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Wednesday, 17 March 2021
The PRESIDENT (Hon. N Elasmar) took the chair at 9.35 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (09:36): 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.
Bills
EMERGENCY POWERS SAFEGUARDS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Introduction and first reading
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (09:37): I move to introduce a bill for an act to amend the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 and the Emergency Management Act 1986 in relation to limiting
emergency powers and for other purposes, and I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Mr QUILTY: I move:
That the second reading be made an order of the day for the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on—
Results of 2019–20 Audits: Local Government, March 2021 (Ordered to be published).
Results of 2019–20 Audits: State-controlled Entities, March 2021 (Ordered to be published).
Maintaining Local Roads, March 2021 (Ordered to be published).
Border Groundwaters Agreement Review Committee—Report, 2019–20.
Ombudsman—Outsourcing of parking fine internal reviews—a follow-up report, March 2021 (Ordered to
be published).
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008—12th Report to Parliament on the State of Emergency, under
section 198(8A) of the Act.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament—
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981—No. 13.
Service Victoria Act 2018—Nos. 11 and 12.
Water Act 1989—No. 14.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 10.
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Business of the house
NOTICES
Notice of motion given.
Committees
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Reporting dates
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:40): I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the Council of 30 October 2019 and the resolution of the committee of 1 June 2020
requiring the Environment and Planning Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by 30 April 2021, on
the decline of Victoria’s ecosystems and measures to restore habitats and populations of threatened and
endangered species be amended so as to now require the committee to present its report by 30 September 2021.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:41): Victorians are paying the price for the ongoing
incompetence of the Andrews government with their handling of COVID-19. Hotel quarantine has
been suspended due to the ongoing breaches and failures to handle such a program, and this has meant
that other states are taking the load and dealing with returned Victorians. With the suspension of the
hotel quarantine program and no returned travellers, you would expect no cases or very low numbers
of COVID-19, and that is exactly where Victoria is at the moment. That should not be taken as success
by this government; it is not. It is a massive failure because they just cannot get anything right.
Contact tracing just a few weeks ago demonstrated that systems have not been fully implemented after
the government promised they would be. The question needs to be asked: has it now? The ongoing
blame directed by Daniel Andrews towards returned travellers as being responsible for the last
outbreak over his own government’s administration and failure to have proper processes in place
beggars belief. When Emma Cassar, the commissioner, says they are having an internal inquiry into
what went wrong another question needs to be asked: where is that investigation up to and when will
the findings be released? Victorians deserve to have those findings known—or is it all just for
convenience whilst the so-called tender process takes place for Avalon to succeed with the Premier’s
mates the Foxes? After all, the Premier is well known to visit the Foxes regularly and to enjoy their
company and what they have to offer.
Meanwhile Victorians continue to pay for a hotel quarantine program that lies idle, paying millions
and millions of dollars for nothing. It is no wonder the deficit has blown out by $10 billion in the last
six months and that confidence in business is fast waning, and that does not bode well for the future
of our state. Victorians deserve much better than this wastage and mismanagement by the Andrews
government.
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTION RESULTS
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (09:43): I think is very important that we all congratulate Mark
McGowan and his team for the WA election result. It was an amazing result, where the actual Labor
caucus room is not big enough for their first meeting, but I imagine in the Liberal Party caucus room
they would be exercising the best level of social distancing—it would be exemplary. It is no wonder
the Victorian opposition got spooked after the weekend from WA and reacted like they did. But
looking from afar, just analysing them, with the opposition internally there is a third of them that do
not like another third; the other third does not like the original third; and there is another third that is
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trying to work out who they do not like, but they do not like them anyway. And that was the three of
them yesterday. But once again I look forward to working with the ministers from WA in the different
portfolios that I hold. I think it is going to be a fantastic government, it is going to be a progressive
government and I am sure all people in WA are very happy—other than two.
BRUNSWICK CRICKET CLUB
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (09:44): Last Tuesday I had the privilege of being invited
down to the Brunswick Cricket Club to be shown around their facilities at Holbrook Reserve and the
AG Gillon Oval and witness their pre-finals training. Brunswick Cricket Club has played a central role
in the local community for over 150 years. What an absolute delight it was to visit the club, can I just
say. I am proud to see that they are going from strength to strength, with 11 senior men’s and women’s
teams as well as 19 juniors teams. They are absolutely bursting. It is fantastic. It has been a successful
year as well with a record six senior teams making the final series. Sadly their first XI went down in
their semi-final over the weekend, but I know that they will be back next season hungrier than ever
and with one more supporter in their ranks in me.
I have had a great discussion with the club about their goals and their ambition, and I am hopeful that
we can work together to fulfil the dreams of the Brunswick Cricket Club. Earlier this year I was
delighted to know that they were awarded a VicHealth grant of $3000 to go towards healthy food
catering for female cricketers at the club as well as for the purchase of essential equipment. I am happy
to note that this club has also made it a priority to grow their junior women’s program, empowering
more young women to get active and involved in community sport. I would like to thank club president
and life member Ron Sahlberg for helping me learn much more about the great history of the club,
and I am grateful to their committee members Ian, Maryanne and Rod for taking the time to show me
around.
JOHN FORBES
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (09:45): John Forbes was a sporting great. Mr Modest to some,
John was a community and sporting hero, but he was also importantly a founding member of the Blue
Ribbon Foundation. This foundation, as I am sure all members are aware, has honoured the memories
of former police officers since 1988. This became especially important when last year we lost four
members in one tragic incident and a raft of others through mental health battles—and this continues
to be a problem that I am very passionate about. I spoke to Neil Soullier, the current CEO of Blue
Ribbon, this week, and it is clear that the devastation of losing John has hit many across their
community. Neil spoke highly of John and the impact that he had as an integral part of the Blue Ribbon
Foundation. John was also a recipient of the Medal of the Order of Australia. John was a real survivor,
having late-stage Parkinson’s and having battled bowel cancer in the past. His death is tragic, but I
hope all those that have known John—his friends, family, colleagues and beyond—have a drink for
John in his honour. My condolences go to John’s wife, Fay, their two sons and their six grandchildren.
Rest in peace, John Forbes, OAM.
VICTORIAN MOSQUE OPEN DAY
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:47): Last Sunday I represented the Premier, Daniel
Andrews, and the Honourable Ros Spence, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, at the fifth Victorian
Mosque Open Day, organised by the Islamic Council of Victoria. Victorian Mosque Open Day is an
annual celebration which aims to promote a spirit of openness and willingness to share one’s cultural
beliefs and religion. Victoria’s success and vibrancy is largely dependent on the ability of the
community to support, accept and celebrate one another. I would like to extend my appreciation to the
Islamic Council of Victoria for organising this annual event.
AUSIND BRIDGE FOUNDATION
Dr KIEU: On another matter, AusInd Bridge Foundation is a binational initiative founded in
Melbourne to strengthen the cross-cultural relationship between Australia and India. Recently I was
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invited to join the AusInd Bridge Foundation board of advisers and attend the organisation’s
International Women’s Day webinar, with the theme ‘Challenging the glass ceiling in the digital
space’. It was not only a pleasure to contribute to the panel but a privilege to hear the insights and
different perspectives of women leaders from India, Melbourne, Singapore, the Philippines, Canada,
the USA and Australia on gender equality and women’s roles in the digital space. I would like to thank
the AusInd Bridge Foundation for facilitating such a meaningful discussion.
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTION RESULTS
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (09:48): I would also like to make a comment about the
WA election and congratulate my sister party the Legalise Cannabis Western Australia Party for
winning their first seat in the Legislative Council in Western Australia. I very much look forward to
working with them and sharing our knowledge.
MARCH 4 JUSTICE
Ms PATTEN: On Monday I was so proud to be one of the tens of thousands of women who came
together across the country for the Women’s March 4 Justice to say, ‘Enough’. It was an emotional
day, but there was such a strong feeling of solidarity. We saw women from the second wave joining
women from the third wave of feminism, women from the second wave wondering why we are still
marching for equality and why we are still marching to be safe in the streets. We are simply sick of
having to highlight these issues. We are entitled to be safe. We are entitled to have respect in our
workplace.
When I was first sworn in to this Parliament in 2014, I had no idea of the type of online abuse and
direct abuse that I would experience, particularly as a female politician. Sometimes as women in
politics it can be a dangerous job for us. We are finding out this week that women across the nation
feel in danger in their workplaces across the country, girls are still being abused in school and women
are still being abused in aged-care facilities. In my position in this Parliament and on behalf of my
sisters with disability, women of colour, Indigenous women, incarcerated women, trans women and
older women, I say enough is enough.
FEDERAL TOURISM AND AVIATION SUPPORT
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:50): I want to continue on Ms Watt’s theme of cricket—the
crickets we have heard from those opposite in response to the federal government’s recently
announced $1.2 billion cut-price flight scheme, which was remarkably politically motivated. Only one
airport in this state got a guernsey, and that was Avalon Airport—nothing for Tullamarine; nothing
for Melbourne, the biggest airport in the state. But importantly from my perspective and in my
electorate, nothing for Albury-Wodonga, nothing for Bendigo and nothing for Mildura—all big
tourism destinations in this state and all with significant airports.
In 2018 the Deputy Prime Minister, Mr McCormack, and Bridget McKenzie were lauding new Qantas
flights between Bendigo and Sydney, but what do we get from them now? We get a politically
motivated and charged decision to exclude those places based on a political payback. And speaking
of crickets, where is the Leader of the National Party from northern Victoria, Peter Walsh? Where is
he on this issue? Why hasn’t he come out and spoken out against this terrible decision? Fifteen
destinations funded and only one Victorian airport is a snub for tourism operators. It is a snub for
regional Victoria and a snub for small business.
I congratulate the Victorian Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, Martin Pakula, on his
efforts to get the ball rolling by asking the federal government to reconsider their destination list and
add Mildura, Albury-Wodonga and Bendigo to it.
RECWEST FOOTSCRAY
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:52): I speak today about one of my favourite topics,
RecWest. I have spoken before about the shocking state of this facility. Now, RecWest is a community
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facility for all ages. It runs a wide range of programs for all ages. It offers multicultural activities, a
range of indoor sport and fitness programs, mothers groups, social functions and much, much more.
The new RecWest leisure centre and sporting precinct is a shovel-ready stimulus project that will have
a significant impact on the health and wellbeing of the Maribyrnong community, which is predicted
to actually have a 68 per cent population increase by 2040. Now, the new facilities, including a
gymnasium, indoor and outdoor basketball courts, an oval, parkland and playground, will complement
the state government’s recent investment at the Footscray High School Barkly Street campus, with the
open space and facilities being available to approximately 1600 students. The $25 million
redevelopment will result in the creation of 85 jobs, $75 million of economic activity and a reduction
of $500 million in the annual cost of physical inactivity. Now, the government needs to step up and
fund this project, which is important to the community as part of the COVID recovery plans.
AGL CRIB POINT GAS TERMINAL
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (09:54): This year we are celebrating 50 years since the
signing of the Ramsar convention, which recognises the vital role our wetlands play in clean water,
ecosystem resilience, biodiversity and carbon storage. One of the most important of these wetlands is
Western Port Bay, a Ramsar-listed wetland vital for migratory birds, fish breeding and seagrasses. It
has some of the world’s most southerly mangroves.
It is of great concern to me that the government is still progressing a proposal to build a floating gas
plant on this precious location—only to import LPG, which we export. I am advised by the Save
Westernport coalition that the regasification process involves sucking 450 million litres of seawater
into the plant each day—that is a swimming pool full every 10 seconds—and that the spat-out water
is chlorinated and 7 degrees colder than the ambient sea temperature. Also the project will require
vegetation clearance 50 metres either side of the jetty and construction of a 60-kilometre pipeline all
the way to Pakenham, which will destroy remnant vegetation.
The Victorian National Parks Association says that the environment effects statement has failed to
properly address the risk of catastrophic events and marine impacts which flow from them. It is not
okay to merely dismiss these things as unlikely. Such events are always unlikely until they happen.
This dubious project should not proceed.
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION SCHOOLS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (09:55): Last week I joined two school communities in celebrating fantastic upgrades to
their buildings and facilities. Brauer College in Warrnambool and Mortlake College P–12 can now
experience an up-to-date education environment. $4.4 million has enabled Brauer to move to excellent
new specialist spaces and equipment. This will make such a difference to students in the arts, music,
food technology and textiles. Mortlake College P–12 received funding of $2.1 million for an architectdesigned modular building and a prior refurbishment of the library and classrooms. Both colleges now
have a modern feel, and there is no doubt that new facilities always give everyone a great boost. I
could see that the Mortlake and Brauer students and staff alike are already enjoying their new
workspaces in great regional schools.
