with her
husband, Andrew, and the rest of their family, open an exciting new chapter. On a personal level, ever
since I started work on Mary’s staff way back in 2006 she has been a great friend and mentor to me,
despite the fact that since then my career has taken me far and wide. I know, for my part, that I have
very big shoes to fill.
Three short days before being sworn in as a member of this house I was teaching my English class at
Ivanhoe Girls Grammar School, where I was the deputy principal and also the head of the senior school.
People have asked me what compelled me to leave a role in education, a career in education, for a
seemingly very different calling here in this place with you. The answer really is very straightforward:
I have always been driven to enable others to have opportunities. And for me that is personal.
The fact is I was not born into the embrace of a biological family. My biological father, a Greek
immigrant, and my biological mother were very young, and they were not in a position to care for me.
They made what I think was a really courageous and sacrificial decision to put me up for adoption.
That decision was in my best interests. I spent a short time in foster care before being adopted by my
mum and dad, Heather and Neil Bach, a schoolteacher and a minister of religion. Mine is not a hard
luck story; it is a good luck story. I feel so thankful for the opportunity that I have been given to come
into a family with a huge amount of love and a deep respect for education and also for aspiration. Mum
and Dad gave me a great education, firstly at a series of local state primary schools and then at
Melbourne Grammar, where I received a 90 per cent fee reduction. I have tried my very best to use
these extraordinary opportunities for good. I have used them to forge a career as a Liberal adviser, then
in academia at the University of Melbourne and more recently in education.
I have certainly worked hard, but I also know that I have a huge amount to thank this state for. I feel
so lucky that I was born into a state that has historically embraced liberal values and historically has
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recognised the inherent worth of every single one of us, regardless of colour, creed or class. And I feel
deeply honoured to now be in a position to seek to ensure that all Victorians can have the same
opportunities that I have had.
In doing this, the needs of the people of Melbourne’s east, of course, will always be foremost in my
mind. It is them that I now have the privilege of representing here. While Eastern Metropolitan Region
is largely a residential area, it is also a place of much beauty. It includes the Blackburn Lake Sanctuary,
parts of the Yarra Valley and the Dandenong Valley Parklands. The people of Melbourne’s east are
active and engaged. The region has a bustling local economy, and it is home to some of the state’s
most successful manufacturers. Religious organisations, service clubs and other community groups
thrive. The people of our region are diverse, having come from all four corners of the globe; a quarter
speak a language other than English at home. And yet what knits us all together is a love of family, a
desire to work hard and to be rewarded for doing so and also a deep respect for our state’s democratic
heritage and institutions.
As I seek to represent the people of Melbourne’s east some core principles will guide me, and these
principles are drawn from my Christian faith and my desire to see my two-year-old daughter, Phoebe,
and all those in generations to follow have access to great opportunities. Firstly, Victoria must be free;
with all of us able to think, worship, speak and associate as we please. Victoria must also be safe so
that women and children in particular can be free of violence. Victoria must be a place where people
are judged not as members of a group but as unique individuals. And here in Victoria, with hard work
every citizen must be able to reach their full potential. Because I value these things, I joined the Liberal
Party all the way back when I was at university. I knew then that what motivates Liberals is a desire
to protect and expand the freedom of the individual, to enable equality of opportunity and also to foster
a humane society. The first of these aims is freedom, and without it the others can never be achieved.
There is no denying that our party and our political opponents have a different view of the importance
of freedom. When I was a boy and the Cold War was coming to its end, there was so much hopefulness
about the future of freedom. In 1989 and 1990 I was living with my parents and my brother in the UK.
I remember the sense of optimism in Maggie Thatcher’s Britain as the Berlin Wall came down, the
Ceausescus in Romania were executed and communism started to crumble across Eastern Europe.
Then, in my teenage years, in the 1990s, again I felt such confidence in the cause of freedom.
Communism in Eastern Europe was dead, and it appeared to be in its death throes in Asia and Latin
America also. Professor Francis Fukuyama confidently pronounced the ‘end of history’, by which he
meant the end of ideological struggle and the final victory of freedom over Marxism.
But if we fast-forward to today, we must admit that much of our confidence was misplaced. Marxist
ideas have not died; rather they have evolved. We used to be told that the poor were oppressed by the
rich. Well, now we are told that everybody else is oppressed by the powerful. This creed, which is
often referred to as identity politics, divides us every bit as much today as Communism did in the past:
black and white, gay and straight, atheist and believer, man and woman. Martin Luther King, Jr,
famously looked to a day when we would only be judged by the content of our character. But identity
politics judges us as members of a group and simplistically labels us either victims or oppressors. In
both cases individuals are stripped of dignity and the content of their character is disregarded. By this
way of thinking, freedom is the enemy. Too much freedom has made one group powerful and
oppressive and therefore has led to the oppression of another. The answer, we are told, is more
government, less liberty. But this is back to front. Any attack on freedom is an attack on all of us,
especially the powerless. It was the economist Milton Friedman who proved that freedom is the best
check on arbitrary government, which always entrenches the interests of the powerful. Every great
advance of civilisation has been made by free individuals, not by governments.
So regardless of race, sexuality, gender, religion or any other category, there is so much that unites us
all as Victorians. People from around the world have flocked to our state, often fleeing tyranny, united
in their desire to make a better life for them and their family and also to embrace the opportunities that
only come with freedom as democracy. As legislators, therefore, let us never seek division. Rather,
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through the protection of freedom, let us seek unity and a Victoria in which every unique citizen can
be their very best. These are my principles. They have been my guiding star in the past. I will always
look to them in the future.
This Parliament, of course, is a place where principles must be put into action, and our party has always
been one of bold ideas to make our state a better place. This is how I intend to apply my principles.
Here is my first big idea: let us revolutionise state schooling by bringing in the very best elements of
the private system and by taking power from bureaucrats and giving it to principals and to school
communities. As a teacher who has had the privilege of working in five of the very best schools in the
world, both here in Australia and in Europe, the importance of education is crystal clear to me. Only
with a great state school system can Victorian kids—all Victorian kids—hope to achieve their dreams.
Now, sadly, we know this is not the case today. I am sure all members of this house have been alarmed
by the ongoing publication of irrefutable evidence showing that the standard of education that
Victorian children are receiving in our state schools is poor, and it is getting worse. This is despite
ever-increasing government funding. On the other hand, the respected Programme for International
Student Assessment shows that many private schools are helping their students to achieve better and
better results.
How have we failed? What can be done? Firstly, private schools have far greater freedom than state
schools in implementing the curriculum. Currently the curriculum is needlessly cluttered. State schools
are subject to close scrutiny from the education department to ensure that they are covering every
single element. Decluttering the curriculum must be a priority. We should also give state school
principals the power to do what I always did as a school leader, which was to mandate a focus on the
most important parts of the curriculum to ensure the basics—literacy and numeracy—are taught well.
Students also need time to read and write far more, yet our education bureaucrats are obsessed with
fads and fashionable programs that leave teachers no time to teach. Currently, by central edict, our
state schools deliver programs on obesity, mindfulness, bike riding, diversity, pot plants, the
construction of gardens to attract frogs, sleep hygiene, gender fluidity and positive gender norms, and
much other trendy nonsense. All the while an appalling number of Victorian children can neither read
nor write.
The best private schools run none of these programs. Instead they protect class time—teaching and
learning time—above all else. They have compulsory reading programs across all year levels, and they
make sure that as much work is done as possible, including regular written examinations, with a pen
and paper, away from screens.
Most state school teachers are fantastic; a minority are not. And so teacher quality must also be part
of this conversation. And yet because of the power of education unions we have not had a meaningful
debate about teacher quality in our state. We urgently need to allow state school principals and state
school leaders to do what I did as head of a private school, which was to reward the many excellent
teachers, to performance manage struggling staff and to sack the minority who just are not up to it. We
also need rigorous teacher appraisal programs in all our state schools. The best programs, which
operate in excellent private schools, involve regular lesson observations by a school leader and student
feedback for every teacher in every class. By learning from the many successes of the private system,
we can fix our broken state system. It is about great educational outcomes for all Victorian kids.
Another challenge I want to discuss today is supporting vulnerable families. My dream—and I know
it is a big one—is that all vulnerable kids should grow up with a nurturing and loving family. This is
an ambition I have pursued before. In 2010, when the coalition won government here in Victoria, I
had the privilege to be the lead advisor on many successful policies and reforms to assist the
vulnerable, as Liberal-led governments do so well. We put schools in every youth justice facility in
the state. We negotiated the national disability insurance scheme agreement and secured Geelong as
the national headquarters. We put in place a whole-of-government action plan to prevent violence
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against women. We carried out a major reform of the child protection system to protect kids from
violence and abuse.
Well, now, there is far more work to do. We need comprehensive and innovative services to address
the full range of challenges that vulnerable families face—from mental illness to drug and alcohol
abuse, violence and homelessness. Vulnerable kids who make mistakes must be given every
opportunity to make the most of a second chance and families must have protection from those who
would do them harm. This means that violent, sexual and repeat offenders must face far stiffer
punishments than they do now. Preventing violence against women and their children should be a
particular priority.
Everybody knows that as Liberals we care deeply about good economic management, supporting
small business and ensuring public safety, for example. We also believe that loving families are the
fundamental bedrock of any society worthy of the name. It should be noted that in supporting the
vulnerable, I will always act to uphold the sanctity of life.
A free and thriving Eastern Metropolitan Region and a free and thriving Victoria require excellent
services—in education and community services, also in health, public transport and many other
legitimate areas of state government action. They also require both economic and environmental
sustainability. When we reduce the size of government and resist increasing bureaucracy, when we
lower and abolish taxes, when we show restraint and prudence in the way we spend taxpayers’ hardearned money, then individuals and communities thrive. When we respect and protect our natural
resources, when we act to reduce waste, when we deal responsibly with the challenge of climate
change, then also individuals and communities thrive.
As I conclude, there are numerous people that I would like to thank. All successful candidates receive
a great deal of support and help. While I was thrilled to receive an overwhelming endorsement from
my party, I did not achieve that on my own. So to all those who supported me I say thank you. My
particular thanks for overseeing the convention at which I was successful go to Peter Clarke, our
party’s chairman for Eastern Metropolitan Region. I look forward to working closely with Peter. I also
thank my Liberal colleague in Eastern Metropolitan Region, my honourable friend Mr Atkinson. He
has welcomed me very warmly to this place and will continue to be, I have no doubt, a great source of
wisdom and advice for me. While I have thanked Mary already, another great mentor of mine and my
wife has been Andrea Coote, a former and much-revered member of this house. A further friend in
politics has been Neil Angus, the member for Forest Hill in the other place. My political journey really
started in the trenches with Neil back in 2006. You will not find a more dedicated, hardworking and
effective member.
Of course, more than anybody else, I should thank my family. I want to thank Mum and Dad for their
constant love and guidance. I value the support and friendship of my brother, Jono, and his wife,
Aleisha, immensely. My sister and brother-in-law, Molly and Jamie, are dear friends and have been a
great source of strength through the process that led me here. It is now a joy to see our little one,
Phoebe, with her much-loved cousins. I also need to thank my parents-in-law, Geraldine and Phil, for
their care and encouragement, along with that of Amy’s brother, Jim. Finally, no-one deserves more
thanks than my extraordinary wife, Amy—smart, unflappable, determined, caring, encouraging,
successful. I could not imagine a better life partner, and I certainly could not imagine a better mum to
our little one, Phoebe.
So it is with immense pride and a deep sense of responsibility that I start my work here in the
Parliament. My commitment to the people of Victoria, and first and foremost obviously to the people
of Melbourne’s east, is that this work will be characterised by an unerring fight for freedom. Only by
protecting and expanding freedom will all Victorians be able to experience the kinds of opportunities
I have had by being born in this great state.
Members applauded.
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan) (17:42): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 196 to 276, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (WHITTLESEA CITY COUNCIL) BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:44): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘Charter’),
I make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Local Government (Whittlesea City Council)
Bill 2020.
In my opinion, the Local Government (Whittlesea City Council) Bill 2020 as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The proposed Local Government (Whittlesea City Council) Bill 2020 (Bill) proposes to dismiss the
Whittlesea City Council (Council) and provide for the appointment of administrators for the Council. This
follows the recommendations in the report of the municipal monitor, Yehudi Blacher, who I appointed to the
Whittlesea City Council under section 223CA of the Local Government Act 1989. The report recommends
the dismissal of the council for a period ending no sooner than the 2024 Council elections.
The municipal monitor provided me with his report on 11 March 2020. The municipal monitor states that,
based on his observations, council governance has collapsed at the City of Whittlesea. The report notes that
the Council’s deep factional divides and personality conflicts have rendered it dysfunctional and that
behaviours both in the council chamber and outside it have undermined good decision making.
The municipal monitor concludes that the present council cannot deliver the good governance needed by the
City and its administration and that there needs to be an extended period of administration to enable good
governance to be restored.
As such, I seek the dismissal of elected councillors at the council to enable the administrators to develop,
implement and publicly report on an action plan to embed good governance at Whittlesea City Council.
The proposed Bill dismisses the Council until October 2024.
Human Rights Issues
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill
Taking part in public life
Section 18 of the Charter establishes a right for an individual to, without discrimination, participate in the
conduct of public affairs, to vote and be elected at periodic State and municipal elections, and to have access
to the Victorian public service and public office.
Clause 5 of the Bill clearly engages and purports to restrict the right under section 18 of the Charter.
The limitation appears to be reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society under
section 7(2) of the Charter Act.
The right to participate in the conduct of public affairs broadly relates to the exercise of governmental power
by all levels of government, including local government. The right to be elected ensures that eligible voters
have a free choice of candidates in an election and, much like the right to vote, is not conferred on all
Victorians, but is limited to eligible persons who meet certain criteria. The processes for the appointment,
promotion, suspension and dismissal of candidates and councillors are objective, reasonable and nondiscriminatory.
In this case, the purpose of the limitation is to enable the restoration of good government at the council.
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As a result of a recommendation by the Chief Municipal Inspector, I appointed Yehudi Blacher as a municipal
monitor to the council on 13 December 2019. He was required to monitor the council’s governance
functioning, processes and practices and report to me.
In summary, his report found that council governance has collapsed at the City of Whittlesea, along with its
reputation. The Council’s deep factional divides and personality conflicts have rendered it dysfunctional, the
Council’s behaviours have undermined good decision making and these behaviours collectively have been
damaging and harmful to the Council’s administration and the City’s reputation. The monitor found that the
present Council cannot deliver the good governance needed by the City and its administration.
Accordingly, the municipal monitor recommends that the council be dismissed and administrators appointed
for a period ending no sooner than the 2024 Council elections. This can only be achieved through legislation.
The serious nature of the monitor’s findings justifies the dismissal of the elected councillors. In addition, the
municipal monitor notes that there needs to be an extended period of administration to enable good
governance to be restored.
Removal of an elected council is always a matter of last resort and undertaken only in the most serious of
circumstances. While it is regrettable that this is necessary, the Government has a responsibility to protect
communities from governance failings by their local representatives.
The Local Government Act provides a less restrictive and more immediate measure, namely suspension
pursuant to section 219(1). However, section 219 is not appropriate in this case because it provides for
suspension for a maximum period of 12 months, indicating the provision is intended for circumstances in
which a short interruption to elected representation will be sufficient to overcome the failures identified.
However, as the municipal monitor’s report demonstrates, the circumstances require the removal of
democratic representatives beyond the general council elections in October 2020. This is to enable a thorough
embedding of good governance policies and procedures at the council, and the development, implementation
and reporting on an action plan to embed these processes.
In response, the Bill dismisses the Whittlesea City Council and provides for a term of administration until the
next general election for the Council in October 2024.
Under the Local Government Act, general elections for local government occur every four years in October.
Despite this, the period of administration under the Bill is considered reasonable. This is in order to give effect
to the monitor’s recommendation in relation to the period of dismissal to enable administrators to effectively
address the governance failings identified by the monitor.
Importantly, the period of administration enables the council to return to democracy in line with the statutory
timing of the next general elections for local government after October 2020, provides a full four-year term
for the next group of elected councillors and is balanced against the community interest in having
democratically elected representatives.
Privacy and Reputation
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with, and not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
Clause 5 of the Bill provides for the dismissal of the elected councillors, and therefore purports to restrict the
right under section 13 of the Charter.
Any interference with a person’s privacy and reputation is lawful and not arbitrary in this case. The decision
to remove the councillors from office follows the recommendation from a municipal monitor.
The serious nature of the issues identified at the council by the municipal monitor, as identified above, clearly
warrant the immediate removal of the councillors.
The Hon Adem Somyurek MP
Minister for Local Government
Minister for Small Business

Second reading
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (17:44): I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.
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Ms SYMES: I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This Bill will dismiss the Whittlesea City Council and provide for the appointment of an administrator or
panel of administrators in response to the recommendations of the report from the municipal monitor
appointed to the Whittlesea City Council.
The municipal monitor, Yehudi Blacher, was appointed on 13 December 2019 under section 223CA of the
Local Government Act 1989 (the Local Government Act) to monitor the Whittlesea City Council’s
governance functioning, processes and practices. This appointment was in light of concerns raised by the
Chief Municipal Inspector about the activities and actions of the councillors at the council and their ability to
provide leadership and good governance for their community.
In accordance with the municipal monitor’s terms of reference, Yehudi Blacher was required to provide an
interim report by 27 March 2020 and a final report by 30 June 2020. However, due to the urgency identified
by the municipal monitor for a final report to be submitted sooner given the ‘collapsing governance’ of the
council, I have accepted and tabled the monitor’s final report to ensure full transparency of the monitor’s
findings and process.
The monitor’s report raises serious concerns about governance at the council. Mr Blacher reports that the
council has been broken by years of internal division, factionalism and personality conflicts. According to the
report, the division between councillors runs so deep that there is little prospect of ever resolving these
differences, and as a result the council’s governance has irretrievably collapsed and the council has been
rendered dysfunctional.
Mr Blacher further notes that some councillors appear to be comforted by the fact that, notwithstanding their
endless feuding, the council continues to meet its service and statutory obligations. This, according to the
report, is largely due to the resilience and professionalism of the council administration and councillors ignore
the damage to the good governance of the council and reputation of the City of Whittlesea.
The monitor also notes that the council has had five Chief Executive Officers in five years and that this has
been destabilising for the council. The monitor notes that the recent dismissal of the former Chief Executive
Officer of the council, Mr Simon Overland, has had considerable impact on the administration. During his
tenure, Mr Overland introduced a revised Protocol for Councillor and Council Staff interaction designed to
stop inappropriate councillor interventions and interactions between councillors and staff. According to Mr
Blacher, from the perspective of staff the Protocol created a safe place to work, however for several
councillors, it was seen to restrict and delay the timely provision of information. A recently completed survey
of the organisation shows that staff morale is at a very low ebb.
Mr Blacher also points out that in an eleven-member council, with factions split six to five, it takes but one
councillor to change sides for power to shift from one faction to the other. He also states that there is a singleminded pursuit of the mayoralty given the factional ascendancy that goes with it, further damaging good
governance at the council.
An independent report completed in November 2019 by a consultancy firm commissioned by the council,
identified many instances of lack of professionalism by councillors both inside and outside the council
chamber, including threatening and aggressive behaviour, stonewalling, shaming, insulting and manipulative
behaviour. According to the monitor, the behaviour became commonplace, and continued unabated,
highlighting the failure of councillors to use the systems available to them to hold each other to account to the
statutory standards of conduct required of them.
These behaviours of councillors and the erosion of governance at the council has also come to the attention
of the Local Government Inspectorate, who has a number of active investigations relating to the council
underway.
The monitor’s report concludes that there is little prospect that the behaviours of the majority of councillors
can change. The deep factional divides and personality conflicts that have long beleaguered the council have
rendered it dysfunctional. Councillors’ behaviours both in and outside the council chamber continue to
undermine good decision-making, and have been damaging and harmful to the council’s administration and
reputation.
Accordingly, the monitor recommends dismissal of the council and the appointment of administrators for a
period ending no sooner than the October 2024 general elections for local government, to enable good
governance to be restored at the council. Mr Blacher has also recommended that the administrators develop
and publicly report on an action plan to embed good governance at the council during this period.
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The Bill provides for the next general election for the Whittlesea City Council to be held in October 2024.
This period of dismissal:
•

gives effect to the monitor’s recommendation in relation to the timing of the next election of the
council;

•

enables the council to return to democracy in line with the statutory timing of the next general
elections for local government after October 2020;

•

provides a full four-year term for the next group of elected councillors; and

•

provides sufficient time for the administrators to implement the monitor’s recommendation to
embed good governance at the council.