MARRUNG EDUCATION SCHOLARSHIPS
Ms TIERNEY: On another note, I would like to congratulate nine high-achieving Western
Victorian students who have received $5000 in education scholarships over the final two years of their
senior secondary education. This program started in 2019 and recognises students who show high
potential to succeed in their chosen pathway and who have strong results in their studies plus a
dedicated involvement in their local Aboriginal community. Congratulations to Latoya Gadd and
Alysha MacGowan from the Ballarat region; Harper Harradine and Tehya Clarke from Dimboola;
Kayden Bell from Heywood; Shanika Jenkins, Corey Williams-Megee and Jaymee Drever from the
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Geelong region; and Janana Miller from Warrnambool. Like school upgrades, these scholarships show
that the Victorian government is working hard to give every student access and a good start to life.
TURNING POINT
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:57): I rise to update the house on a recent visit I
undertook to Turning Point, which is an alcohol, drug and addiction treatment centre based at Box Hill
Hospital but certainly part of Eastern Health, which services a very broad catchment in the Eastern
Metropolitan Region. We are very fortunate indeed to have this treatment centre based in my region,
and indeed it is the only treatment centre of its kind in all of Australia. It takes a very unique approach
to managing and assisting people recovering from addiction. It is a holistic approach. It looks at the
reasons behind why people sometimes turn to drugs and alcohol or demonstrate other addictive
behaviours, and once people are detoxed from whatever substances they are on they then look at
helping that person recover from whatever traumatic events that might be in their past. So I just wanted
to acknowledge the great work of Turning Point, and I look forward to working further with them in
the future.
MARCH 4 JUSTICE
Ms TERPSTRA: And also just likewise, like Ms Patten mentioned earlier today, I just want to
comment on my attendance at the March 4 Justice rally earlier in the week, on Monday, and
acknowledge that many of my parliamentary colleagues attended. As Ms Patten noted, women have
had enough. Women are indeed very angry, and certainly if you look at the response of the federal
Morrison government in regard to this issue it has been nothing but provocative, inflammatory,
patronising and disgraceful—and women quite frankly have had enough. We have had enough of
being talked over, lectured and belittled by men, and it needs to stop. We have had enough.
NEWROZ
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (09:59): This Sunday, 21 March, is Newroz, the
celebration of the Kurdish New Year. Newroz marks the arrival of spring and has been celebrated by
the Kurdish people for over 2600 years. It is the most significant cultural day for Kurdish Australians
and is a time for family gatherings, dancing, traditional cuisine, exhibiting art and the reading of poetry.
On Newroz we proudly celebrate the survival of the Kurdish identity by lighting bonfires. These fires
represent our burning hope for peace, unity and freedom. In Victoria the celebration will be somewhat
smaller than previous years in recognition of the global pandemic. Nonetheless I know the traditions
of Newroz will still be honoured. I would like to wish the Kurdish community and all Victorians a
happy Newroz. Newroz piroz be. May this new year bring peace and freedom. Biji asiti u azadi.
SANDYBEACH CENTRE
Mr ERDOGAN: On another note, I had the opportunity to visit the Sandybeach Centre in my
electorate last week with my upper house colleague and Parliamentary Secretary for Training and
Skills, Mr Melhem. The Sandybeach Centre is a leading Learn Local provider. Their courses are for
adults with limited prior education and opportunity to develop the skills and confidence that will allow
them to pursue further study and employment. Sandybeach delivers this training while fostering
principles of inclusion and diversity, providing considerable support to learners with intellectual
disability and other vulnerable cohorts. The centre also offers a broad range of services for their
community, from an early learning centre to activities for seniors. Sandybeach Centre is an asset to
our community, and I would like to acknowledge Colleen, Chris, Mia and all the staff at the centre for
the work that they do every day. And a special thankyou to the kitchen club students for serving up a
delicious afternoon tea.
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Production of documents
DUCK HUNTING
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (10:00): I move:
That this house, in accordance with standing order 11.01, requires the Leader of the Government to table in
the Council by 12 noon on Wednesday, 5 May 2021, documents relating to the arrangements for the 2021
duck-hunting season, including but not limited to:
(1) the procedures and raw data sets used by the:
(a) Game Management Authority in determining the advice forwarded to the Minister for Agriculture,
the Honourable Mary-Anne Thomas, MP, regarding the 2021 duck-hunting season;
(b) Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning in determining the advice forwarded to the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, the Honourable Lily D’Ambrosio, MP,
regarding the 2021 duck-hunting season;
(2) all advice from the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions provided to the Minister for Agriculture
regarding the 2021 duck-hunting season;
(3) documentation outlining why the eastern Australian waterbird survey is still used despite the author of
the survey saying that the survey is not for this purpose;
(4) all advice from Victoria Police regarding the arrangements for the 2021 duck-hunting season; and
(5) all other correspondence from stakeholders relating to the 2021 duck-hunting season.

I will quickly run through it. It is requiring the Leader of the Government to table in the Council by
12 noon on Wednesday, 5 May 2021—which is a reasonable amount of time I believe—documents
relating to the arrangements for the 2021 duck-hunting season. I will get into what I want: the
procedures and raw datasets used by the Game Management Authority (GMA), which is basically in
determining the advice that was forwarded to the Minister for Agriculture regarding the duck-hunting
season; the procedures and raw datasets used by the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP)—I think that is still their name—and their advice that they sent to the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change; any advice, all advice, from the Department of Jobs,
Precincts and Regions provided to the Minister for Agriculture regarding the 2021 duck-hunting
season; documentation outlining why the eastern Australian waterbird survey is still used despite the
author of the survey saying it is not really for this purpose, and I will get to that one in a little more
detail later; all advice from Victoria Police regarding the arrangements for the 2021 duck-hunting
season; and any other correspondence that is relevant from other stakeholders.
The reason I am doing this is that the 2021 duck-hunting season is almost not worth it. It has been
taken to the point of absurdity. When we go through some figures, which I am sure will excite
everyone, I am hoping everyone will be asking why, in the context of this, we got such a rubbish
season. There are others in this place—Mr Meddick—who are going to be very unhappy that we got
one at all, and I actually expect Mr Meddick would love to see all this information to prove his point.
One of us will be right.
We have heard many times in this place that the duck-hunting season is about data and is not a political
season and that advice from the GMA is given to the ag minister and advice from DELWP is given to
the environment minister and from there on in a decision is reached. From that perspective, then, I
would suggest that there should be no problems in releasing any of the research and communication.
I mean, the GMA have already released some of their stuff, their submissions and this and that, but
we saw a lot of redactions. I think possibly the most ridiculous one was where they redacted the New
South Wales quota for rice pest eradication. It was released a week later, or I saw it a week later. There
is a lot of stuff there. If they want to hide names, they can hide names, but I think data is king. If data
is what drives all of these decisions, then we should be able to see it all. I cannot see anything being
cabinet in confidence, and if there is something that is cabinet in confidence, then I would suggest
there are politics involved and this is not a straightforward decision, as we have been led to believe.
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Now, I will just stray a little bit—regional tourism is a problem at the moment. In fact we heard a little
bit in the members statements that there were some issues about some parts of Victoria not being
involved in some of the rebate schemes. There are a lot of people that would have been travelling for
duck-hunting season that will not be travelling because of the fact there is such a small bag. I still
encourage people to travel, take the time to go out and get their bag and take someone new. There are
a lot of people out there that probably want to give this a go but they are in a position where they do
not know how and are probably a little bit overwhelmed by it all—and now is the time. A good shooter
will bag out in probably the first 5 or 10 minutes, and then is the time to show someone new the
ropes—how to do it properly, how to do it humanely, how to deal with protesters and everything that
you need to do. I think that will also help us in the long run, and it will also bring more people to
regional Victoria, which desperately needs it after the COVID issues.
Other states apparently use pretty well the same data as us. Obviously localised stuff, like the summer
waterbird count, is not used in other states, because that is our local arrangement. But using the eastern
waterbird survey, New South Wales had a 16 per cent increase in cull quota. The South Australian
2020 duck season was 10 weeks, four birds a day, and the 2021 duck season was 13 weeks, four birds
per day—a 30 per cent increase. Tasmania in 2020—full season; Tasmania in 2021—full season. So
Victoria in 2020—36 days and three birds per day. We were told it was limited due to COVID. And
in 2021: 20 days and two birds per day. That is a decrease of 63 per cent, and when you look at the
amount of birds that could be harvested in the 2021 season, it is only 4 per cent of a full season—4 per
cent.
I will go back to the COVID delays or restrictions. We have been told many a time that hunters are a
large reducer of waterbirds, that we are one of the biggest factors. Now, most of Melbourne was locked
down for the entire duck season last year, so most of the people were not getting out there. There were
a lot of people in regional areas that went out there and did their thing, but it would be safe to say that
the real take of birds for 2020 was much smaller. So if there is a problem with the recent numbers
since the season, it is clear that duck hunters are not the major factor in the reduction of waterfowl that
we are led to believe, because otherwise there would be massive amounts of birds.
We have had a wet year, one of the wettest in ages. We are in a wet cycle, and it will continue. So one
must wonder: what is going on with these numbers? Now, in the eastern waterbird survey, they fly
along latitudes, they count the number of birds and they figure it out from there, missing a lot of
wetlands, missing a lot of rivers. They cannot count the rivers. The summer waterbird count generally
seems to be increased over the eastern waterbird survey by the best part of tenfold. There is usually a
massive amount more, and also they try and count everywhere. So from my view at least, I would
expect the eastern waterbird survey should be back to a statistical tool for working out wetlands and
things like that, and if they were really worried about the actual number of birds, they could have the
summer waterbird count people do it earlier to help determine the season.
In the end, if you are using a representation rather than an actual number, you are always doing a best
guess. And particularly when you are not counting rivers, where I think one of the duck species is
prevalent, you are not getting the full picture. So it would seem to me that the data that is being used
is not right and the data that is being used—or the whole system—needs to be changed, needs to be
set up so that we are getting a correct picture. And that way we will be able to at least figure it out: if
there is a massive decline in duck numbers, we will know it is a real one. It is not just because when
they happened to fly over a particular dry wetland there were no ducks.
Now, interestingly enough, on YouTube there is a whole lot of the survey footage. I have had a look
at that, and it is actually exactly what it says. It is flying along latitudes over mostly dry areas, and you
are going to get nothing in them. I think it is the Werribee treatment plant that has the largest single
population of waterbirds in Victoria. Obviously nobody is going hunting at the Werribee treatment
plant, but if you want real numbers, that is where you would find real numbers.
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The last four seasons in Victoria—it was interesting. 2018 was a drought year—14th lowest eastern
waterbird survey. 2017—no drought, lowest eastern waterbird survey and we still had a full season. It
is clear from at least these bits of data that this is not just what it seems like. This is not just purely data
driven or else statistically you would be able to line up the amount of birds counted and the amount of
rainfall versus the bag for the year, and you cannot do that.
Now, going back from 2015, we have a list of the count in days; number of wetlands surveyed, which
is important; game species, non-game species; and so on. In 2015 the count took 13 days, but they
looked at 126 wetlands and found 159 000 birds—this is the aerial survey. The next year 131 wetlands
were surveyed, and they only did find 92 000 birds. If I remember correctly, there was a reduced
season but it was not a season like we have got now—it was not, well, an insult of a season.
If we go to 2017, which was a drought year, 127 wetlands were surveyed, 283 000 birds; 2018,
262 000; 2019, 225 000. In 2020 instead of surveying 120 to 140 wetlands, it was 62, and they found
3250 birds. That in itself shows that the last surveys are statistically irrelevant and that to try and put
those two in a context of, ‘Well, there are not enough birds this year’—you cannot do that I reckon
with a straight face. You cannot just say, ‘Well, we did less than half the wetlands, we found a tiny
number of birds’. Well, did they fly over the wet ones? Did they fly over the dry ones? Did they just
fly over paddocks? We do not really know which wetlands they surveyed, because about, I would
guess, roughly halfway through it they stopped. So there are a whole lot of things we need. Did they
even do it in Victoria? It could have been elsewhere.
Which brings us to how the formula or how the end result is done. We have the Game Management
Authority. Now, the Game Management Authority gets a lot of criticism in this instance, but they are
given what they need to do. They will present the data as they get it, and this is the data we want to
see and be able to work out for ourselves. They will present it to the minister. Now, DELWP, the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, do the same thing. Because it is a dual, or
shared, responsibility, the environment portfolio as well as the ag portfolio—there is an input from
them. Now, there has been a lot of talk about getting the data from the Game Management Authority,
which is fair, but I want to see the stuff from DELWP. I want to see what data they used, how they
arrived at their decision. And we get into the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions, because they
have input as well, I am told, so they too will have an opinion on the subject. We would like to see
that opinion and how they arrived at that opinion.
The eastern Australian waterbird survey: I have covered that—if the author of the survey says it is not
good for what we are using it for, I do not understand why it is being used. It just seems to be ridiculous.
If the government needs a better survey or a more accurate survey, then the government can
commission one. After all, they have a whole public service for this sort of stuff, and a budget.
Victoria Police are also a very important part of this. No doubt we still do have COVID restrictions,
and Victoria Police also have to deal with protesters and the very occasional illegally acting hunter,
and I have no time for them—if someone shoots the wrong bird or they act dangerously, I am not there
to support them. But Victoria Police have an input into this too.
Probably another interesting one is all the other correspondence from stakeholders relating to the
season. It is well known that there are many, many who are anti duck hunting who put in their
representations. Now, I guess very much like the pro-duck-hunting people you have got a fair idea of
what they are going to say, but I think who puts it in is as important as anything else. If we see
information from the anti duck hunters that all says the same thing and roughly correlates with where
we ended up—other than banning it directly—as a season, then there is that magical ‘aha’ moment.
Now, I am not expecting that, but the whole purpose of my motion here today is to get the data so we
can have a look. I am confident that when we have a look at it the actual data will say that this threebird season for a ridiculous 20 days is not justified. I think we will find that the season should be
longer. It should be a full season, full bag, for the simple reason that if there are no birds, you cannot
shoot them. I will say this again and again. In the middle of a drought if there are no birds, you cannot
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shoot them. That is just a fact. The prevalence of water will actually set the take you can have—up to
a limit, of course, being 10.
I am just going to quickly recap. The thing I am after is the data. We look at New South Wales and
South Australia, which are our closest neighbours in relation to this. They have both gone up, and we
have gone down. We are getting 4 per cent of a full season, a decrease of 63 per cent from last year.
That is after a season last year when I would say the vast majority of shooters and hunters did not get
out; there were a large amount of people stuck in Melbourne. So the numbers, I think, from any count
taken in this last period need to be taken with a grain of salt, and I do believe that they have led to
where we are. The only other thing is it could end up being a political decision; I would like that not
to be the case, but there is a definite, definite possibility it is, and that is what this documents motion
is there to find out. On that note, I commend my motion to the house and hand off to the next speaker.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (10:17): I thank Mr Bourman for his motion and that contribution.
Look, in rising today the first thing to acknowledge is that of course the issue of duck hunting is
contentious in the community. Whilst not just built around metropolitan and regional lines, there is
certainly a very clear divide between the views expressed by a lot of people in suburbia as opposed to
those in regional Victoria, bearing in mind of course that it is not a uniform view that people have in
those particular locations.
Currently as it sits duck hunting is a legitimate activity and there are sets of rules that are provided
around it. The arrangements for the annual season are contained in regulation. They are altered from
year to year in response to a variety of things, including the environmental conditions that Mr Bourman
referred to in his contribution. Importantly, I think, for this debate and for people listening either today
or subsequently—and I understand Mr Bourman’s statements towards the end of his contribution
about how there could be some politically charged decision—the government and the ministers rely
very heavily on the advice that is provided to them by the experts, the departments. That is what they
are there for—the Game Management Authority (GMA), the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning. They are all there to provide the expert advice to the ministers, and ministers then
consider that advice and accept it or reject it ultimately.
So the changes or modifications that occur from year to year in response to those environmental
conditions are based on advice from those authorities and, in particular in relation to the Minister for
Agriculture, the Game Management Authority. Earlier this year, as we know, based on the GMA’s
advice, a modified season was announced, and the modification to this season’s duck hunting included
a reduction in the daily bag limit from 10 to two birds. The season is also reduced to 20 days,
commencing from Wednesday, 26 May, and ending on Monday, 14 June. Hunting start times will be
delayed to 8.00 am for the first five days of the season. I understand it was also announced at the time
that hunting of grey teal and chestnut teal ducks is prohibited north of the Princes Highway/Freeway
and the blue-winged shoveler is again prohibited from hunting given the concern over the species’
status.
These announcements have been made by the government and, as I say, they were made taking into
account all of the advice that was put forward by the relevant authorities. When we look at some of
the factors—and I think Mr Bourman touched on these in his contribution—the GMA’s
recommendation, as I understand it, for the 2021 duck season was based on assessments of a range of
factors, including rainfall data, wetland conditions, waterfowl abundance and distribution, harvest data
and whether hunting activities could impact on the conservation and sustainability of game duck
populations. I understand future contributions will no doubt come to some of those matters. The advice
was also based on breeding and populations across eastern Australia. Duck season arrangements in
other jurisdictions were also considered by the GMA.
There were also some very important stakeholder consultations that were undertaken by the GMA in
formulating that advice to the Minister for Agriculture. They considered, for example, information
from several sources, including climatic outlooks from the Bureau of Meteorology, data from the
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University of New South Wales’ eastern Australia aerial waterbird survey, harvest surveys and counts
by Victorian government agencies. I also understand that in formulating the advice to the minister
there were also submissions provided by a raft of stakeholders, including Animals Australia, BirdLife
Australia, the Coalition Against Duck Shooting, Field and Game Australia, the RSPCA, Regional
Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting—and I mentioned at the beginning of my contribution that
there are people in regional Victoria who do not support duck shooting—the Sporting Shooters
Association of Australia, the Shooting Sports Council of Victoria and the Victorian Duck Hunters
Association. All provided submissions to the GMA, which helped formulate the GMA’s advice, as I
said, to the agriculture minister when deciding whether or not to accept that advice.
I want to turn a little bit to Mr Bourman’s motion and say that, particularly in the case of the GMA,
many of the documents that are sought in this motion—the information that Mr Bourman is referring
to—are already publicly available on the GMA’s website, and that is an important part in dealing with
any of the grassy knoll theories that sometimes abound in these sorts of contributions from members.
Each year the GMA publishes a detailed outline of the process, the information that they have
considered, the submissions from the stakeholders that I referred to earlier and the GMA’s full
recommendation to the government, so it is there for everybody to see what the recommendation from
the authority is to the minister and then the subsequent decision of the minister based on that advice.
The GMA website contains documents which include the process for considering the arrangements
for the 2021 duck season, including stakeholder consultation; recommendations from the GMA and
decision-making by the government; the GMA’s briefing to the Minister for Agriculture on
recommendations for the 2021 season; detailed information on the habitat conditions, the duck
population status and climatic outlook relevant to considerations for the 2021 duck season; a highlevel summary of data considered when the recommendation on the season arrangements was made;
and the results of the eastern Australian waterbird survey. And I have already talked about the
submissions that the authority also relies upon in putting its advice together for the minister. So all of
that relevant data on waterbird populations, including state and eastern Australian data, are considered
by the GMA when recommending duck season arrangements to the Victorian government.
I think in terms of the information that Mr Bourman is seeking, much of it is already available on the
websites of the relevant authorities. There is transparency. There is openness. I reject any suggestion
that there is politically motivated decision-making here. That is not the case. There is a set of rules and
regulations and laws in place, and the authorities provide advice to the ministers based on those
circumstances. That advice is there for people to see, including the direct briefing material that is
provided to the minister. Regardless of what your views are about whether duck shooting is or is not
appropriate, in terms of the way that the system operates today, I am very confident and comfortable
that there is transparency in that decision-making.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (10:27): The arrangements which were
announced in February for the 2021 duck season are an insult to recreational hunters, and they are an
insult to regional communities. We saw the announcement made, extraordinarily on a Saturday, under
the cover of a weekend, that the government had agreed or had decided to cut the 2021 duck season
from three months to less than three weeks and to cut the bag limit from 10 birds down to two birds.
We already know that recreational hunting makes a substantial contribution to Victoria’s economy:
$356 million is the figure recorded in the last economic survey of recreational hunting in this state. It
is an important recreational and cultural activity for many Victorian families, and it would be a mistake
for members of this house to believe this only affects regional communities. While it is certainly the
case that regional communities are the beneficiaries of recreational hunting and the beneficiaries of
much of the spend that recreational hunters undertake, many of the participants in recreational hunting
are not from regional Victoria; they are in fact from suburban Melbourne.
Yesterday I was pleased to table a petition in this house on behalf of just under 6000 Victorians who
were calling for a full season for the 2021 duck season, and I would encourage members of this house
to look at that petition. Look at where those 6000 petitioners come from, and you will see that many
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of the petitioners on that petition are residents of suburban Melbourne. In fact many of them are
residents of my own electorate in the south-east of Melbourne. Thousands of them are in fact from
metropolitan Melbourne, and that is not new; that is a longstanding situation where many of the
participants in recreational hunting and recreational shooting are from metropolitan Melbourne. They
enjoy the annual season as an opportunity to go into the regions, to go into regional Victoria with their
family, to enjoy time together and to enjoy recreational hunting. So this is not an issue that just affects
regional communities, although they are the beneficiary of the spend and they are the people who are
directly financially disadvantaged by the government’s decision this year; it affects thousands of
families in our metropolitan communities, including throughout the south-east of Melbourne.
As I think Mr Gepp said, duck season is set down in regulation, with the season to run for specified
dates from March to June and with specified bag limits. So what we had in February was actually not
an announcement of the 2021 duck season but an announcement by the government to change the
default duck season, and a decision by the government to change the default season requires the
government to justify why that default season is being changed. We have a default season set down in
regulation every year so everybody knows when it starts, knows when it finishes and knows what the
bag limits are. The government decided to come in at the last minute—I think it was the second week
of February, on a Saturday—and announced changes to that season barely a month before it was
scheduled to start. The onus is on the government to explain why it is varying that season from the
standard set down in regulations.
The former minister consistently said that she would act on the advice of the Game Management
Authority in setting arrangements for the season, and I think the current minister has said something
similar. But the question is: how has the GMA arrived at the position it did in advising the government?
How has it arrived at the recommendation it made to slash the season from three months to less than
three weeks and to slash the bag limit from 10 birds to two birds? That is where things get murky, and
that is why this documents motion is important.
Following that announcement on the Saturday in February, I actually submitted an FOI to the
department seeking all documents which had in the previous three months passed between the Minister
for Agriculture, the GMA and the department. In response to that FOI, I received a blank refusal, and
it was an unusual refusal because the FOI was refused. It is not unusual that there was a refusal—there
are plenty of those under this government—but what was unusual was the nature of the refusal,
because the refusal was on the basis that what was requested was voluminous, having asked for all
documents between the minister, the GMA and the department from November through to what was
then early February. It was refused on the basis that there were some, I think, 273 documents in barely
a two-month period. The request was refused out of hand because it was voluminous, which raises the
question: why were there 273 documents passing between the minister, the GMA and the department
around arrangements for the 2021 duck season ahead of the GMA providing its advice to the minister?
That raises the issue that the GMA’s advice is not at arm’s length and that there was obviously
considerable interaction between the department, the GMA and the minister before that formal advice
went to the minister.
Now, for a period the formal advice from the GMA was on its website. Mr Gepp said earlier that the
documents are there. I stand to be corrected, but my understanding is that that brief is no longer on the
GMA website—that it was there for a period of time and was subsequently removed. But while the
brief to the minister was on the website in a redacted form, it made for interesting reading because it
was very selective in the facts it used. If any member wanted to compare the brief to the minister with
the source documents, such as the Kingsford study and various other documents that were referred to
in the brief, the brief selectively made extracts from the source documents to fit the narrative the GMA
wanted—or, more to the point, the narrative the government wanted the GMA to give it. So far from
being a brief which was robust in its argument as to why the arrangements are what they are, the brief
was in fact a selective use of statistics—if you could describe it as statistics, because most of it was
just in narrative form—to fit the narrative the government wanted to receive from the GMA. As I said,
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my understanding is that that brief has now been removed from the GMA website, but I stand to be
corrected on that. So arrangements for this year’s season are far from transparent.
The government had a political dilemma with this year’s season. It was facing pressure within its own
ranks not to have a season, and it was facing pressure to have a season, and it seems to have landed on
this hybrid position of, ‘Let’s have a season, so we can say we have a season, but let’s make it so
truncated in length, so truncated in bag limit that effectively there isn’t a season’. And one of the
consequences of such a short season, of 20 days—from three months down to less than three weeks—
is that many participants, particularly those coming from interstate, are unlikely to come to Victoria,
and regional communities are going to miss out. So the government can run around saying, ‘We had
a season’, when in reality the participants in recreational hunting know that the season is so truncated
as to be effectively non-existent.
So it is appropriate that we have this documents motion today. The documents motion seeks those
documents that were refused under FOI, but it also seeks a broader suite of documents as well.