Dismissing a council by Parliament is the most extreme intervention by the state and is only undertaken in
the most serious cases of governance failure. It gives me no pleasure that there is evidence that this is the
current situation at the Whittlesea City Council.
Without this Bill, there is risk of further deterioration of the governance at the council and the probity, integrity
and accountability expected of local government.
I have stated before and I remain resolute that the community and Parliament expect the highest standards of
governance, probity and representation from their councillors and council staff. This Bill will ensure good
governance, and confidence, is restored at Whittlesea City Council.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Ms SYMES: I move, by leave:
That the debate be taken forthwith.

Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, President, I am just wondering where the minister is who is
responsible for this bill.
The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order.
Motion agreed to.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:46): I am having a groundhog day moment. I rise
today to speak on the Local Government (Whittlesea City Council) Bill 2020, a bill for an act to
dismiss Whittlesea City Council and to provide for a general election for that council and for other
purposes.
I stand before you today as I think the only member of this house who resides in the City of Whittlesea.
I am a local resident who has seen the rapid growth in the City of Whittlesea over many years. To put
it in perspective, postcode 3752, which is South Morang, I think is statistically the fastest growing area
in Australia. We attract many, many residents each year, and that comes with its own challenges
around infrastructure, lack of schooling, lack of facilities, and traffic. The Whittlesea area also
represents one of the most diverse areas of population throughout Australia. In fact the fastest growing
language in the City of Whittlesea is Punjabi. Hence the challenges.
I have received in coordination—and I thank the minister for this—the briefing from the municipal
monitor and his report on the governance and operations of Whittlesea City Council. Whilst I have
read this in detail and it is now publicly available after being tabled in the house this morning, the
information contained therein is of no surprise to the local residents. The community have felt
neglected for some time as councils have focused on themselves. Meetings have not been held by
council because of lack of a quorum, there has been fighting and bullying amongst councillors and
there has been this regular split of six councillors versus five councillors for a long, long time. It
switches sometimes from five to six or six to five depending on the temperature of the day. It has been
described to me by a member of the staff at Whittlesea City Council, many of whom I know, as the
most toxic environment they have ever worked in.
There have been attacks verbally on the 23-year-old female mayor, who was appointed as the youngest
mayor ever in Australia in November just past and her 26-year-old female deputy mayor. So the two
of them, these young ones getting a huge opportunity at the City of Whittlesea, have been attacked by
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other councillors and bullied. It is just not right. Irrespective of where people sit politically on the sixfive split of that council, it is not right to verbally attack and bully two young female people who are
trying to lead their community. It is just not acceptable. These ones should be given an opportunity.
But the mayor, when she was appointed and elected in November last year, upset a group of other
councillors by getting the job. One who was an aspirant to be mayor was quite upset about the fact
that he did not become the mayor and so were other members of the council who were part of a Labor
faction. So what did they do with this 23-year-old—22 at the time—who had been appointed as
mayor? What did the ALP do? They kicked her out of the ALP because she accepted a non-ALP vote
to become the mayor.
Now, I subscribe to Mr Somyurek’s comments during the Local Government Bill 2019 just recently
when he said the Labor Party should not be involved in local government. That is what he told this
house. He told this house the Labor Party should not be involved in local government, and here is a
great example of why they should not be.
It is not the first time, though, that the ALP have kicked out a Whittlesea city councillor for accepting
a non-ALP vote to become the mayor. It is not the first time, and I see my colleague Mr Atkinson
nodding away here because he knows the experience of what has gone on at Whittlesea council over
a long period of time—almost as much as the residents of Whittlesea, who have felt neglected by the
internal machinations of a council so focused on itself that it is not focusing on its ratepayers and
residents. I see many of the staff in my day-to-day life, travelling around the suburbs in which I live. I
run into many, many council staff, some of whom I regard as friends and have seen for a long time.
They tell me the morale at Whittlesea council is at an absolute, all-time low.
I repeat what I said at the start of this contribution: one of the staff members said they have never
worked in an organisation where the culture is as toxic as it is now. They have had six CEOs in five
years. Ms Bath looks shocked by that—six CEOs in five years, the latest commencing only on
2 March this year. There has been a continual power struggle amongst councillors. There has been
continual factionalism about which end of the ALP is trying to control the council. The poison is
running deep through the council chamber. As recently as last evening, when this legislation was being
mooted to come through this house today, there was an attack through Facebook on the outgoing 23year-old female mayor by another councillor, which was in a sense celebrating the sacking of this
young councillor and calling her the shortest term mayor ever in the history of Australia.
That is the sort of culture that exists in Whittlesea City Council. This councillor might have been
disappointed that they did not become the mayor. Despite telling people they did not want to become
the mayor, this councillor might have been disappointed they did not become the mayor. But a mayor
was duly elected by the council with a majority of the votes, and to attack this mayor on Facebook last
evening and to celebrate the fact that she was about to lose her role—I think the commentary was
around ‘You lose your mayoral car and what comes with it’—says a lot about the focus of these
councillors, as opposed to the focus they should have on their residents and ratepayers. But there is
more to that. It says more about that council than it does about the mayor, that Facebook post.
But what is going on in the background, behind this whole Labor power struggle between one side of
Labor and another, around the Whittlesea council chambers? There is something more to this. Well,
let me tell you what the local residents say and let me tell you what local residents know. I again
remind the house of Mr Somyurek’s comments during the Local Government Bill—that Labor should
not be involved in local politics. What is going on is a power struggle about who controls the
Whittlesea council between two MPs. That is what is going on out there, and we know it. The residents
know it and the councillors know it and the staff know it. It is a power struggle about which MP—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: It’s a good question, Mr Finn; I will come to that—out in the north controls
Whittlesea City Council. Mr Finn asked me by way of interjection: ‘Who are they?’. Well, I can tell
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you it is so obvious and it is so well known by the people who live in the City of Whittlesea that it is
a fight whether the member for Mill Park controls the council or the member for Yan Yean controls
the council, and that is what is going on out there. Does the Yan Yean group have the five or does the
Yan Yean group have the six? Does the Mill Park group have the five or does the Mill Park group
have the six? That is what is going on. The residents of Whittlesea are suffering because two MPs
want to be the power base. They want to control the council. Quite simply, the residents are sick and
tired of it. If the answer to this is that we have to sack the council, then so be it. Sack the council. But
there are a couple of MPs who should put their hand up right now and say they were a part of this.
And so when we are pointing the fingers at councillors and saying who was good and not so good,
there are a couple of MPs—Mill Park and Yan Yean—we should be pointing the finger at as well.
You were a part of this whole thing. I support this bill.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:55): We are here debating today a bill that seeks to
dismiss a democratically elected local council, this time Whittlesea council. The reason I say ‘this
time’ is that this type of proposal is being brought to the Legislative Council with increased frequency
and with increased haste. The question has to be asked why we as a Parliament have to consider the
third dismissal of a council within about a six-month time frame and why we are given less than
48 hours notice for such significant bills and proposals with little or no time to read the relevant reports
and do our due diligence for arguably what are some of the most critical decisions that we make in
this place.
First, let us review how we got to this point. Questions have been raised about the functioning of
Whittlesea council for a number of months now after reports emerged of potential dysfunction and
instability. In response to growing concern, the Minister for Local Government appointed a monitor
to review the functioning of the council with the remit to undertake this investigation over a six-month
period, with an interim report to be submitted by the end of March 2020. However, the monitor
submitted his report early to the government. As we understand it, this happened last Tuesday and
MPs in this place were notified on Monday evening of the government’s intention to dismiss the
council. The monitor’s report was tabled at approximately 1.00 pm on Tuesday in this Parliament, and
here we are at 5.00 pm on Wednesday making this critical decision.
The monitor’s report is compelling and highlights some serious issues occurring within the governance
and functioning of Whittlesea council. These include governance having irretrievably collapsed;
councillors ignoring the damage being done to good governance and the reputation of the city; over
the past two years an expenditure of over $500 000 by council on legal matters relating to working
relationships between councillors and the CEO, as well as legal action regarding a recent dismissal of
the CEO; and ‘relentless and accumulative disputes, conflict and stress, which has become
institutionalised’, as cited in the Governance Matters report. There is confusion apparently about roles,
responsibilities and limits of authority. The monitor states that he found a lack of accountability. Over
20 active investigations are occurring currently, mainly with the local government inspectorate; two
are referrals the monitor is making to the municipal inspector and to IBAC. The monitor concludes
that he believes there is no prospect for change as the issues are intractable.
As I mentioned earlier, this is a compelling case for a dismissal as it suggests that the council is unable
to continue to govern its city and that the interests of the community are not being served. While for
these reasons the Greens will be supporting this bill, several big questions remain about the process to
date that have the potential to both overshadow and undermine the findings that have been made so
far and the process that has been undertaken so far. Some of these concerns that I think need to be
tabled and considered on the record include that while the conclusions of the report are strong, there
is little evidence provided in the content of the report and very few examples provided upon which
each of us here can assess and interrogate the findings made in the report. Without these bodies of
evidence and without the luxury of time, even a mere few days, how can we corroborate these findings
or challenge them? How can we consult with the community and key people to assess them? There
are many questions that have not been answered, and we are being asked to make some big
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assumptions in making this decision. For example, why has a recommendation been made three
months before it was due?
Then there is the question about efforts to improve things having failed. The monitor has been with
the council for a 12-week period, and while he states that he thinks the problems are intractable, there
is little information about what interventions have been tried and exhausted, why this finding has been
made and why now. And the reason these questions need to be explored more fully is that the decision
we are about to make has some of the most significant consequences for democracy, no less, and for
how much we respect a whole tier of government. If this chamber gets into the routine habit of
dismissing councils with 24 hours to 48 hours notice, with little regard for consulting the community,
for doing our due diligence, we are undermining the autonomy and integrity of a whole level of
government, and this decision should not be taken lightly.
There are also significant concerns about the time frame that has been proposed in the bill for a return
of democracy to the people of Whittlesea. Once again we see a time frame of 2024, nearly four and a
half years before the people of Whittlesea will be once again allowed to democratically elect their
representatives. They should have democratically elected representatives as soon as possible. That is
why the Greens will be moving an amendment to bring forward this date, and I am happy for that
amendment to be circulating now.
Greens amendment circulated by Dr RATNAM pursuant to standing orders.
Dr RATNAM: I hope that during the committee stage of this bill we can interrogate more closely
the questions that I have raised. They are questions that have to be asked, and they should be answered
by the government. The government cannot rely on using a hasty process once again to ask members
in this chamber to make such a critical decision. I hope that none of us make this decision lightly and
that we advocate for ensuring that we have a much better process should we ever be in the situation to
consider such a decision again in this term of Parliament.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (18:01): I will be brief. Once again we have a rushed motion to
sack a council—a skimpy report on Tuesday, a bill rushed through on Wednesday. This is a pattern of
behaviour for this government. To be clear, I see no reason this had to be rushed through the chamber
today, without giving the crossbench time to come to a proper conclusion, time to weigh the evidence.
It is not as if we have a large party apparatus to do our research for us, and unlike the members of the
Labor Party, we do not get told how to vote as we turn up to the chamber. As far as I am concerned,
this rushed process is not acceptable. In this case we do not have evidence of corruption like Casey; it
is just two Labor Party factions having a go at each other and the government wanting to cover it all
over—throw some dirt on the grave, smooth it over and deny the residents the opportunity to vote for
their councillors or to make any needed changes themselves.
If ratepayers think their council is ineffective and it costs too much, they elect a different one. That is
how democracy works. But here the minister wants to hide Labor’s dirty laundry. We have had a
monitor appointed for a few months—and apparently pocketing $160 000 of ratepayers money—to
produce the report the minister wanted. I wonder if this one went through several drafts as well?
It should be clear that the councillors have not behaved particularly well. Maybe they deserve to be
sacked. But if so, if the only problem was the councillors, there is no reason that there cannot be an
election in October—except that does not suit the minister’s agenda. We do not support this routine
sacking of councils. As a matter of principle we think these things should be left to the voters in all but
the most grotesque cases of corruption or poor behaviour. Despite the report, I struggle to see that this
council meets that standard. Let me state clearly: we do not and will not accept these bills being rushed
through the house with no due process. Minister, do better if you want our support. Maybe turn up.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (18:03): I rise with some disappointment and sadness to
speak to this bill. It is rushed. I do not feel that the report is actually as compelling as other reports that
we have seen when we have been asked to sack an elected government, to sack 11 elected
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representatives. In fact the report goes to great lengths to tell us that all 11 representatives did not act
badly, did not bring the council into disrepute. In fact it was just a few. The monitor does not go to
name who they were, but he certainly does not say that all 11 councillors acted so poorly that they
should be sacked and the ever-growing constituency of Whittlesea, the quarter of a million people,
should be without elected representatives for four and a half years. I think this is entirely unreasonable.
Dr Ratnam did outline the time line of this, and I am at a loss as to why the time line was rushed. The
monitor, yes, was two weeks before Christmas, a few days after a young female was elected as mayor
and a young female was appointed deputy mayor, and with such enthusiasm and optimism. It was a
real delight to spend time with those women. I was really looking forward to spending time with them
and getting to know them more. They had deep aspirations for their community, which I shared. But
here we have a report from a monitor who was asked to spend six months looking at this council to
consider the appointment and oversight of a CEO, and:
To advise on and provide assistance and support to the Council in relation to the Council’s governance and
practices, with specific regard to the matters raised in clauses 1 and 2—