Mr Gepp said the government was transparent in the way in which it arrived at the 2021 season. If the
government believes it is being transparent, it will have no hesitation in providing the documents
which are sought under this motion so that we can in fact see how the decision was arrived at and see
why the decision the government took and, indeed, the brief the GMA gave was not reflected in the
evidence, was not reflected in the evidence of bird numbers, particularly in southern Victoria, and does
not reflect the best interests of the Victorian community.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (10:37): I will be brief. This year’s duck-hunting season was
incredibly limited. The government justified this by claiming that duck populations were down.
Adjacent states have done the opposite. They have increased their cull targets because duck
populations were booming and causing damage. Somebody is not telling the truth.
Most of Australia has had a wet summer. We have had reports of ducks from all over south-eastern
Australia having two clutches of ducklings this year, with speculation rising that some are going for a
hat-trick. All available evidence suggests there is a massive boom in the duck population underway,
as happens in Australia in wet seasons. Like many species, they are boom and bust: in droughts they
bust; in wet seasons they boom. ‘All available evidence’ is the rub, because apparently the government
is sitting on some evidence to the contrary. This documents motion calls for the government to reveal
the data they have used to justify a limited hunting season. The only obvious reason for not wanting
to reveal this information is because there is no such supporting data. This really should be a simple
opportunity for open government to show us the working.
From where I am standing, this government wants to limit duck hunting because it wants to appeal to
voters in the inner-city electorates, where duck hunting does not happen. They want to appeal to
bleeding hearts who would rather ducks overpopulate and do damage than for us to manage the
environment sustainably and sensibly. Duck hunting is a sustainable source of free-range meat. It is
organic too, for those who care about that sort of thing.
Duck hunting is conducted in the regions, but many duck hunters come from the city. These people
live in the suburbs and wait with great anticipation for their annual trip to the bush. As we have heard,
the government cancelled the trips last year and now they have put the knee on it again. Duck hunting
is part of many people’s family traditions. Generations have gone on these camping trips and
sustainably harvested duck for their family tables. Grandfathers, fathers and sons—and now daughters
as well—go together to the marshes, hunt and spend time together around the camp fire. These are
cultural traditions—cultural traditions of Indigenous and non-Indigenous Victorians. The urban
sophisticates can throw off at the primitives who hunt. They reveal how thinly the layers of their muchvaunted tolerance and acceptance are painted over something uglier.
A government of the regions would never target duck hunting the way this government has. This is
yet another example of why regional communities need the right to self-govern. We do not need
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politicians from Melbourne telling us how to live in regional Victoria. If they want to ban duck hunting
in Melbourne, they can go right ahead—just leave the rest of us alone. The Liberal Democrats support
honest government, so we support this call for government to produce the evidence backing the
decisions, assuming such evidence exists, and if it does not exist, produce the facts that this was purely
a political decision, one more by this government targeting the people of regional Victoria.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (10:40): I also rise to speak on Mr Bourman’s motion in
relation to duck hunting. I think it is important to acknowledge, as the government does, that many
people have deeply held and diverging views about duck hunting, and it is an issue that has divided
our community for many, many years. I know I can talk about the number of emails I get on a daily
basis in relation to duck hunting: people in opposition to duck hunting and some people not in
opposition to duck hunting. I think as an issue it has been going on for a long, long period of time. We
are always going to have this sort of debate about whether or not duck hunting should continue in the
state of Victoria or we should adopt what other states are doing, and obviously there is the other view
about people wanting to continue duck hunting. So that debate is going to be ongoing for many, many
years. I am not sure that will ever be settled one way or the other, because you are always going to
have one view which is opposite to the other view.
Having said that, I think it is important that the motion talks about how the government has arrived at
its decision as to whether or not the duck-hunting season should go ahead. Something that has been
continuously on the mind of the Andrews Labor government in relation to this issue is to make sure it
is balanced and that we respect that people want to continue with duck hunting but that on the other
hand we need to be mindful about the environment. I mean, to me—going back to the olden days—
you can say that people used to go and hunt to eat. That is how hunting started. But then over the years
it has sort of evolved into a situation where it has become like a sport. Personally I do not find duck
hunting to be a sport. If people want to go and hunt and eat—this is a personal view—I think fair
enough; there is nothing wrong with that. I think that is where the debate is at the moment: ‘It’s a sport,
shooting. I want to go and shoot’. Well, instead of shooting ducks and birds, clay shooting is good.
That is good sport. As I said, we are not going to resolve that today. It is going to be a never-ending
debate in relation to that.
Going back to the motion from Mr Bourman, a documents motion in relation to how the government
arrived at this decision for this coming season, the 2021 season, the arrangements for this annual
hunting season are set in regulation. They are altered from year to year in response to environmental
conditions, and these modifications are based on the advice from the Game Management Authority
(GMA). This year the authority’s advice, based on a number of areas which I will go through, has
significantly modified the season. For example, the modification to this year’s season includes a
reduction in the daily bag limit from 10 to two birds. The season is reduced to 20 days, commencing
on Wednesday, 26 May, and ending on 14 June 2021. Hunting starts will be delayed until 8.00 am for
the first five days of the season. Hunting of grey teal and chestnut teal ducks is prohibited north of the
Princes Highway/Freeway, and the blue-winged shoveler is again prohibited from being hunted, given
the concern over this species’ status.
The advice given to the GMA is based on an assessment of rainfall data, wetland conditions, waterfall
abundance, distribution, harvest data and whether hunting activities could impact on the conservation
and sustainability of game duck populations. Breeding, populations across eastern Australia and duck
season arrangements in other jurisdictions are also considered as part of the GMA’s advice, and
obviously key stakeholders have been consulted over those decisions.
In relation to some of the information Mr Bourman is seeking, the bulk of the information he is seeking
is already available on the website, and it is publicly available as the GMA publishes a detailed outline
of the process. The information considers submissions from stakeholders and the Game Management
Authority’s full recommendations to government. So the documents—
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
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Mr MELHEM: Yes, you have? Oh, good. Well, I will read it again in case you weren’t listening,
Mr Rich-Phillips.
Mr Finn: He obviously was listening.
Mr MELHEM: I am glad you’re paying attention. I will read it again just in case you missed it.
Mr Leane: I missed it.
Mr MELHEM: You missed it? Mr Leane missed it, so I might read it to Mr Leane. All the relevant
information, Mr Bourman, is there on the website. Do you want me to go through it again? I have got
a whole list. We received various submissions. Did you put in a submission to the GMA? I am sure
you have not, or you have. If you have not, you should have. Submissions for the 2021 season from
stakeholders included Animals Australia, BirdLife Australia, Coalition Against Duck Shooting, Field
and Game Australia, the RSPCA, Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting, Sporting Shooters
Association—that must be you, Mr Bourman. I think you put in a submission, which is great. Or
maybe your organisation has—the one you are representing. So we had all sorts of people for and
against duck hunting put in various submissions to the authority to look at how we can consider that.
As I said earlier, we can always have an argument and a debate about duck hunting. As I said, it is
going to be an ongoing issue. My personal view on it is I do not believe duck shooting should be a
sport. I think if you want a sport, then shoot clays. I shoot as well, but I do not shoot birds. I think
going back to the old days people used to shoot birds to eat them, and that is fair enough.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: No, I left some for you, Mr Finn. I left some for you. You are welcome to join
me. But I think this argument about, ‘I’m going to go duck shooting because I want to get some ducks
to feed my family’ was okay 100 years ago, 200 years ago or 300 years ago, but I think in 2021 it is
probably not as relevant. But I tell you, if you want to use it as a sport, as I said earlier, I reckon clay
shooting is a pretty good one. That is what we should actually do. But also having said that, the current
legislation in Victoria does provide for duck season every year, and we should respect the right of
people to actually participate in that, because it is a lawful thing to do. I have got no issue with that. I
have got a personal opinion—I will not support it—but I think the right is there for the duck-shooting
community to basically participate. But you have got to actually respect the rules, and I think
Mr Bourman did talk about the people who are actually trying to break these rules and how he is not
supportive of that. That is why, unfortunately for them, there is a reduction in numbers for how many
you can shoot on a daily basis et cetera. That is based on scientific evidence, so therefore I have got
some difficulty with—I think Mr Rich-Phillips put a motion yesterday saying this—‘Let’s have an
open slather with no minimum numbers and you can have a bag full every day, every 5 minutes, and
you can shoot anything you want’.
Mr Leane: Wombats.
Mr MELHEM: Wombats too—I think wombats. Koalas. I mean, cockatoos, for example: I tell
you, sometimes they annoy you in the morning, but I cannot shoot them. Why? They have got the
right to exist. So with these few words, whilst we are not opposing the motion, I think, Mr Bourman,
all the information is on the website. If there is any other further information we can provide you, I am
sure the relevant minister will attend to your request in due course. So with these words I will leave it
at that.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:50): I am pleased to rise today to support motion 482 in the name
of Mr Bourman, and I think the clarity around this motion goes to the need for raw data and the full
level of advice received from the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions by the minister for the
duck-hunting season and from the eastern Australian waterbird survey—the complete set of data there.
I think the hunting fraternity—Field and Game Australia, the Sporting Shooters Association of
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Australian and the Victorian Duck Hunters Association—all feel aggrieved that this government is
hiding the truth, not being transparent in relation to the figures.
First of all, we know that duck hunting has been a family pastime. It has been a pursuit often through
generations over many, many decades. I took the point from the previous speaker, Mr Melhem, and
he spoke about how it may have been useful and proper 200 years ago. I think that is quite an absurd
statement. It still can be relevant and useful and a continuation of regional pursuits, but also it is not a
sport. I believe duck hunters believe it is a right and a pastime. I certainly understand that ducks are
harvested and eaten, and indeed many a great recipe—duck salami et cetera—is on the table of those
families that hunt.
The fact that many of our duck-hunting fraternity do an amazing amount of work for habitat restoration
clearly is ignored and flies under the radar of this government and those opposed. One of the main
considerations about duck populations and the flourishing of species is the habitat in which they live,
and I have stood in this place and will today again speak about the work that Field and Game and other
volunteers do to support the promotion and restoration of habitat. Indeed there are somewhat upwards
of 40 different Field and Game sites and wetlands where volunteers across Victoria come and support
habitat preservation, and no better an example is Heart Morass in my electorate.
Now, for the government to say that they have slashed this season, speaking with former Field and
Game chair Rick Foster only a month ago when this came out, he was just—sceptical was too kind a
word—pretty gutted by the fact that this government was serving up a less-than-three-week season
and a limited bag number when there is no evidence to actually support that diminishing response by
government.
I take Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips’s information that he has put on the table: it is very important for
regional Victoria, and I will speak to that, but also metropolitan Melbourne. So many people in
metropolitan Melbourne want to get out into regional Victoria and experience nature and contribute
to the economy by buying their petrol, filling their eskies and buying their camping equipment but
also continuing that family tradition, including in our region, in Eastern Victoria Region in Gippsland,
with the importance of this industry to our economy. Indeed a report that is from some time ago but is
still quite relevant said hunting is worth somewhere in the vicinity of $356 million to regional Victoria.
That was a couple of years ago now, so we can assume that there are more people involved, and
certainly the people that come into my office and write to me really want that to continue.
Now, a couple of weeks ago I called on the Minister for Agriculture to provide some information, and
I called on her to release the full evidence and data used by the Game Management Authority, like we
are debating today, and to justify its dramatically reduced duck season. What I got back were the
seasonal considerations. There is lots of information about rainfall data and lots of groovy maps
et cetera, but it actually largely is irrelevant to the actual drill-down status of the ministerial response
and the ministerial briefing papers. That did go up on the website for about five days, somewhere in
that vicinity, and I understand that the hunting fraternity went gangbusters in terms of challenging
those details. On one of the sites there, one of the comments was a discussion around habitat. All it
said was ‘Somewhat increased’. That is a bit like saying, ‘I have had somewhat of a sandwich’. How
much of a sandwich? You know, this is a hard sandwich for these good people to stomach.
If we look to New South Wales by comparison, we see that New South Wales has lifted its duck season
by 16.5 per cent after detecting good populations in the Riverina area. We know that the New South
Wales Department of Primary Industries releases an annual waterfowl quota report drawing on
helicopter and drone surveys plus satellite tracking and on-the-ground observations. New South Wales
relies on an adaptive management approach, and I know that certainly the duck-hunting fraternity has
called on the government—the government was supposed to implement that, and they are being very
tardy about that implementation of an adaptive management process. This is a commitment that has
not been lived up to. Victoria also relies heavily on the eastern Australian aerial waterbird survey,
which really is considerably less resourced than the counterparts in New South Wales. We need the
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data, we need to see that it is available and we need that transparency. We have had other members
talk about the lack of transparency. I concur with that, and I do indeed support this motion today.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (10:57): I want to thank my parliamentary colleague for
bringing this motion to our chamber. Indeed I want to thank him for giving me this opportunity to talk
at some length about the abomination that is duck shooting and the equal abomination that is the Game
Management Authority, the GMA. It is about time that the Game Management Authority operated
with some transparency. Indeed I think this move is essential for our goal of finally being rid of both
the GMA and the hypocrisy of recreational killing in Victoria once and for all. Let us be clear about
the Game Management Authority: it was put in place by shooters in the Parliament. It is stacked with
shooters on its board. It is there to entrench the increasingly unpopular and irrelevant activity of
shooting live animals for fun.