which were in regard to the appointment of the CEO. The monitor was also asked:
To monitor any other issues identified by the municipal monitor which could impact on the integrity of
Council decision-making and the Council’s ability to provide good governance.

Those 19 pages that he delivered two weeks early were supposed to be an interim report. They decided
not to complete the full six months of monitoring. When we had the most recent case of sacking a
council, Casey council, there was absolute criminal activity being alleged in that council. In fact I think
it is quite clear that there has been criminal activity. That was not the case in this council. There were
also reports—and the monitor actually confirms this—that poor behaviour in this council had been
going on for years, if not decades.
But the monitor comes back two weeks early with a 19-page report, and I am including the page that
has the terms of reference and the contents, to say that this council must urgently be sacked, there is
nothing we can do to help this council and its governance is poor—and yes, there are some examples
but there are no specific examples. In fact it would appear in my reading—and I have had the
opportunity to read it a couple of times, even though we only received this document yesterday—that
they had very poor social media skills, and this continues, and that they could benefit from a best
practice guide. I think we all could benefit from a best practice guide on how to use social media.
They appear to have some poor social skills and they did not seem to be able to get along with others.
They fought amongst themselves. I do not know if anybody has watched us on television, but I think
we could be accused of the same. There were poor relationships with staff. Now that I did find
concerning, the health and safety of the staff. I have spent a lot of time with the Whittlesea staff. I have
regular visits and regular meetings with Whittlesea, and I have found those staff to be passionate. In
fact it was only a couple of weeks ago that Mr Ondarchie and I were in Whittlesea for a homelessness
inquiry that we had great assistance from the Whittlesea council in coordinating. They provided us
with excellent information and they have always done that.
So we are talking about poor social media, poor social skills and poor relationships with staff. The
monitor did mention once on page 13 that he made some suggestions on how they could get along
better and that the mayor tried that but it did not last long. I certainly think we could have tried a bit
harder. We paid the monitor $50 000. We asked the monitor to spend six months there to see how he
could improve things. This is not a council that is filled with corruption. This is not a council that is
facing criminal charges. This is a council that has been accused of bad behaviour towards each other
and bad behaviour towards staff. As the minister states in his second-reading speech:
Dismissing a council by Parliament is the most extreme intervention by the state and is only undertaken in
the most serious cases of governance failure.

BILLS
1166

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 18 March 2020

I cannot find that in this report. I cannot find the extreme nature here. I cannot find any reason why we
would require the ever-growing City of Whittlesea to be without local governance and to be without
local elected representatives for four and a half years.
I am very disappointed. I do not feel that there is any urgency to this. It is not as if someone is about
to rob a bank or there is any illegality here, so what was the urgency? The report relies heavily on two
other reports that we have not been able to see. We have not received copies of those reports. It relied
very heavily on those. I do not think it does provide a compelling case for dismissing a council, and it
particularly does not provide a compelling case for dismissing a council within 24 hours of the report
being tabled in this Parliament.
I, like Mr Quilty, like Dr Ratnam, would have liked more time to investigate this. I would have liked
to have more time to maybe even read the reports that this report relies on to get a greater understanding
of this. I do think that there would have been better ways to have handled this. I do think that this has
been rushed, and I fear that if this is how we are going to continue—we did this with Casey council as
well—is Mornington next? Cardinia? I do not know, but every Wednesday afternoon are we going to
spend an hour sacking a council?
I am disappointed with this. At one stage the government was not going to provide much time for
debate or for committee, so I am pleased that we will be able to ask some questions of the minister
and the minister’s office. I thank the minister’s office because they have been forthcoming with
information at late hours of the night last night when we were trying to prepare for today. I thank the
minister’s office for that. I will hold my judgement on this bill until after the committee process.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (18:12): As I have said here many times, I do not take the
sacking of a democratically elected council lightly. I would be inclined to go along with it if there were
proven instances of corruption or criminal behaviour attached to that council, but dysfunctionality is a
rather subjective idea. I mean, who here would claim to come from a dysfunctional family? I think
such matters should be left in the hands of the electors.
This sacking is another assault on local democracy carried out by the Labor Party and the coalition
here in joined forces. It is not often seen, but when they do get together often it is to do some damage
to local democracy. They last teamed up to further the interests of major contributors to their parties
by resisting meaningful reform of political donations. They joined forces to defeat my motion and
Dr Ratnam’s amendment aimed to put a full stop to cash given to politicians and councillors by
developers and the gambling industry. Now they gang up to quickly depose a local government.
The government is trying to sack the council without any meaningful examination or review here in
the house of review, the Legislative Council. Why do they not want this decision examined? The
timing is revealing in the extreme. The government says Whittlesea has been dysfunctional. Well,
maybe, but no differently to how it has been operating for years. Two factions have dominated the
council for many years. What changed was the mayoral elections late last year when young Cr Sterjova
defected from the Labor camp and accepted the mayoralty, in the process giving the numbers to the
other Labor camp, or, I should say, the ex-Labor camp.
I am very unimpressed with the unseemly haste with which this bill is being rushed through
Parliament. The government apparently thinks, in Shakespeare’s words about another dark act, that if
it were done, ‘tis best that it were done quickly. They argued due process when opposing my motion
about Casey council. Where is their concern about due process here? It is a fraud on the voters,
especially on the voters of Whittlesea. This bill has all the hallmarks of a dummy spit by a party
accustomed to running the show in Whittlesea and not prepared to have it any other way.
The cry to dismiss the council started when, as I said, the young mayor changed sides. Cr Sterjova
became mayor on 7 November 2019. Less than three weeks later Labor councillor and ex-mayor
Lawrie Cox was telling the local paper that the state government had to act. He was joined by a local
state MP and quickly followed by the Labor federal member for McEwen, who said the council had
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shown a complete lack of integrity and was wasting taxpayer dollars on dysfunction. But by then the
local government minister had already got the message. So Labor lost control of a council and
appointed a monitor inside five weeks. This is all from a government who says there is no room for
party politics in council, and no wonder.
I would be more inclined to support the bill if the period of administration was minimal, say up to the
elections this year or even an election scheduled for next year. This is an area where planning is of
intense importance. It is so important that the community is represented democratically in the face of
all the planning decisions that are so importantly going on in this area. Under administration who really
calls the shots? I have seen some dreadful examples of unpopular decisions made under
administration.
This is the second council managing a growth corridor area to be dismissed in a few short weeks. Let
me quote from the monitor’s report:
The City’s rapid population growth sets major challenges for the provision of physical and social
infrastructure, access to employment and addressing social disconnection. These considerable challenges
require leadership and professionalism of a very high order from the Council and its administration.

This bill is a signed confession that rapid population growth can come at the expense of local
democracy. Most of you can only imagine the pressures put on councils by the government’s
population targets. Each council is allocated a share of Melbourne’s unsustainable population growth.
To please the planning minister each council must be meeting its growth targets. Imagine that—
population growth targets in this day of climate change, species extinction and water shortages. A
council must be meeting its growth targets through development approvals in order to get any sort of
minimal planning controls from the minister. I know firsthand from my experience as a councillor and
a mayor the pressures put on councils in planning decisions, allocating open space and sportsgrounds
while trying to deal with infrastructure backlogs caused by this government’s rapid population growth
policy.
This government does not want to reduce the influence of property developers by banning the
donations they make. At what cost, I ask? The corruption of councils? Huge tensions caused by urgent
and competing interests in the council chambers? ‘Nothing to see here’, they say. ‘Dysfunctional,
maybe; corrupt, never’.
The Sustainable Australia party believes that local government is important. We believe in making
decisions at the closest practicable level to the people. I have sought to create greater respect for local
government during my time here by giving councils real responsibility to their people: in my private
members bill to give councils more planning powers, in my motion to dismiss Casey council after
massive corruption was revealed, in my response to the government bill to remove democracy from
Casey—and here—for five years and in my position taken on the Local Government Bill 2019 the
other week.
I want to do the same here. Unless it is properly amended, I will be voting against this bill.
Unfortunately I think the government treats local government with thinly disguised contempt, and the
position of the opposition today does not give us much hope. Supporters of a genuine role for local
government in Victoria will need to look to Sustainable Australia and the other crossbenchers to find
their champions.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:19): I am pleased—I might
perhaps be overstating the position—I am happy to make a contribution, that might be better, on the
Local Government (Whittlesea City Council) Bill 2020. This is an important bill, and I want to be
quite clear that sacking a council is a very serious matter. The community do not want to see their
councils sacked willy-nilly, and this is frankly becoming a very regular occurrence in this place.
I want to put on record today two key points. The first is that the opposition will not oppose this bill.
We do think the Whittlesea council is a problem, but this is an on-balance decision. We have seen the
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report, and I will come to the report from the monitor in a moment, but this is become an increasing
tendency of this government. There is an increasing arrogance. There are increasing decisions to push
forward no matter what the obstacles. They are not listening to local communities and not taking a
response that I think is a considered approach. So I do make that point. But I think there are genuine
issues here of local democracy. I think this is a very fast growing area, and Mr Ondarchie has made a
number of points. I know as a local member he lives in Whittlesea and he has a deep understanding of
the area. But this Whittlesea shire area is a massive growth area. It is one of our fastest growing
municipalities. There is an urgent need for more infrastructure. There is an urgent need for better
planning.
I am going to make some reference in a moment to the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO)
report Managing Development Contributions, which was tabled today in the Parliament. It is a report
that is scathing, absolutely scathing, about the state government’s management of development
contributions, the management of infrastructure contributions that underpin many of these areas, the
lack of application of those contributions and the focus that should be on coordinating the new
infrastructure that is going to support the massive population growth.
Victoria has more than 140 000 people coming here each year, and more than 120 000 of those come
to metropolitan Melbourne. They come to Wyndham, to Hume, to Melton, to Whittlesea and to the
south-east, Cardinia and Casey principally—overwhelmingly into those areas of metropolitan
Melbourne. They are on the edge of the city facing huge needs for support services. A council is a
very important part of ensuring that the services are available, that they are carefully planned and that
they are responsive to the community needs as things go forward.
So there is this tendency in the government. It is a serious matter to sack a council. We are troubled, I
have to say, about a number of the aspects of the report, and there is evidence of dysfunction in the
council; there is. Let us be quite clear. We cannot airbrush that away. Is that sufficient to sack the
council? Well, on this occasion we have made the decision that on balance it is, but I put on record my
view and the view of the opposition that we do not want to see council after council after council being
sacked, and this does frankly trouble us.
I want to say something about the VAGO report first in the context of Whittlesea and the input of local
democracy and the input of councils. I am going to read the conclusion from page 8 of the Auditor’s
report, because it is, I think, telling:
Victoria’s development contributions are not delivering the infrastructure needed by growing communities to
support their quality of life.
This is largely because state agencies have not managed development contributions tools strategically to
maximise their value and impact. Instead, they manage the tools in isolation, with overlapping roles and no
overarching strategy, goals or plan to … measure their collective success.

Whittlesea is a major recipient of the growth areas infrastructure contribution. The community in
Whittlesea is paying GAIC via the contributions that are scooped out by the state government at the
early point when the land is turned to development land. It continues:
The state‐managed GAIC program is inefficient and lacks strategic effect because project funding decisions
are split between two disconnected processes. This limits DELWP’s ability to direct GAIC project funding
towards the areas of greatest benefit and perform financial management of GAIC trusts.
The ICP program’s implementation is delayed. DELWP and VPA’s—

the Victorian Planning Authority’s—
effort to implement the ICP program has reduced its focus on addressing the existing issues with the DCP—

the development contribution program—
program, which remains unnecessarily complex, costly and time‐consuming for councils to use.
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So the DCP, which councils manage, is deeply flawed in the way it is being applied now. It continues:
For many councils—

and I suggest Whittlesea is no different in this—
VA/s173 agreements are the only realistic option to collect contributions for infrastructure. However, these
one‐off agreements are not designed specifically for development contributions and are unsuitable for
supporting infrastructure delivery at the scale offered by the DCP and ICP programs.

Some of the commentary in the report is scathing of the way the state government has managed this,
and it does recommend that the programs be overhauled and for the government to:
… investigate the extent to which councils deliver infrastructure through Infrastructure Contributions Plans
and Development Contributions Plans that is beyond a ‘basic and essential’ standard and use this information
to assess whether restrictions on community infrastructure need revision …

I would say, how on earth—
Dr Cumming: On a point of order, President, on just the relevance to this motion in the contribution
that the Leader of the Opposition is making.
The PRESIDENT: I think he is referring to the report.
Dr Cumming: He is not reading. We are actually dealing with the local government of Whittlesea,
and he is referring to another report that has nothing to do with what we are doing at the moment.
The PRESIDENT: From my understanding it is relevant. Continue, Mr Davis.
Mr DAVIS: It is very relevant. This report deals with growth councils and infrastructure in growth
council areas, and Whittlesea is a prime example of such a case. My point essentially for the chamber
is that without a council in position it is very hard to see how councils are going to be supporting the
right infrastructure, influencing government and ensuring that the GAIC is brought to its destination
in their area in the right way, in the right time and in the right place. So that is why I am bringing this
matter to the chamber. The infrastructure contributions of the various types that have been dealt with
by the Auditor today should give people cause for pause right across a broad front. But Whittlesea is
ground zero for this.
If I can make another point here, I want to say something about the monitor’s report. Let us be clear
about its recommendations. They are quite clear recommendations. They recommend sacking the
council. They recommend the council be dismissed, administrators be appointed no sooner than the
2024 elections and for administrators to develop, implement and publicly report on an action plan to
embed good governance at the council, taking into account the reform opportunities in the Local
Government Bill 2019, which, as this chamber well understands, has recently been passed.
Mr Yehudi Blacher’s report, and he is the monitor, says:
However, the Council itself is broken by years—

and I am quoting ‘broken’ because I think it is an unnecessarily florid word in the context of a
monitor’s report—
of internal division, factionalism, personality conflicts and bitter legacies of perceived betrayals. The poisons
in Council run so deep that Councillors from both sides of the divide see little prospect of ever bridging their
differences. Council governance has irretrievably collapsed.