The 2017 Pegasus Economics report into the effectiveness of the GMA was scathing, noting that ‘the
GMA has not been able to effectively fulfil its compliance and enforcement responsibilities’ and that
‘the GMA is vulnerable to capture by the interests that it is seeking to regulate’. Indeed so, because it
was designed that way from the very start. The Pegasus report also makes clear that the GMA’s current
position exposes the minister to considerable risk and, if not changed, ‘will contribute to continued
non-compliance with the game-hunting laws and the erosion of the hunting community’s social
licence’. And so it has. The hunters have lost their social licence. Almost no-one wants it to continue.
And, as it turns out, almost no-one wants to actually do it. I was there last year on the opening weekend,
and there were way more people prepared to rescue wounded birds than to shoot them. Those that did
show up with their guns and their ammo, their boats, their four-wheel drives and their camo—
everything—were frustrated mainly by one thing: no ducks. It is funny what happens when you steal
the water from the rivers and deprive animals of their breeding grounds.
In 2019 the annual aerial bird survey found wetland conditions to be as bad as they were during the
millennium drought, when the 2007 and 2008 duck-shooting seasons were sensibly cancelled. That
same year, though, 2019, based on GMA advice the season went ahead anyway. A year later birds had
dropped a further 23 per cent, bringing eastern Australia’s total waterbird loss to 90 per cent in the last
four decades, and yet shooters still expect a sanctioned slaughter to go ahead. My colleague asks why
this survey is still being used. I counter that it is not being used. If the government were letting the
science drive their policy, in this case the extensive and longitudinally inconsistent bird number
surveys, we would not allow any killing of increasingly endangered waterbirds.
Let us take a look back at the kinds of things we have learned from recent GMA surveys. We know
through their own survey that up to 80 per cent of shooters do not know the difference between game
and protected species. They do not know the difference. Eighty-six per cent do not know how to
humanely kill ducks that do not die instantly from their wounds, and in fact fewer than 4 per cent of
shooters passed the GMA’s most recent general knowledge test. FOI requests have also previously
revealed that the GMA is made up of or led by shooters, and they claim a social benefit to shooting
despite no social impact studies having been performed by the GMA and despite this being required
of them under the act—their own act.
I would like to conclude by restating my appreciation for this motion to increase transparency in this
decision-making. I am confident that more transparency will expose the truth that the decision-making
by the GMA is fundamentally biased towards shooters’ interests, as it has always been. I am confident
the release of these documents will strengthen the arguments to ban duck shooting here in Victoria.
Therefore I commend this motion to the house.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (11:03): I rise to speak on Mr Bourman’s motion
regarding the game-hunting season and his request for documents relating to this area. I know that this
issue brings out quite divergent views in society, as it does in this chamber. Before rising to speak I
heard from Mr Bourman and Mr Meddick, on opposite ends of this issue, and I understand that it does
stir significant passions. I can say in my electorate of Southern Metro those passions are shared, and I
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can say that this sport is not my cup of tea and not one that I would be engaging in, but the Andrews
Labor government does recognise this sport as a legitimate activity provided the rules are followed.
The arrangements for the annual hunting season are regulated and set by the Game Management
Authority, and that is why I listened with interest as both sides of the argument were arguing about
different biases in the Game Management Authority and also suggesting that they were not adequately
consulted or that stakeholder views were not considered and that the Game Management Authority
has some other sort of agenda, which is quite interesting, because as I said, both sides I have heard are
coming from different angles. In this regard governing for all Victorians is not easy, and that is why
sometimes governments need to strike the right balance in policy development. That is why this
government has been so successful. The game-hunting season is still going ahead, albeit in a shortened
time frame. That was is responsible governments do; they try to represent everybody.
In my electorate of Southern Metropolitan I have had quite considerable interactions with constituents.
Overwhelmingly they are against duck hunting for a number of reasons—conservation reasons and
environmental reasons and just I guess compassion for the ducks in general from constituents in my
electorate seem to be the leading reasons.
On the other hand I guess we all accept the importance of hunting in human evolution. Humans have
been hunting for over a million years; it is probably the reason for our development, our human
development, our brain development, our cells. It is part of the reason why we are able to be who we
are today. Hunting was an essential part of that evolutionary stage. I guess today our consumption of
protein and meat is quite different to what it was a million years ago, and I guess the need for hunting
in the way it was performed before is probably not as necessary. There are alternative methods to
consume your protein. I still enjoy eating meat and I think it is an important part of our diet, but I do
not see that it is necessary to hunt ducks to do that endeavour.
Some of the previous speakers raised the issue of the importance I guess of customs, family traditions,
and I think this government does understand the importance of respecting people’s customs. That is
why we have got a truth-telling commission at the moment. I think people’s customs are important,
their ways of life are important, and I guess striking the right balance is important for all of these issues.
I know what I say today will not appease either end of the argument—I am getting that sense looking
around the chamber. But I think it is important that this chamber does reflect the divergent views in
this state, so I am glad that we have got Mr Bourman and Mr Meddick gracing us with their presence
here in this important democratic institution, the Legislative Council. So I thank you both for your
contributions on this important issue.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr ERDOGAN: Yes, that is right. On the Game Management Authority’s stakeholder
engagement, I was quite impressed when I heard that they had invited submissions from Animals
Australia, BirdLife Australia, the Coalition Against Duck Shooting, Field and Game Australia, the
RSPCA, Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting, the Sporting Shooters Association of
Australia, the Shooting Sports Council of Victoria and the Victorian Duck Hunters Association. They
were all invited to make submissions, so the Game Management Authority obviously has taken
account of those divergent views. But the issue of the duck-hunting season is not unique to Victoria.
It is important to state that this is an issue across eastern Australia because ducks do not necessarily
respect, you might say, the federation state boundaries.
The eastern Australian waterbird survey is a key part of the information used by the Game
Management Authority when considering possible arrangements for the duck season. It is important
to understand that the eastern Australian waterbird survey was designed by Dr Graeme Caughley of
the CSIRO, one of the world’s most respected biometricians, and implemented for the first time in
1983 specifically to provide information on the abundance and distribution of game ducks and their
habitats for use by eastern states when setting duck-hunting seasons. The survey has been conducted
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each year since then and has just completed its 38th year. Today these surveys continue to inform
regulation of hunting seasons in Victoria and South Australia, game bird culling in New South Wales
and state-of-the-environment reporting. So it is important that there is a scientific basis for, I guess,
policy development in this space, and that is good to know, because I believe in listening to the science,
listening to the respected experts in this area. Obviously you have experts and then you have other
experts, and that is always a challenge, but I have faith the Game Management Authority’s
recommendations are based on a broad analysis of rainfall data, wetland conditions, waterfowl
abundance, harvest data and whether hunting activities could impact on the conservation or
sustainability of game duck populations. Like I said, they have heard views from pro- and anti-duckhunting groups.
As I stated at the beginning, it is not my cup of tea; it is not a sport I would engage in. I still enjoy
eating different proteins, and I enjoy eating meat, but like I said, they are usually done in a sustainable
manner through the great farming practices of Victorian farmers. But it is important to understand this
issue does divide the community. It is a tough one and there are going to be different opinions, and I
think that is what democratic societies do. But I think that the Andrews Labor government does respect
it as a legitimate activity. That is why the game-hunting season is still going ahead this year, albeit in
a restricted time frame. And what are these restrictions? I think it is important that I restate them for
those of you who may have missed some of the previous speakers on this issue: the season has been
reduced to 20 days—only 20 days—commencing on 26 May and ending on 14 June 2021; hunting
times will start at 8.00 am for the first five days of the season; hunting of grey teal and chestnut teal
ducks is prohibited north of the Princes Freeway; and the blue-winged shoveler is again prohibited
from hunting given the concern over this species’ status.
I think government is about striking the right balance, about representing all Victorians, and I think
this policy area is one in which the government is striking a balance to gain the confidence of all
Victorians. There is a lot to say on this issue. It is not the first time the duck-hunting issue has come
before this chamber, and I am sure it will not be the last. I will save some of my best statements for
future contributions on this issue, because I expect that this issue will be heard again and again. The
government will continue to consult and listen to all stakeholders, and ultimately it will continue with
an evidence-based approach to determining modifications to the duck season. I wish everyone well in
this space, and I look forward to hearing my fellow speakers.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (11:12): I am looking forward to Mr Erdogan’s pearls of
wisdom in the future, and I am so pleased he is interested in having a bit of protein. Now, there is lots
of protein coming from the wonderful farmers of western Victoria, and we do a fantastic job. Just
make sure you do not drink the Kool-Aid, Mr Erdogan, and any more business about, ‘We want to get
rid of animal meat and fibre production’. That is not a good thing.
Now, what a wonderful place this is. We have got these amazing divergent views. We have got
Mr Meddick on the one hand and Mr Bourman on the other, all singing from the one hymnbook at the
moment, but unfortunately we have got the Labor Party, who do not know where they are. We have
got Mr Bourman, who says this is not a sport, and Mr Erdogan, who says that it is. Now, look, I know
the Labor Party are being pulled apart on this issue. They are in grave difficulty because there are
obviously a lot of people in the Labor Party who totally support duck shooting and then there are those
who do not. So you are in a dilemma. You have got to try and appease the animal sentients and the
Greens. You are being contorted dramatically over this—but look, it is a great thing that we can have
this debate.
I rise, of course, to support Mr Bourman’s motion and concur with his call on the government to
release the advice and data provided by Victorian public servants to the Andrews government
ministers which justified a shortened duck-hunting season and reduced bag limits. Look, we need a
lot of data from this government. It is never forthcoming. We do not know why we had a whole lot of
things relating to COVID that were never released. At least release the information regarding a
decision on duck hunting—that would be good. I am obviously already on the record condemning the
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decision made by the government which drastically curtailed the length of the season and reduced the
daily bag permitted—a decision based on ideology rather than science, clearly, and flying in the face
of freedom, tradition and the interests of the rural economy. It is crucial therefore to expose how the
minister came to this flawed decision.
Opposition to duck hunting is sprung from several different ill-conceived beliefs. One of those is the
fringe, far-left ideology of animal activism that opposes all recreational and agricultural uses of
animals, founded on an idea of animal sentience. Another is a complete disdain for the country way
of life. Both of these I have discussed at length in this house, but today I would like to particularly
draw attention to the nonsense perpetrated by anti-duck-hunting activists with regard to conservation.
Their complete misconception is that duck hunting is anti-ethical and harmful to wildlife conservation
efforts.
On Saturday I was pleased to visit the Connewarre Wetland Centre for the inauguration of the Beretta
Observation Trail. I would also like to note that no other member of Parliament in western Victoria
turned up, despite being invited. There they detailed, as I have heard on a number of occasions, the
very commendable conservation efforts of Field and Game Australia. At the site the Field and Game
Geelong branch have built nest boxes and henhouses and introduced modelling of avian migration
strategies, population dynamics and conservation strategies with Deakin University to benefit the
community and the birdlife via scientific research, not ideology. They do an outstanding job
supporting the breeding ground for 230 bird species, of which only seven, or 3 per cent, are listed for
hunting. Their nesting boxes provide homes for magnificent birds, including rainbow lorikeets, eastern
rosellas, red-rumped parrots and many others, as well as the black swans nesting in the rehabilitated
wetlands.
Duck-hunting organisations conduct far more extensive and effectual conservation efforts than any of
their opponents, who do not lift a finger to preserve wetlands, who are far more occupied with ideology
and virtue signalling than making a real difference to the conservation and the wetland environment
of this state. Duck hunting is a healthy outdoor recreation beloved by tens of thousands of Victorians
and has been for generations. It is entirely legitimate and is already regulated to make it safe,
responsible and sustainable.
The fiasco of this year’s season announcement can only have come from a deliberate attempt to
undermine the sport by ministers and departmental officials or by a civil war within the Labor Party.
Either way, the Minister for Agriculture has yet again failed to stand up for the interests of rural
Victoria. The Labor Party must decide whether the 2020s will be the decade of a continued drift
towards city-centrism in their electoral turf war with the Greens and other activists or whether they
will stand up and fight for the rural and regional communities who are continuously overlooked in the
rush for tram-track votes. I applaud Mr Bourman’s motion. It is a fantastic motion. Well done,
Mr Bourman, and good on you, Mr Meddick, for supporting it. It is great to be on the same team.
Duck shooters and the rural economy they support deserve to see where this cynical decision came
from. We need the data. We need it all the time with this government. It is never forthcoming, and on
this occasion we need it essentially to justify their ridiculous proposition. This government cannot hide
the truth forever, and this is an important step in exposing that in duck shooting, as in so much other
environmental policy, radical ideology trumps scientific and pragmatic decision-making. And just to
tell you a bit about what the Geelong Field and Game branch do, they took on one of the largest
projects in southern Victoria, which involved digging kilometres of channels and regulating structures
to bring water from the Barwon River across a swamp system that was otherwise isolated, whilst
restoring the natural flows of the wetlands and river. Behind all of this you can see the results. The
members constructed Baenschs Lane wetland, which is over 200 acres in area, which was a shell grit
wasteland and is now a highly productive wetland system, over 40 years ago. The Geelong Field and
Game organisation has in excess of 800 members, and they come from all walks of life. They are of
all ages and all backgrounds and are wonderful people who care about the environment and the
conservation of wetlands and also bird species.
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It is most important that we understand exactly what bird enthusiasts who are in Field and Game
actually do. The Reedy Lake story is another case in point, where Field and Game members in 1979
were witness to the decline of the Reedy Lake complex, and they set about one of the biggest
freshwater projects in southern Victoria—to restore those wetlands. It was invaded by carp, and they
have eradicated that. They do an outstanding job. These are people that support duck hunting, but they
support absolutely the conservation of bird life of all forms and other animal life. On top of that, they
run amazing educational programs for children who would otherwise never get the opportunity to visit
wetland reserves and see what is under the surface of the water and in the reeds and the wetlands—
children who are in urban environments who just do not have this opportunity. This is all done by
volunteer labour and philanthropy, not government investment, and they do it on the basis that they
care about conservation and the environment. I applaud Mr Bourman’s motion and am so pleased that
it has got this universal support. I do not know, what are the Labor Party doing? Are they opposing it?
Members interjecting.
Mrs McARTHUR: Oh, you are supporting it too? What a bunch of heroes! So we are all on the
one page here; that is fantastic. We love data, we want the information and we also like conservation
and duck shooting.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (11:21): You will probably be surprised, Acting President Patten,
that I actually was not planning to make a contribution on Mr Bourman’s motion, but I found myself
inspired by the previous contributions from all parts of the chamber—obviously Mrs McArthur’s
contribution but also Mr Erdogan’s—
Members interjecting.
Mr LEANE: I have got to say Mr Erdogan is a great MP and I am very impressed. I found we have
something in common, with what he spoke about. So often we find things in common over the journey.
Mr Erdogan said he was a big fan of protein. I am actually a big fan of protein, and I can state that
having a lot of protein is part of the regime I use to maintain my weight. Mrs McArthur mentioned
Kool-Aid. Actually, during the daylight hours I wash down that protein with a lot of Gatorade, which
I think would be like the next generation of Kool-Aid. So I was quite inspired.
But in all seriousness, Mr Bourman, this is a documents motion, which we have in this chamber quite
frequently—a call for documents—and the government has been consistent: as long as they are not
cabinet-in-confidence or commercial-in-confidence documents, we do our best to abide by the
chamber’s wishes, and it is absolutely their right to call for documents. That is the position we are in.
Where I have been inspired by this debate is that this is a great example of balance. Sometimes
governments have to find a position where there are vastly opposing views. Sometimes the
government needs to find a position somewhere in the middle of those views, to uphold all people’s
views and rights. I think this is one case where we have come to this position with this year’s season.
Governments are not here to be popular with everyone; that is just impossible. Governments have to
govern, and this is one of those instances where decisions needed to be made from—as a number of
my colleagues have mentioned before—actual data and the results of surveys and other detailed
research, and also from submissions.
Getting back to finding a balance, the submissions for this year’s season are from stakeholders
including Animals Australia, BirdLife Australia, the Coalition Against Duck Shooting, Field and
Game Australia, RSPCA, Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck Shooting, the Sporting Shooters
Association of Australia, the Shooting Sports Council of Victoria and the Victorian Duck Hunters
Association. As I said, they were all submissions about what should happen in their view as far as this
year’s season goes. Obviously some of those submissions would be at both ends of the spectrum in
terms of views about whether the duck season should go ahead. This is where governments and
ministers, with all sorts of advice—from departmental advice to advice in these submissions—need to

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
1090

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 17 March 2021

come to a decision. That decision has been made—to have this reduced season—for a number of
reasons. Some people think there should be no season at all, and I respect that opinion. There is also
an opinion that there should be a longer season. The best governments do not thrive on—hopefully—
thinking they are being popular in every decision they make. The best governments thrive on actually
making decisions that need to be made no matter what criticism may fly from both directions—every
direction—and governments sometimes find themselves in that position.
I am glad for the opportunity to make a brief contribution on Mr Bourman’s motion. As I said, the
motion is calling for documents from the government, so it is not a unique motion at all. Our
government has got a good track record in this area compared to a previous government a long, long
time ago. They were a dark four years, but the sun has come out since then. We will look at these
documents that Mr Bourman is looking for and respond.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Dr Kieu, you have got 60 seconds.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:27): In 60 seconds I would like to summarise. Duck
hunting was necessary for humans in prehistoric times and has now become more of a recreational
pastime, but some people take it very seriously—and the government also does. The government
makes hard decisions—and a hard decision is better than no decision—based on the authorities, in this
case the Game Management Authority. All the data are disclosed on the website. Am I under my
60 seconds?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Thank you, Dr Kieu, very succinct.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:28): I am just going to sum up. Unsurprisingly it will cover
a bit of Mr Meddick’s contribution. First of all it was very weird to hear Mr Meddick commend my
motion. It was probably one of the very rare times. We have divergent reasons, but we want the same
thing. Also Mr Meddick made a big deal about how bad hunters are and things like that. I think it is a
little bit hypocritical to be telling everyone how bad the hunters are when part of their thing—as
protesters—is breaking rules to get what they want. We should be a little cognisant of that. Lastly on
Mr Meddick, he actually made a point for me. He mentioned that, I think it was last year, they went to
protest at one of the swamps and there were very few hunters, a lot of protesters and no ducks. If there
is no water, there are no ducks. You cannot shoot them if they are not there, and neither the protesters
nor the hunters would have moved them on.
Moving on, ducks have to be controlled. The easiest way to do it is to do it via shooting. We can either
have a highly regulated and humane season, as we do in Victoria, South Australia and Tasmania, or
we can have culls with very little oversight, as they do in New South Wales and Queensland. They
may not have recreational duck hunting there, but they do have duck shooting. They will get a permit
to control wildlife, and they will shoot up to hundreds in a go. So there is more to this than one would
think. Also many hunters may well not need to hunt to eat—that point was made a couple of times—
but they eat what they hunt and, not only that, they are required to by the hunting regulations. When
you shoot a duck, you have to at least take the breasts and you have to—well, I suppose you do not
have to—eat them. Saying that we do not need to hunt is technically correct, but people want to control
where they get their protein from. They want to know where it has been from being alive and free to
being on your plate. Whereas when you buy something from the supermarket, you have got no idea
where it has come from.
Finally, I have three theories on why the 2021 duck season is the way it is: either the data we have
been presented is wrong, the Game Management Authority’s interpretation and other people’s
interpretation of the data were wrong or somewhere along the line there was political interference.
These documents will show which of these theories is correct hopefully. We would just like to see a
lot of the other communications as well as the submissions from the stakeholders, because I think there
are details there. With those three theories, if the government is claiming that this is on a scientific
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basis, then every single other state has got it wrong. And we have not managed to get anything out of
the other governments on the announcements for those states.
Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:31): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 451, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
WORKSAFE VICTORIA
Debate resumed on motion of Mr O’DONOHUE:
That this house calls on the Minister for Workplace Safety, the Honourable Ingrid Stitt, MLC, to exercise her
power, confirmed in section 7(1)(a) of the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004, to direct WorkSafe
Victoria to:
(1) conduct an urgent investigation into all occupational health and safety risks and corresponding
responsibilities for duty holders within the hotel quarantine program managed by COVID-19 Quarantine
Victoria and its predecessors with responsibility for hotel quarantine;
(2) ensure the report includes details of the health and safety risks and corresponding responsibilities for
duty holders;
(3) complete the inquiry and present a report to the Minister for Workplace Safety by 31 May 2021; and
(4) cause the report to be tabled in the Council on the next sitting day after it has been received from
WorkSafe Victoria.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (11:35): This is an important motion that we are
continuing on with after Mr O’Donohue commenced this in the last sitting week. It is important
because it is on the top of everyone’s mind in terms of how we are dealing with this pandemic crisis,
this COVID crisis, here in Victoria. Whilst we are very pleased that the numbers are down and there
is not that dreadful, terrible community transmission that Victoria experienced last year with the
devastation and tragically over 800 people losing their lives to COVID, the hotel quarantine program
is very important to bring confidence back into the community. We have not seen that throughout the
course of its management by the Andrews government. We have seen failure after failure in terms of
the issues around the hotel quarantine program.
Of course we had the breaches in June of last year, which led to that widespread community
transmission that I have referred to, leading to that immense loss of life and the extensive lockdown
of over 5 million Victorians for 111 days. That of course has had a massive impact. Just recently again
we have had further lockdowns because of further breaches and cover-ups and blame by the Andrews
government in relation to how this program is working. That five-day lockdown obviously has had
devastating consequences for the confidence of business. People want to know that when there is a
case in hotel quarantine the state will not be locked down again. I think this is indicative of how this
government has operated because they have not had the systems and processes in place. They have
not had faith in how they are actually undertaking this really important program.
They had to suspend the program. The suspension of that program has been undertaken for weeks and
weeks and weeks. We are not getting returned travellers back into Victoria. I have just been listening
to question time. That is why I was a little late coming to the chamber—and my apologies, President.
I was listening to the acting minister in response to a very important question that we put to him about
the hotel quarantine program. Yes, there are workers in the hotel quarantine program, pilots and
aircraft staff and the like and others that are working in industries who are coming into the country,
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but we are not getting those returned travellers—and we know the vast majority of the cases are
coming through those returned travellers. Other states, like New South Wales, are doing the heavy
lifting in regard to that. They are taking returned travellers, and there are thousands of Victorians—up
to 10 000 Victorians—that are waiting to come back and who cannot come back into Victoria because
of the delays and the concerns around the hotel quarantine program.
I have been asking for the audits of what has occurred in hotel quarantine under the new structure that
the government put in after that catastrophic failure of last year. They said, ‘The system’s fixed;
everything is fine. We’ve got processes in place and it’s safe’. Well, it is not safe. I have been wanting
to see those ventilation audits, see those safety audits, look at the issues that are arising here, because
the other states are not having the same degree of breaches and problems and terrible consequences
that we are in Victoria. So something is going wrong; something is going terribly wrong. It is the
Andrews government that has to take responsibility for this. It is an absolute outrage that they continue
to not take responsibility for this. That is why this motion is incredibly important, because it is talking
about the Occupational Health and Safety Act and having WorkSafe look at these very aspects around
the hotel quarantine program. I want to just read in what the motion is about. It is to:
(1) conduct an urgent investigation into all occupational health and safety risks and corresponding
responsibilities for duty holders within the hotel quarantine program managed by COVID-19 Quarantine
Victoria and its predecessors with responsibility for hotel quarantine …

That is the element I am referring to in terms of that devastating consequence that occurred in mid to
late last year and the consequences that we have been dealing with ever since. And it is to:
(2) ensure the report includes details of the health and safety risks and corresponding responsibilities for
duty holders;
(3) complete the inquiry and present a report to the Minister for Workplace Safety by 31 May 2021; and
(4) cause the report to be tabled in the Council on the next sitting day after it has been received from
WorkSafe Victoria.

Now, this is a very reasonable request. We have in this house the minister that has responsibility for
this, and we have been asking questions around this. We have not got satisfaction to that degree, so
that is why this motion is terribly important. It is about having the ability to have those workplace
safety standards in place, the safety measures absolutely adhered to, so that we do not have these
ongoing risks and we can be confident in the program.