That is what he says, and it is certainly florid—I think unnecessarily florid. I think he is a man that has
gone in with a mission, if I can be just slightly unkind for a moment. I do not think he has brought the
level of objectivity that I think perhaps we would have wanted. Notwithstanding that, I think there is
some truth in what he is saying. The council is something of a shambles, and my colleague has
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certainly made some of those points. My colleague in the other place Mr Smith has also pointed to
some of the clear failings in the council.
I have dealt with a number of those councillors. I was shadow minister in the last opposition period,
and I had a good relationship with a number of the councillors from Whittlesea, including Mary Lalios,
who I think in many ways at the Municipal Association of Victoria did a good job. So I am putting
that on record. I do not think that they are all people of no merit, and I want to say that they have had
a tough time managing at the Whittlesea council. Now, there has been that procession of different
CEOs, and I think Mr Blacher is overly generous, if I can be honest, to Mr Overland.
The council did move Mr Overland on, and if I can be honest, if I had been on a council at that stage
and had a CEO who was about to go and give very difficult evidence at IBAC, I would have been
concerned. I would have been concerned about the position as CEO. I would have been concerned—
and I am being quite honest here. I think if you were on a council and your CEO was going for a jump
at IBAC, you would be somewhat concerned. And I am not judging the councillors for that, because
I think they would have some legitimate points to make.
And we now know that Mr Overland’s memory failed; it was restored when the documents were found
and the diaries were found. But leaving all of that aside, the council did not have a happy experience
with Mr Overland there, and that is the recent period. Whatever his skills—and he is not a person
without capacity; that is true—he perhaps in my view is more suited to a command and control
structure. He has been in the police force for a long time, and councils are not that zone. They are not
that zone. The CEOs have considerable power, let us be clear, and they should have considerable
power, but they are not omnipotent. They are people who need to work with their councils; the council
is actually the board and the CEO is the person who is answerable to that council. And none of that
excuses the bad behaviour which has undoubtedly occurred at Whittlesea council. None of that
excuses the bad behaviour. So this, by the opposition, is an on-balance decision where we say there
are failings. We note those failings, and we note the report that has come from the monitor. The
monitor has certainly laid out some evidence. But it does, if I can be honest, have the feel that he has
gone in with a job to do.
And having said that, as I said, the truth of the matter is there has been poor behaviour in the council.
There has been reprehensible behaviour, and I do not think any of us can or should excuse that. And
in this circumstance, the opposition’s view is that we will support the government’s decision and
support the bill, with reservations.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18:32): I want to start at the outset talking about the
Municipal Monitor’s Report on the Governance and Operations of the Whittlesea City Council and
the point that he made around the factional infighting of that particular council and how that actually
poisoned the council. And I want to say on the record, so everybody here knows, where all the political
alliances lay and how that was the undoing of that council. I want everyone to know that Sam Alessi
and Kris Pavlidis were left of Labor. Lawrie Cox and Stevan Kozmevski were right of Labor. You
had Tom Joseph, a Liberal, who actually bound together with those four from Labor to make that fivepack. Then you had Emilia Sterjova, who is the current mayor; Mary Lalios; Norm Kelly; and Alahna
Desiato—all former Labor. So you had four disgruntled Labor within that council. Then you had Caz
Monteleone—he was the Independent—and Ricky Kirkham, who was a Liberal and who resigned.
That is the political landscape of that particular council, and that was their undoing. It is incredible to
think that we are actually sacking a council that was dominated, really, by the Labor Party and that the
Labor Party could not actually manage their own. So therefore we as a Parliament are going to sack
them, just due to a party system that could not actually look after their own members, by not endorsing
them, by throwing them out of their own party—which they have, but for the wrong reasons—and by
not actually managing their own within their own party. Now we have a situation where a whole city,
as the monitor’s report rightly said—Whittlesea, one of the largest councils, an interface council with
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a large budget, growing and very multicultural—now is going to actually have no governance for four
years due to a party and factional infighting and their not getting along.
Add another layer of, really, Labor men picking on Labor women—let us put it out there because that
is exactly what it was, and picking on young women, mind you, and the party not doing anything about
it—as well as within their own party pushing for that endorsement. Danielle Green pushed for the
party’s endorsement in the City of Whittlesea, pushed for that in those elections, and it created that
problem in that particular area.
When we debated the Local Government Bill 2019 only in the last sitting, I had unequivocally said
that we need to actually make sure that when people are voting they understand memberships of
people’s parties and past memberships, and that has to be clearly stated in a candidate’s statement or
it has to be known. It has to be known so then the community can actually know what this underlying
problem is—left, right, Labor, whatever, not endorsed, now endorsed—and actually understand that
when people come out and say that they are Independents when they are not, they are just not-endorsed
Labor people or not-endorsed Liberal people, so the community can make informed decisions when
they go out and vote.
Now we are looking down the barrel of sacking another council but this one not due to corruption, just
due to personalities and due to party infighting—ridiculous to the extreme. Ridiculous to the extreme.
If you read this monitor’s report, there were many flaws in this monitor’s report, and we should
understand as a Parliament that this is just a recommendation that we do not actually have to endorse.
We can go back and say, ‘You know what? You were paid till June to write a proper, detailed report.
How very dare you come here in March with this? Go back and bring us a detailed report’, seeing that
within this report it explains how there are matters still being investigated. From what I can understand
of this report from reading through it, it actually explains that there are currently over 20 active
investigations. You have got 20 active investigations, and the monitor can come down with this report
without allowing those investigations to go through their due process, virtually coming over the top
and actually doing this.
Then you have no pat on the back for that council for actually removing the CEO at that time. The
report is trying to make out that that council had five CEOs—no, they did not. When a CEO is removed
there is normally an acting CEO, which is one of the executive, until they have someone else. It
actually wrongly states that there were five CEOs, as well as not giving that council a pat on the back
for seeing the writing on the wall when it came to Simon Overland. Looking within all the papers you
can understand why that council took that action, and now they are copping the backlash for that. You
can actually read within this report that the staff petitioned for Simon to stay there. How very dare you,
staff? The only person that the councillors actually employ is the CEO. The staff have no place in
picking a CEO. Does the monitor actually highlight this? Because there must be a problem if the staff
can write a petition to say they want a certain CEO. Really? When has that come into play?
For the monitor actually to miss that and to actually highlight it like it was a wonderful thing that the
staff did a petition—really? I am trying to actually understand, reading through this report, how—
please, if I am missing something here—only two weeks ago we debated the Local Government
Bill 2019. Why are we not waiting for that amended act and using that act for this very purpose? Is
there something wrong with the Local Government Bill 2019 that is currently sitting in the lower house
and will be coming back here? Is there something wrong with it? Why are we still sacking a council
under, apparently, the old Local Government Act 1989? Why, if we have a new Local Government
Act, can we not remove the bad apples? Why are councillors such as Mary or Emilia or the others that
have done nothing wrong being tainted with this brush? Why are they not being looked after? Why
are the people who have made Whittlesea City Council void of governance not being thrown out?
Why are we not waiting for our new Local Government Act to do the right thing by Whittlesea
council? Why are we in such a rush?
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To understand that the monitor was working over December and January, where councils absolutely
do virtually nothing much, like everyone over Christmas and January, and to think that he has been
able to write this report within February and March—six weeks, and here we are sacking a council—
and this report was meant to come out in two weeks time, let alone the fact that he was paid until June,
I am flabbergasted to say the least. I do not understand the hurry, and I also do not understand, if we
have got a brand-new Local Government Act in the pipeline, why we are not waiting for that. Why
are we not using this new Local Government Act to do something about Whittlesea and to do the right
thing by the community in Whittlesea?
I, like Dr Ratnam, have got an amendment not dissimilar and not dissimilar to things that I have heard
from the Liberal Party in past months.
Independent amendments circulated by Dr CUMMING pursuant to standing orders.
Dr CUMMING: My amendment is to change the date from March to—the Liberal Party loves
this date—March 2023. It is the magic Liberal Party date. I have put it in an amendment, and maybe
the Liberal Party will choose that.
Talking about this monitor’s report, to actually know that there can be an abuse of the system where
councillors who are fighting amongst themselves can actually use ratepayers money to fight amongst
themselves to the tune of almost half a million dollars is absolutely ludicrous. Maybe this new Local
Government Act should have had something in it to actually say, ‘If you wish to take up these kinds
of matters, you have to take it out of your own purse. If you wish to have your own private grievances,
you should actually pay for it yourself’. Let us see if this would have actually been able to be played
out if they were not using the ratepayers purse to go through all these legal actions and to actually go
through all of these monitors as well as mediators and all of their grievances via that.
Also, understand that there is an employment matters committee and understand that the vast majority
of the problems could have been that they were dysfunctional and they were not corrupt. They could
have actually had someone in there to change-manage the council. To think that there could have been
other ways to deal with the problems at Whittlesea, but then to sack this council—especially the
councillors who have done nothing wrong and especially with the wonderful contribution of Mary
Lalios, being the president of the Municipal Association of Victoria—I am utterly appalled.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Minister for Regional Development, Minister for Agriculture,
Minister for Resources) (18:45): I move:
That the bill be committed to a committee of the whole on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Adjournment
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (18:45): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