As I said earlier, that is not the case. There is not that confidence, and it is causing a massive disruption
to a range of activities and abilities for this state to be able to manage COVID-19. It is a very nice
excuse to be able to say, ‘We’ve got no COVID cases’, when you do not actually have the returned
travellers. And I want to place on record and acknowledge the work of the New South Wales
government and how they have been absolutely magnificent in being able to manage their hotel
quarantine program. They have had outbreaks. Understandably, they have had those. It is never going
to be absolutely super tight, but their processes and the systems they have in place have enabled a far
more effective and far more timely response. Their QR code and contact tracing have been a standout, and it is in direct contrast to the dismal and appalling failures of what has occurred here in Victoria.
And that has not just happened in the last few months, that has happened right back since last April,
when they put the systems in place. They have had processes in place, they have had the personnel on
the ground, they have had the proper people doing these very important roles, and that does come out
of the hotel quarantine programs and systems too.
So I would urge the government members to support the opposition on this important motion. It is
important that we do have the proper transparency, that we do have these safety mechanisms in place,
that people can have confidence in the system, that we will not be having more breaches and going to
yet another lockdown. We just cannot. Victoria cannot go into a fourth lockdown. We just cannot.
Business confidence is sapped. Confidence across the community is sapped. That five-day lockdown
just set a total cloud across the community, and there were far too many people that just said, ‘Here
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we go again’. We just cannot have that arise again, and that is why this is incredibly important to
understand exactly the status of the occupational health and safety elements around the hotel
quarantine program. I would urge all members to support this very important motion moved by
Mr O’Donohue.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:44): I rise to make a contribution on the motion as
moved by Mr O’Donohue, and my contribution will be in strong opposition to this motion succeeding.
I have had the benefit of sitting here listening to Ms Crozier’s very weak and pathetic contribution,
because effectively what we all heard about was politicising—
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Oh, yes. They were in aged care, which is a federal government responsibility,
Ms Crozier. And of course you cannot handle the fact that the Andrews Labor government has a
fantastic record—in fact we are the envy of the world in terms of how this pandemic has been
managed. In regard to this motion—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I think I just need to pull up Ms Terpstra about how it
got into the community. The breaches were from hotel quarantine, if you recall, Ms Terpstra, and it
went through the aged-care community—
The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order, and I ask Ms Terpstra to continue.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you very much for rejecting that ridiculous interjection by Ms Crozier,
again another pathetic move. Rather than addressing the substance of this motion, we have got to have
a cheap political stunt. It is all heavy on the COVID pandemic, but of course it is true to form and what
we would expect from the Liberal Party, those opposite. You know nothing about workers health and
safety. The new workers friend—
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Finn, please. And then you put a point of order. You interject and
you ask the member. So please—the member to continue.
Ms TERPSTRA: As I was saying, the new workers friend over there knows absolutely nothing,
zero, about health and safety. And as we heard in Ms Crozier’s contribution, it was all about the
COVID pandemic. I am telling you right now, the Andrews Labor government’s record on managing
this pandemic is pretty obvious. We are the envy of the world, and sadly, whilst there have been some
deaths in aged care, it was a failing of the Morrison federal government and the fact that there were no
COVID management plans for aged care. Those opposite can carry on and whinge and whine and try
and be as relevant as anything—because they cannot be.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: No-one is listening to you. You can keep banging this ridiculous drum, because
no-one is listening to you. It is just pathetic, and all I can say is perhaps you might look and reflect on
the recent electoral success of the WA Labor government and how you got smashed. The Liberal Party
got absolutely smashed. You are now relegated to a coalition of two Liberal Party members—you can
fit into a sidecar on a motorbike. So just perhaps look down the barrel of that result and just remind
yourselves what you might be facing in Victoria, because I am telling you right now, you know nothing
about health and safety. You know absolutely nothing. You are not the worker’s friend. I could go on
and talk about the sorts of things that you lot have done to workers in the past, because it is an absolute
joke and you have got no credibility in this space at all.
Again, rather than talking about the benefits of health and safety and the importance of WorkSafe as
the regulator and the appropriate organisation to respect and uphold health and safety, no, you want to
talk about the pandemic. You want to try and get a weird segue and try and bang this COVID pandemic
drum. Well, keep going. I do not know whether you have read the polls, because the polls are actually
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pretty clear that the majority of Victorians support the Andrews Labor government’s handling of the
pandemic. So again, keep going, because no-one is listening to you and you are being ridiculous.
Again, keep it up and, like I said, you might be facing what has happened in Western Australia.
Again, the Andrews Labor government respects and understands the importance of WorkSafe being
the regulator. Of course, again, you would not know the important role that workers have in
maintaining health and safety standards in the workplace, because we know we have health and safety
representatives. We have occupational health and safety committees. Workers as representatives
actually have a dialogue and a proper discussion with management about their health and safety
concerns in the workplace. But, again, Ms Crozier’s contribution mentioned none of that, because you
do not know about it—because you do not care. You do not care about workers.
I could talk about the fact that we need to have wage theft laws in Victoria. Why? Because workers
get ripped off. Again, your lot over there is all about deregulation: ‘Let it rip, and let’s not have workers
have any rights, particularly no health and safety rights’. So again, we are the ones over here, a party
of government that has made sure that we appropriately fund WorkSafe and that we have given them
appropriate powers to investigate when they deem it is fit to do so. So, again, we want to protect the
independence of the regulator, and we have provided them with the tools and resources that they need
to investigate important health and safety concerns—but not you lot. You want to trample on the
independence of the regulator. Again, this is just a cheap political stunt—ridiculous. But keep going,
keep going. No-one is listening to you. Keep talking to yourselves. Again, pathetic.
And as I said, in Ms Crozier’s contribution I think we had about 3 seconds on health and safety because
she knows nothing about it. And again conflation of issues—I mean, the whole thing around hotel
quarantine is about infection control. Look around the world—what happened in Italy and what
happened in New South Wales. I mean, how ridiculous to talk about New South Wales; they have also
had hotel quarantine breaches, and so has WA.
Again, as we have gone through this pandemic—oh, sorry, I forgot, we made up the pandemic. We
dreamed it up to inflict it on the Victorian public. Again, that is our fault over here. We did it all.
Ridiculous. So again—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, I think the level of interjections in this debate is not in
order, and I would encourage a bit of order in the place so that we can hear Ms Terpstra’s contribution.
Mr Finn: On the point of order, President, I cannot help but respond to the extravagant and quite
ludicrous comments from Ms Terpstra. If she wishes to be heard in silence, she should at least maintain
some level of decency in her comments.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Mr Finn. The minister is correct. I think the member should be
heard and respected with no interjections, but I cannot direct the member on how to speak. So please,
no more interjections.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you very much, President. I appreciate your ruling in regard to that matter.
I will return to the important issues of workplace health and safety and to the Andrews government’s
record on health and safety, like workplace manslaughter laws. That was again an election
commitment and legislation we brought through both chambers of this house and brought into
legislation. It is an important safety mechanism to protect workers because we know that workers have
gone to work and have died at work and families have lost their loved ones. We cannot afford to let
that happen, so we made sure that our workplace manslaughter laws came into effect on 1 July 2020.
I will remind those opposite that when those laws were debated in this chamber we witnessed the selfserving manoeuvring of the opposition members. The very members who purport to be tough on crime
were the first to object to these workplace manslaughter laws. As I said earlier, the hypocrisy of those
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on the opposition benches is just absolutely next-level nuclear writ large. It is a total joke for them to
come in here and move a motion about health and safety—
Mr O’Donohue: On a point of order, President, I have been listening to the member’s contribution,
and she is straying significantly from the motion itself. The motion is quite limited and constrained in
its topic, and I put to you that the member is not being relevant to the debate at hand.
Mr Tarlamis: On the point of order, President, both this week and the previous sitting week, when
this motion began, it has been a wideranging debate by all contributors. As well, the motion does talk
about the role of WorkSafe, and the member has been going to that in her contribution.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you. I agree with Mr Tarlamis, and I call the member to continue.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you, President. Again I commend you on your ruling in this regard to
reject another ridiculous interjection. I will return to my earlier comments where I was talking about
how the Andrews Labor government, the government benches over here, have got a very strong record
and have a very principled approach to workplace safety—not like those opposite, who want to try
and use any issue they can as a stupid political wedge. As I said, no-one is listening to you, so keep
going on. No-one cares about what you have got to say, because you are just irrelevant. Again, our
government is committed to a system that supports WorkSafe inspectors and being able to—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: What was that? I do not know. I thought I heard a high-pitched whine over there.
Maybe it was a violin playing or something. I do not know. Did anyone else hear it? No. I cannot hear
anything at all over there, but there is some kind of weird noise in here. Maybe it is a mosquito buzzing
around. I do not know. If no-one else can hear it, that is all right.
Anyway, our government is committed to a system that supports workplace safety, and of course we
have made sure that we have funded the workplace regulator to have the appropriate levels of
WorkSafe inspectors to be able to ensure that they are out on the job and protecting workers safety.
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (11:54): Well, it will come as no surprise that I also
rise to oppose this motion here today, a motion which is a cheap political opportunity for the opposition
to just attack, attack and attack yet again. They cannot help themselves. The Andrews Labor
government is getting on with the job of ensuring WorkSafe Victoria has the resources and tools to
make workplaces safer, and this motion is yet another political stunt, one in a long line of many.
Frankly everyone sees through it. They know exactly what it is and they see it for what it is, and
nobody is listening to them. The sooner they realise that this is the case and they stop looking at
themselves and focusing on themselves, maybe others will start taking them seriously as well.
But, you know, in stark contrast to their rhetoric, both when they were in opposition and in
government, this government has funded and supported countless activities to strengthen occupational
health and safety and to hire more WorkSafe inspectors. Since November 2014 there has been a 36 per
cent increase in the number of WorkSafe inspectors. This means there are more WorkSafe inspectors
conducting visits every week checking for OH&S compliance on construction sites, on farms, in
offices and in factories to help make our workplaces safe.
The pandemic has only strengthened our resolve to keep workers safe. The government has taken
strong action to tackle COVID-19. There is no excuse for employers who fail to do their duty to
provide a safe workplace, and WorkSafe has focused its inspections on high-risk workplaces. Since
the beginning of the pandemic inspectors have issued hundreds of compliance notices while
conducting more than 20 000 inspections and inquiries across Victoria.
We are protecting the independence of WorkSafe. But what good is it to provide the tools and
resources to WorkSafe only for the government to trample over their independence? And let us be
clear, decisions regarding WorkSafe investigations are entirely a matter for them, as they should be.
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There are several reasons why the independence of WorkSafe is so important. Those reasons include
the fact that WorkSafe is a regulator of occupational health and safety in our public sector. If the
government were to start having a say on who was investigated and how, this would undermine
WorkSafe’s ability to ensure health and safety outcomes in public sector agencies. It is not our place
to make operational decisions for the regulator.
Let us be clear, this motion pulls back the shutters and gives us insight into how the opposition, when
in government, ran the show and how they governed. Despite all their rhetoric about transparency,
accountability and independence, whether it is about WorkSafe, the Ombudsman, IBAC or any other
independent agency or regulator, their modus operandi is to directly influence how these agencies
operate, what they do and how they do it. They stand up here time and time again and talk about how
there should be more transparency and agencies should be able to do what they do and have the
resources to investigate things, but this motion here today highlights for everyone to see that when
they were in government, they were heavy-handed in trying to influence the outcomes of
investigations and they had their hand on the scale every time trying to affect the outcome of every
single investigation at every opportunity they had, and they cannot help themselves.
They purport to be the benefactors of what is good and what is right, and they say, ‘We’re all noble.
You guys are all bad. We’re all good, and we stand for everything that’s right’. But in this motion here
today it is clear for everyone to see that that is a sham—it is a show. It is not true at all. If you were in
government, you would be trying to affect every single outcome, and you know it is true. You can
stand up here with this sham motion today and all the other ones that have come before it and pretend
that you are holier than thou, but everyone knows that it is not true. You want to affect the outcomes
and you want to tilt the scale in your favour, and that is what you are trying to get us to do as a
government. We are not going to bite. We are not going to do it. That is not how we do things. We are
not going to be like you. That is why we won the election. That is why you lost. That is why the people
are not taking you seriously. That is why you are a shambles. That is why you cannot decide who your
leader is, because no-one is taking you seriously, because you are a joke, and everyone knows it.
Everyone can see it, okay? We are not going to be like you. We are not going to run the government
like you. You can invite us to and you can dare us to, but we are not going to take the bait, okay?
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr TARLAMIS: If that upsets you and if that makes you want to interject, yell at us and jump up
and down—I know Mr Finn has been very agitated today. He is jumping up and down. He is
interjecting. He is getting a bit of relevance deprivation. But you know, so be it. We can live with that.