CHILDS ROAD INTERSECTIONS
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (18:45): My adjournment tonight is for the Minister
for Transport Infrastructure in the other place, and it concerns Childs Road in my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region. Minister, the 2018 works on Dalton Road in Thomastown and Epping
left many residents and motorists angry with the raised speed humps at the intersections with traffic
lights. You may remember that recently I asked you in a constituency question if the government will
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be installing these raised intersections or speed humps on Childs Road in Epping and Mill Park. I did
not get a conclusive answer. Residents were left shaking their heads that these speed humps may be
considered by the Labor government for Childs Road, and they feel like they are being used as guinea
pigs by the government and clearly taken for granted by Labor.
I want to thank local community advocate Lakhwinder Singh Dhillon, who has shown real leadership.
Mr Dhillon has gone door to door with a petition calling on the government for no raised intersections
on Childs Road, and today it was my honour to table that petition with 151 names on his behalf.
Minister, in response to the petition collected by local advocate Lakhwinder Singh Dhillon, the action
I seek is that you rule out any raised intersection or speed humps on any of the new or current
intersections on Childs Road.
WILDWOOD WILDLIFE SHELTER
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (18:47): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek is for her to support vital infrastructure at
Wildwood wildlife sanctuary in Glenthompson. Pam from Wildwood Wildlife Shelter is a licensed
rescuer, carer and rehabilitator from Western Victoria. She has dedicated 30 years to rescuing, raising,
rehabilitating and releasing thousands of native animals and birds.
Amongst her peers Pam is widely considered an expert in the field of kangaroo rehabilitation. She has
contributed significantly to the knowledge and understanding of the care and rehabilitation of
kangaroos. However, Pam works under difficult circumstances—alone, with little to no financial
support. On top of this her neighbours recently applied for licences to shoot kangaroos, meaning she
can no longer release her rescues nearby. Thankfully Pam was offered a safe release site on a 300-acre
property safe from shooters. However, using this site involves setting up a series of both small and
large soft-release enclosures, with the small enclosures requiring weatherproof sheds.
Wildlife shelters do vital work for our iconic native animals, and particularly right now, coming out
of the bushfire crisis and as we suffer drought, we need as many wildlife carers as we can get. I hope
the government can support Wildwood Wildlife Shelter by helping them build the important
infrastructure they need to operate at maximum effectiveness.
COVID-19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:48): My matter for the
adjournment tonight is for the attention of the Minister for Local Government. I have asked time and
again in this chamber with the COVID-19 threats and the impact on the world economy and the
Australian economy, but particularly our economy, what the minister is going to do to protect small
business. What steps is he going to take? I ask him: what will occur in cases of small retail businesses
that are facing the issue of increased land tax? A number of these small retail businesses are going to
be hit very hard indeed. People in this chamber will have moved around the city, for example, but this
is true in the country, it is true in the suburbs and it is true across the state.
Our small restaurants are being hit very hard indeed. You can look into most restaurants tonight and
you will see that there are very few people there. Those restaurants are paying liquor licensing fees
and they are paying massive fees for land tax. Many of them will face increases in their land tax this
year. So I ask what steps he will finally take, and I ask him to come forward. The action I am
specifically seeking from the minister is that he come forward with a package—with a way forward—
that will help those small retail and hospitality businesses that are going to be hit so hard with this
process that is occurring at the moment.
I understand this is nobody’s fault, but it is important how we respond as a community, and it is
important that the state government—which the minister admits does have some of the levers which
will impact directly on those small businesses—responds. As he said today, there are 615 000 small
businesses in the state; 200 000 of them employ people. Many of those small businesses—those small
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retail, hospitality and food businesses—are facing huge threats at the moment. And the staff obviously
face huge threats; many, if the restaurant folds, will lose their job. We know what happened. Some of
us are old enough to remember the last recession and indeed the one before, and the period from 1989
through to 1992 was not a happy time in this state, with huge unemployment and huge impacts. This
is what happens with Labor governments that cannot manage money, Labor governments that
squander money—we have seen this with major projects—Labor governments that rack up debt,
Labor governments that put us in a position where when a true, serious event like we are seeing now
happens, the state government is not able to respond properly. So I say to him: Minister, the action I
want is for you to come forward urgently with a response for those small hospitality and food
businesses.
TEACHER SAFETY
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (18:51): My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Education and concerns teacher safety. Our schools are no longer simply a collection of
classrooms. They are social and cultural institutions. Our teachers are not simply educators; they
instead provide a huge degree of pastoral care. Their work is invaluable. Given the importance of
schools we should be mindful of the lessons that students are learning both inside and outside of the
classrooms; therefore I am becoming increasingly worried about this recent trend of teachers being
assaulted by both parents and students. Schools should be free of violence.
Official figures show each Victorian state school reports on average between one and two violent
incidents a year. In 2018 about 2100 violent and aggressive incidents were recorded, with 200 of those
leading to police involvement. This is simply not good enough. Four years ago the president of the
Australian Principals Federation, Julie Podbury, raised the idea of mandatory sentencing for parents
who assault teachers, stating that ‘Principals want to see staff in school protected and feeling safe’.
Victoria has mandatory sentencing laws for anyone who assaults and injures on-duty emergency
services workers, such as police officers, paramedics and firefighters. While I commend these laws, I
cannot understand why the invaluable work of some professions is prioritised over others—a
sentiment I know many in the community share with me. Therefore the action that I seek is for the
education minister to consider broadening existing workplace safety laws and strengthening penalties
for those who assault teachers. This is needed in order to protect our teachers, who should feel
completely safe while performing their vital role. I would also welcome the views of some of the major
industry bodies, such as the Australian Education Union, Independent Schools Victoria and Catholic
Education Melbourne, on the state of workplace safety in our schools.
WORKSAFE CLAIM
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:53): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Workplace Safety, and it concerns a protracted WorkSafe Victoria claim involving one of my
constituents, Kathleen Humphries. The action that I seek is for the minister to conduct an immediate
review of the WorkSafe claim of Kathleen Humphries with a view to ordering that Mrs Humphries be
supplied with an appropriate electric bed, as recommended by her occupational therapist.
More than 25 years ago my constituent was injured at her place of employment, Kraft Cheese, which
is now known as Bega Cheese, in Strathmerton. Kathleen suffered several herniated discs in her back
that cannot be surgically repaired and will be treated only by pain management for the rest of her life.
As Kathleen was and remains a married woman, WorkSafe and Kraft, which was self-insured,
provided her with an adjustable, electric king-sized bed to reduce her pain and discomfort. In 2008
Bega Cheese purchased the operation from Kraft and CGU Insurance took over control of Kathleen’s
lifetime claim.
Last year Kathleen had her living and sleeping arrangements assessed by an occupational therapist,
who advised that her 25-year-old bed is no longer fit for purpose and needs to be replaced. All attempts
by Kathleen to have the bed replaced by WorkSafe and CGU Insurance have been unsuccessful, with
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CGU only offering Kathleen an electric king-single bed. This offer was even more insulting when
CGU informed Kathleen that to upgrade to a king-size bed would cost her an additional $2000.
On 5 December 2019 I wrote to the minister requesting that she intervene and review Kathleen’s case,
with a view to supplying a king-size bed for her and her husband of 46 years. I am yet to receive a
response from the minister to my letter, and in the meantime my constituent continues to suffer chronic
pain as a result of a workplace injury. It is time that the minister step in and ensure that WorkSafe
fulfils its obligations to Kathleen by providing the necessary and appropriate sleeping equipment to
assist the management of her permanent workplace injury.
The action that I seek is for the minister to conduct an immediate review of the WorkSafe claim of
Kathleen Humphries with a view to ordering that Mrs Humphries be supplied with an appropriate
electric bed as recommended by her occupational therapist.
ST ALBANS LEISURE CENTRE
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18:56): My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Tourism, Sport and Major Events in the other place. St Albans has been labelled the home of the least
active Victorians. According to national health data, three-quarters of the residents are considered to
be not exercising enough. The Brimbank City Council has applied for funding from the Victorian
government’s new $22 million Local Sports Infrastructure Fund, which was launched last year.
Brimbank City Council is seeking $2 million from the aquatic centres stream to help rebuild the
current centre at the St Albans Health and Wellbeing Hub. The action that I seek is for the minister to
accompany me on a visit to the St Albans Leisure Centre located within the municipality of Brimbank
to see firsthand the proposed site for the hub and how essential this will be.
This exciting project will cater for up to 1 million visitors per year and provide a range of much-needed
and modern aquatic and recreation facilities, including a 50-metre 10-lane pool, two water slides, a
learn-to-swim pool, a 24-hour gym and group fitness facilities. The hub will also bring together a
record number of community partners and programs to help address some of Brimbank’s and the
region’s most serious health and wellbeing and socio-economic issues. Two anchor tenants and
partners, Comm Unity Plus and Good Shepherd, have committed to delivering a wide number of
health and wellbeing programs. The hub will also complement and integrate with the Sunshine
Hospital and the new Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital. It is also being supported by
Western Health. Other key supporters of the project include Victoria Police, Victoria University, the
Western Bulldogs Football Club, the Les Twentyman Foundation, Netball Victoria, the West of
Melbourne Economic Development Alliance, the Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria and many
more.
Last month another major partnership for the project with Life Saving Victoria was announced. The
aim is to help develop a new western regional multicultural water safety initiative from the hub. This
important partnership will work to address the very high drowning rates among non-English-speaking
communities. A tour of the current facility with the minister and the local members is welcome—togs
included or not included, I do not mind.
WYNDHAM CITY COUNCIL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:59): I raise a matter this evening for the attention of the
Minister for Local Government. It comes as a result of a meeting that I had in my office recently with
a constituent, a very emotional meeting and one that I have to say I was very distressed as a result of.
It was with a young woman who had started working at Wyndham City Council in 2010–11. She has
requested that I not use her name in the house and I am very happy to accede to that request. Her
situation involves maternity leave. She was due to return to work. She negotiated a flexible working
arrangement in December 2018 and was due to start in February 2019. But when she was due to start,
the council began to pursue her for termination for inappropriate use of council emails, stating
151 personal emails over a two-year period was too much and a breach of policy. She was then sacked
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in May 2019. Now, I have to say that 151 personal emails over two years I do not find excessive, nor
do I find it reasonable that she be sacked for those. In fact I think I smell a set-up. It was further
explained to me that at the Wyndham council there is a culture of bullying and sexual harassment of
staff. Now, this is something that obviously is deeply, deeply concerning and something that must be
addressed as a matter of urgency.
So what I am asking the Minister for Local Government to do is to institute a ministerial inquiry into
the culture of Wyndham council. We are on the Ws. I am very keen that the minister ascertain for
himself the difficulties that some staff, and indeed some councillors I understand, have had over the
journey of recent years. I ask the minister to establish that as a matter of urgency. I do not think that
anybody should be forced to put up with this particular form of harassment, and I do not think that
anybody should be sacked, particularly coming back from maternity leave, for having sent allegedly
151 personal emails over a two-year period. The whole thing stinks to high heaven, and I ask the
minister to investigate.
PRIVACY AND DATA PROTECTION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (19:02): My item is for the Special Minister of State, and the
action I seek is for Victoria Police to cease the use of facial recognition AI against Victorians. On
17 October last year I asked the Special Minister of State to confirm the arrangements for the sharing
of Victorians’ data with other state and federal departments for the purpose of facial recognition
databases. In his response the minister assured us that the data would be subject to sound electronic
security. The Liberal Democrats have consistently warned that such databases are ripe targets for
compromise and exploitation. We have little confidence in these assurances because recent history has
shown that such databases are seldom secure for long. Collating Victorians’ information on these
databases is unwise and unsound, and the tools are ripe for abuse.
On 27 February it was announced that Clearview AI, a facial recognition AI company, had suffered a
massive data breach. This data breach revealed the clients using the service. Victoria Police were
revealed to be one of those clients. Victoria Police have refused to comment on the use of the
technology, but we know from the breach that they have been avid users of it, including five users
running more than 10 searches. These are databases that should not be trusted and tools that we should
not trust the state to wield with due caution. I call on the Special Minister of State to end the use of
mass surveillance tools like facial recognition AI by Victoria Police on Victorians.
RESIDENTIAL TENANCY REGULATION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (19:03): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. Recently rental legislation which was passed prior
to the conclusion of the 58th Parliament came into effect. Landlords in my constituency have
expressed their frustration to me over their loss of control over their own properties. In one
constituent’s words, the new rental rules ‘have swung the pendulum way too far in the renter’s
direction’. The new legislation removes the control of landlords over their own properties in relation
to tenants’ possession of pets and other internal changes, unless they proactively initiate costly and
potentially lengthy cases at VCAT. The government tries to paint landlords as wealthy property
investors, house flippers and exploiters of lower income earning families. This is not the case. Many
landlords are simply families who have relocated and have retained ownership in a former home,
renting it out to cover the costs of relocation. These new rules will force many landlords to remove
their property from the rental market.
In western Victoria there is a worker crisis. This is compounded in some towns, such as Warrnambool
and Colac, with a housing crisis. The vacancy rate in Warrnambool’s rental market is 1.2 per cent.
How can we expect people to move to the regions, to lessen congestion in the city and to solve the
country’s worker crisis when landlord regulations are so burdensome that renting is virtually
impossible and there is no incentive to invest in rental infrastructure? This is going to be further
compounded, I would suggest, by the virus that we are enduring, where some people might be forced
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out of their homes and into the rental market. Now, without houses to rent, they are going to be in
serious trouble, let alone the people that need housing in welfare situations. There is just nothing
available. We have women living in cars outside police stations because there is no housing, and that
is happening in Colac. The action I seek is for the minister to relax rental regulations to increase
housing supply and to reduce the burden on landlords.
K9TEACH
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (19:06): I’ll try to bring to this a bit of brevity; in a grave,
worrying time, also some rare levity. My matter tonight is for the education minister, and, while a bit
unusual, it’s not meant to be sinister.
President, this Saturday it is World Poetry Day, an opportune moment to suggest, if I may, the
reinstatement in my electorate of a program we like, as it helps junior school attendance dramatically
spike.
K9Teach pet therapy was the general name of this scheme, and it’s one that rarely failed to make any
child beam. By Melissa Brown it was both designed and adapted, as extra help with schoolwork that
left kids less distracted.
Through a therapy dog it calmed almost all of the scholars, and was exceptionally cheap for those
counting the dollars. Within Northern Victoria in its main home at Yarrunga, the effect was the same
on students older and younger.
Even chronic absentees sought to make a return; the dog had prompted in them a new passion to learn.
Engagement with the curriculum had shown progressive improvement; on lowering poor behaviour,
there was also real movement.
So why all the past tense you might be starting to wonder? Well, as of 2020, it’s no longer funded. We
need the minister’s help for the program’s restart, and we ask he use his head as much as his heart.
The benefits are real, and the costs are quite minimal, so not to revive it would seem a little bit clinical.
President, the action I seek, though neither to beg nor to jeer, is the return of K9Teach pet therapy by
maybe next year.
The PRESIDENT: Spectacular! Beat that, Ms Crozier.
GOVERNMENT PROCUREMENT POLICY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (19:08): How on earth do I follow that, President? What
a wonderful adjournment matter by Ms Maxwell. My adjournment matter is to the Minister for Health.
We have over 600 000 small businesses in Victoria, who employ tens of thousands of Victorians, and
they are all experiencing a huge strain at present. It has been hard enough for small business to make
a profit due to increasing utility prices and the 28 new or increased taxes that have been imposed by
the Andrews Labor government.
More recently the devastating bushfires have hit hard on local businesses in affected areas, and now
of course the coronavirus is having massive implications for the broader economy. The sight of empty
cafes and retail shops, many of which employ casual staff, is becoming all too commonplace. The
tourism industry and service providers, to name a few, are all being hit. I have just received a letter
from a service provider who said they are trying their best to have continuity of business in respect of
what the Premier has asked, requiring people to self-isolate if they are experiencing COVID-19
symptoms or have tested positive for COVID-19.
In spite of that, the Andrews government fails to acknowledge the need for stimulus to this vital part
of our economy. This is, as I said, affecting so many Victorians. Other states and territories and the
federal government are all providing a stimulus package because of the coronavirus, so why, here in
Victoria, are we not? It is not good enough. It is because this Labor government has quite simply
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blown the Victorian budget. That certainly is no solace for the hundreds of thousands affected,
however, and it is a stunning snub by the Premier to the men and women involved in small businesses
right across our state, who are facing the most devastating of economic times.
Minister, last year you spruiked the government as a major purchaser of goods and services in Victoria
and said that the government was committed to using investments to support local businesses, yet
when you were questioned by the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee it was discovered that
stage 1 of the baby bundle policy you partly rolled out was distributed by a New South Wales
company. Stage 2 of the baby bundles is also being distributed by a New South Wales business. The
action I seek, therefore, Minister—who I understand has no appreciation of having worked in a small
business or understanding of how they operate—is that you ensure that Victorian small businesses are
put first and considered for any future contracts by the Andrews Labor government.
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE CROSS-BORDER REGULATION
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (19:11): The matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport and concerns the cross-border operation of taxi services, in particular in the AlburyWodonga border region, which sees a great number of rides originating in one state and ending in
another. For many years taxi operators have been able to pick up passengers in their state of origin and
deliver them across the border without issue. Those taxis are then required to return to their home state
for the next fare. While our regulator was looking the other way, the new taxi operators entered the
border market with New South Wales taxi licences and ignored the rules.
Local operators were understandably annoyed at the rule breakers and were even more frustrated to
learn that, following their complaints, the Victorian regulator changed the rules, allowing New South
Wales plated taxis to register in Victoria for $55.10 and then be free to take jobs in either state without
a care. This arrangement is not reciprocated by New South Wales or by South Australia. Victorian
taxis must return to Victoria for their next job. To operate freely in New South Wales requires a taxi
licence worth as much as $70 000. This is a relatively high cost for Victorian small businesses
compared to the New South Wales operators registering here. So I ask the minister to review the new
cross-border rules that appear to be designed to accommodate New South Wales operators at a
significant disadvantage to the Victorian border taxi industry.
AUSTRALIAN CARBON INNOVATION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (19:12): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Resources,
the Honourable Jaclyn Symes in this place, and it relates to the 2021 budget and in particular Australian
Carbon Innovation (ACI). Australian Carbon Innovation, formerly known as Brown Coal Innovation,
has successfully managed brown coal innovation and research and development for the last 10 years
in the Latrobe Valley. It has been co-funded by state and federal investments and private organisations
and contributions as well, and with that it has presented and produced over 60 projects with an
investment of $17 million but an output of $60 million worth of value. In short, it has been recognised
as one of the highest leveraging organisations for research and development in the nation.
What we have in the Latrobe Valley, which we have in abundance, is lignite—is carbon, is wonderful
coal. Now, I am not ashamed in any way to say coal is good and coal can be useful. What we want to
see is a great array of uses for it, a rich and enhanced product and product development from that
separate to the manufacture of electricity, which has powered this state for 100 years, or almost.
Now, ACI is a tremendous organisation. As I said, they have been very frugal and effective with their
funds. They have had some great co-contributors and partners, and I would like to put those on record.
They are certainly the federal and state governments; Australian National Low Emissions Coal
Research and Development; Federation University, who partnered wonderfully with them and still
want to contribute and partner with them using their expertise, machinery and researchers as well;
Australian Carbon Innovation; Monash University; the CSIRO; the Japan coal energy company; the
Lignite Energy Council; Exergen; and CleanTech Energy.
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What we want to see is greater investment. We want to see jobs, and this is a pathway to do that, but
unfortunately there is no state funding. This will have to collapse—this organisation will fall over
come October. So the action that I am seeking from the minister is to guarantee funding. They are
seeking $7 million per year over the next four years, and they have already lodged a very
comprehensive submission with the government. I want the minister to endorse that decision, take it
through to the Treasurer and make sure it is funded in this year’s budget.
COVID-19
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (19:15): My adjournment matter is once again for
the Minister for Health. I remind the minister of what I said during the debate on the government ban
on plastic bags last year, and I quote:
We also know that there can be public health issues with bags that are re-used too often, but this can be
difficult to track, so I guess this makes it a risk the government is willing to take.

It turned out to be a larger risk than anyone anticipated. A 2018 study in the Journal of Environmental
Health by the Loma Linda University found viruses on polypropylene plastic tote bags were easily
shared between many people, including shoppers and check-out operators. Traces of viruses were also
found on packaged food, unpackaged produce, shopping carts, check-out counters and the touch
screens used to pay for groceries. Earlier studies have found large numbers of bacteria in almost all
the re-usable bags, with no contamination found in any single-use plastic bags. This is not to mention
similarly alarming studies into food poisoning from multi-use bags.
My request of the minister is to seek advice about the possible risk of COVID-19 transmission from
multi-use bags and, in view of this information, to consider using the emergency health powers to
immediately suspend the ban on plastic single-use bags and provide warnings to the public about
multi-use bag use.
FACIAL RECOGNITION TECHNOLOGY
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (19:16): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, and it also relates to the use of facial recognition technology and
biometric identity systems, but the action I am seeking is for the minister to conduct an audit of
Victoria Police to ascertain which officers have access to facial recognition technology. So while
Mr Quilty’s adjournment matter was directed to the Special Minister of State, I believe this is actually
something that is of importance to the minister for police as well.
As was recently revealed, Australian police agencies, including the Victorian police, are using a
private, unaccountable facial recognition service called Clearview AI. As we know, the system
combines machine learning and wideranging data-gathering practices to identify members of the
public from online photographs. It is effectively a reverse-image search for faces. Lots of questions
surround this, and certainly Mr Quilty talked about this as well, but we do have to raise the questions
of whether it is ethical, if it is a breach of an individual’s privacy and probably, more importantly, if it
is even accurate.
Victoria Police, until recently, have denied that they were using the service. However, Clearview AI’s
customer list was stolen and it was then released, and it was revealed that the Victorian police were in
fact using it. It is unclear whether the top brass of the Victorian police have sanctioned the use of this
technology, because Clearview offers free trials to active law enforcement personnel, so we assume
anyone with a police email address can have access to it.
So if the police in Victoria are going to use powerful surveillance technologies such as Clearview AI,
there must be systems in place for ensuring its use in an accountable way. So I ask for the minister to
conduct a thorough audit of Victoria Police to ascertain which officers and how many have access to
facial recognition technology and what they are using it for.

ADJOURNMENT
1180

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 18 March 2020

RESPONSES
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Roads, Minister for Road Safety and the TAC,
Minister for Fishing and Boating) (19:18): Fifteen members raised matters for the attention of various
ministers on the adjournment debate tonight. I thank all members for their contributions. I will seek
written responses from each of the ministers in accordance with our standing orders.
Mr Finn raised a matter of quite a personal nature and indicated the person on whose behalf he was
raising the matter preferred their name to not be used in the Parliament for obviously very good
reasons, but I might take the opportunity to encourage Mr Finn to perhaps provide that information to
the minister so that we can expedite consideration of that matter, which sounds like a very awful
business indeed.
I also have two responses to adjournment matters.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Minister. The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.20 pm.
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Written adjournment responses
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.
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SANDRINGHAM PRIMARY SCHOOL
In reply to Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (5 February 2020)
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education):
Thank you for your adjournment matter regarding the fire at Sandringham Primary School.
Sandringham Primary School opened in 1855 and is currently home to 495 students and 36 staff members. I
share the community’s distress at the loss of a much-loved school.
I am, however, pleased by the generosity of the principals of Sandringham College and Sandringham East
Primary School in providing alternative settings for the students, who have all settled in well to their new
surroundings.
At approximately 3:55am on Saturday 1 February 2020, a smoke detector was activated in the library of
Sandringham Primary School. Following despatch of Wilson’s Security and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade,
a fire was reported to have destroyed the main building of the school, including 12 classrooms, the library,
staff room and toilets.
The Make Safe Program, managed by the Victorian School Building Authority (VSBA), assisted the school
in eliminating immediate risks and hazards so that a safe operating environment could be quickly reestablished, and an assessment of the situation undertaken.
Discussions are currently underway with the school leadership team and the broader community to identify
and plan for long-term remediation and reconstruction of Sandringham Primary School.
The Department of Education and training is committed to ensuring the continuity of education services in
the most efficient and supportive way.
I trust this information is of assistance.

SHEPPARTON INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING
In reply to Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (19 February 2020)
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations):
Thank you for your adjournment matter. Each Minister is responsible for projects relevant to their portfolios.
As such your questions should be redirected to the:
•

Minister for Education regarding the Shepparton Education Plan;

•

Minister for Transport Infrastructure for the Shepparton Bypass and Shepparton Rail Corridor Project;
and

•

Minister for Tourism, Sports and Major Events for the Shepparton Sports and Events Centre
Redevelopment.