We can live with the criticism. But we will do what is right time and time again. We will keep doing
it. You can keep criticising us. You can come in here every Wednesday with motion after motion, but
we do not care. We will vote them down. We will speak against them time and time again. We will
keep doing it. We will keep governing. We will keep getting on with the job. You keep talking amongst
yourselves, keep having leadership ballots, keep talking to yourselves, keep having a third, a half, who
knows—I do know who your leader is going to be next month. How many more reshuffles are you
going to have? You are going to run out of people. You are going to run out of shadow ministers. It
goes back to Mr Leane’s point: there is no shadow of a shadow; a shadow of a shadow does not exist.
Mr Leane has tried to explain this to you. I think we are going to have to get him back to do another
cameo performance to explain how there is no shadow of a shadow. You cannot have a shadow of a
shadow; it is impossible. He has given you the scientific basis for this.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Questions without notice and ministers statements
PRIVATISATION POLICY
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:00): My question today is to the minister representing
the Treasurer. Since coming to office the Labor government has privatised the port of Melbourne,
privatised the land titles office, extended the private prison contract, extended the private operation of
our trains and trams, extended and increased Transurban’s tolls on CityLink, attempted to sell off our
public housing estates and attempted to sell off part of Federation Square and now wants to privatise
part of VicRoads. Minister, why is the Labor government so addicted to privatisation?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:01): Dr Ratnam, I am more than happy to pass your question on to the Treasurer for a
comprehensive response to your question. You have asked for an opinion. I refute the assertions in
your question, but I think it would be appropriate to pass that question on to the Treasurer, who can
give you some facts on each of the projects that you have raised in your question.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:01): Thank you, Minister. While I appreciate you
passing it on to the Treasurer, I refute your assertion that it is asking for an opinion. It is quite clear
that there seems to be a policy of privatisation from government, and I am asking for a rationale for
that. My follow-up question is in relation to the upcoming May budget. Does the government have
any plans for more privatisations of public services or outsourcing, marketisations, asset recycling,
private finance initiatives, public-private partnerships or any of the other names privatisations go under
these days?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:02): I will add that to the question that is going to the Treasurer.
Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, I am conscious of your ruling around questions and
question structure and direction to ministers. Dr Ratnam’s initial question was about an addiction, and
her supplementary question had a dozen or so subquestions to it. I note that Minister Symes has said
she will take that on notice, but, again, we have rules for how question time is to operate, and that
seemed to be a little disregarding of your advice to us all yesterday.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you for your point of order. I will take that on board, but my
understanding is that Minister Symes took that and will get back to her, within the standing orders.
ANZAC DAY
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:03): My question is for the
Minister for Veterans. Yesterday, Minister, you said in relation to Anzac Day ceremonies we are
‘tracking well’, ‘we know we are going to have a successful Anzac Day, everything is ‘fine’ and we
can ‘relax’, yet today we hear marches in Evelyn, Frankston, Dandenong, Rosebud and Cranbourne
have been cancelled due to a lack of information around state government COVID criteria. Will you
now concede your dithering and lack of action have forced these cancellations on what is the most
important day of the year for the many people who want to honour their family members and those
who have made the ultimate sacrifice?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:04): Well, I think, Mr Davis, as far as those particular subbranches of the RSL deciding what course of action they would like to take goes, I was only aware of
that probably when you were aware of it or maybe after you were aware of it. But I would actually
urge those branches to reconsider. We are over five weeks away.
The process of registering an event has actually even got easier in recent days, which I think is great.
The process of registering an event for tier 3 events under 1000 is a matter of getting on a website and
registering your event. Tier 2, which actually is under 5000, is a very similar process: register the
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event, but also you need to answer some questions about your particular COVID plan and make a
declaration that you will enact that. And the COVID plan—we see it when we go into the hairdresser,
we see it everywhere we go—is not hard. It is about printing off a QR code. It is about putting up some
signs encouraging people to socially distance.
But taking into account the concern that some Liberal and National Party members broached with me
yesterday, as I said, it is not for me to be the RSL. The RSL have done this for years, and they can do
it again. They are tracking well, and we have actually spent hours and hours supporting it. But I have
asked my department, and this information will go out today, if it helps, about the change of the rules,
how it is easier. I would urge all branches not to be deterred. It is actually going to be easy.
So I would say to the coalition members: you will get a chance to get your selfie, looking all sad, when
you are putting a wreath in front of there, when you push the war widows and when you push the
veterans out of your way, when you get there first, you will get your chance—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, President, I think that is rather insulting and offensive to those
members who have got relatives who are ex-service men and women, who actually value this day, and
to the thousands and thousands of Victorians that value this day, and they expect their members of
Parliament to be with them. Your offensive, insulting remarks need to be withdrawn, Mr Leane, and I
am asking, President, that you ensure that occurs.
Dr Cumming: On the point of order, President, I also do take offence—
Mr LEANE: It wasn’t directed at you.
Dr Cumming: No, I am quite insulted, Minister, and I will not take any baiting from the floor from
you. I actually request an apology, not just withdrawing the remarks. I expect an apology for your
remarks.
Mr Finn: On the point of order, President, the comments from the minister were indecent, in my
view. They were offensive. They were insulting. Those of us who have been to Anzac Day and
Remembrance Day ceremonies for many, many years are not there to get on the telly or have photos
in the paper; they are there to pay their respects to people who have given their lives for our freedom,
and the minister owes us all an apology.
The PRESIDENT: Minister, can I ask you please to withdraw your comment. I understand there
was not that behind it, but I ask you to withdraw.
Mr LEANE: President, I withdraw, as per your request. I notice Mr Davis talks about the most
important day for veterans. I do not particularly agree to that; every day should be important. And you
should be going to your federal colleagues and calling for a royal commission into veteran suicide.
That is how you can help. Do not pretend, one morning a year, where you take a selfie and look all
sad, that that is the end of it. You should be supporting—
Ms Crozier: On a point of order, again, President, I will use this as a personal example. Minister,
my father served in the Second World War. My brother served in the armed forces. They find your
commentary, like many others would find your commentary, offensive. And again, stop—
A member: What’s the point of order?
Ms Crozier: The point of order is he needs to withdraw those disgraceful comments about the
opposition standing there taking selfies on a very important day to veterans.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, Ms Crozier. We are clear on this. The minister has withdrawn.
Mr Atkinson: On a point of order, President, I have noticed on a couple of occasions, particularly
in the last few days, that there have been ministers who have reflected on the opposition in their
answers and in fact been quite fierce in some of that criticism. It has not simply been a passing remark.
Under our standing orders for questions in fact a minister is not expected to reflect on the opposition.
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In the context of this I would think that actually the minister misspoke in the first instance, and I do
not think that he meant or understood exactly what damage was done by that statement. I think he
misspoke. But now to continue to reflect on the opposition is not permitted within the standing orders,
and frankly he ought to desist.
Dr Cumming: President, my point of order is that I actually asked for an apology, not just
withdrawing the remarks. He withdrew the remarks, but then he went on to be insulting, and he does
not seem to be apologetic or sorry for his remarks.
The PRESIDENT: I have already ruled on the matter, and the minister already withdrew his
comment. I ask the minister to get back to the answer. I call the minister, without attacking.
Mr LEANE: I can only reiterate what I said from the start. The process is being made easier as we
speak, every day. There will be over 400 events across the state, which is a great thing, and I think
everyone would be happy with that.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:12): I must say that I too, on
behalf of the many veterans, find those comments offensive and insulting, and I do think the minister
should reflect on his comments and make a fulsome apology to the veterans who have been slighted
by his commentary. But to the substance of the issue that I want to ask about further, what I got from
the minister’s response, before he got himself waylaid, was that it is all the fault of the veterans and it
is all the fault of the RSL sub-branches, and I urge him to reconsider that. I ask: will you now commit
to publicly stating that you will provide all RSL branches with the information they need by the end
of the week? Now, you have said you will put something out, but will you guarantee that no activity
will now be cancelled?
Ms Pulford: On a point of order, President, Mr Davis asked two quite separate questions there. He
asked whether or not all information would be provided by the end of the week, which was very similar
to a question that was considered by the minister yesterday. Then his other question was ‘Will he
guarantee all events will not be cancelled’, when of course, as we have heard, events are a matter for
local RSLs. The point of my point of order is that there were two questions there.
The PRESIDENT: I uphold the minister’s point of order. We spoke about it yesterday as well, and
we sent an email. Mr Davis, I give you the opportunity, on your supplementary, to pick one question.
Mr DAVIS: I ask: will he provide the information by the end of the week and thereby ensure that
there will be no cancellations?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:14): Yes, there is information flow going on today. There
will be continual information flow. As I said, the process is not that difficult. It is made easier all the
time, and I would encourage all RSLs not to be concerned. It is an easy process.
Just to be clear about me ‘slighting’ all veterans, my slight was directed at the coalition MPs. My slight
was not at veterans. As I said before, if they have only got one day they think is important to veterans,
they want to start understanding that there are men and women committing suicide every week.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, the minister is clearly heading down the same track again,
and I would urge you to caution him on attacking the opposition, which is against standing orders. He
needs to be respectful of veterans, but it is against the standing orders to attack the opposition.
The PRESIDENT: We are asking the minister not to attack the opposition, but at the same time
the opposition interjects and invites the minister to. So, please, no further interjections. The minister
has finished.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: JOBS VICTORIA
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:15): Yesterday morning the
Acting Premier, the member for Essendon and I launched the new Jobs Victoria employment service.
We had the pleasure of joining CEO Edwina Walsh and the team at a wonderful social enterprise
business in Moonee Ponds, Assembled Threads. We also met Teyra, Sandra and Gagandeep, three of
our first 112 Jobs Victoria advocates.
Jobs Victoria is the Andrews Labor government’s $619 million investment in Victorian workers and
employers. It truly is a landmark initiative by a state government, and it will help Victorians get back
to work. As it is fully scaled over the next few months, it will have over 600 staff in new job search
and support roles. These roles include jobs advocates, jobs mentors and career counsellors. The first
group to start will be over 100 new jobs advocates, and they will work on the ground in libraries,
community halls and shopping centres to help people who have lost their jobs due to the effects of the
pandemic gain access to employment services, training opportunities and other supports. Over
460 jobs mentors and career counsellors will then support those jobseekers that need more one-on-one
support in the job market.
There will also be a wage subsidy as part of this program. The $250 million Jobs Victoria Fund will
support both Victorians looking for work and businesses that are seeking to grow the size of their
workforce. We will, with industry, create over 10 000 jobs directly from the Jobs Victoria Fund. A
wage subsidy payment of up to $20 000 will be available to employers who take on workers and will
have a strong focus on women over 45 and others who have been hardest hit by the pandemic. Key to
the Labor government’s ambitious jobs target to create 400 000 new jobs by 2025, half of them by
2022, Jobs Victoria offers a flexible approach to employment services for Victorians regardless of
where they live.
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLES VICTORIA
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:17): My question is to Minister Pulford, representing
the minister for transport, Minister Carroll. I wanted to have one week where we were not going to
talk about taxis and hire cars, but it is the gift that keeps on giving. Last week it was revealed that,
since 2018, 2950 commercial passenger drivers and driving instructors have been red-flagged after
police checks were left unchecked. Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria have indicated it will
take months to review nearly 3000 police checks due to this licensing system failure. My question to
the minister is: what are the CPVV and the government doing to ensure Victorians’ safety in
commercial passenger vehicles while these drivers remain unchecked and continue to drive whilst the
review is being conducted?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:18): I thank Mr Barton, and I
must say, if we went an entire sitting week without a question from you advocating on behalf of taxi
and commercial passenger vehicle drivers, I think I would have to ask if you were feeling okay, such
is your consistent determination to advocate for this group of people in the community. I will seek a
written response from Minister Carroll, who will perhaps also be unsurprised to hear of your advocacy
on this particular issue.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:19): Thank you, Minister. This is not the first failure of
the regulator to meet their obligation to ensure the safety of Victorians. They have form. This failure
has come at a time when the regulator has gifted the multipurpose taxi program to a San Francisco taxi
company known as Uber. Therefore my question is: to ensure vulnerable Victorians’ safety, will the
government have the regulator pause the expansion of the multipurpose taxi program to rideshare
drivers until a thorough review of the CPVV’s police check system and other processes of due
diligence are undertaken?
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Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:19): I thank Mr Barton for his
supplementary question, and I will seek a response from Minister Carroll.
PORTSEA BEACH PROPERTY
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:20): My question is to the minister representing the
Minister for Planning. Minister, I refer you to the application of the Fox family to secure title to
millions of dollars of additional private Portsea beachfront land. What is the current status of the Fox
family’s application?
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:20): I thank Mr O’Donohue for his question. I will refer that question to the Minister for Planning
and seek a response in accordance with the standing orders.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:20): Thank you, Minister, for that undertaking. I ask by
way of supplementary: your government has flagged changes to the ambulatory titles, including
legislation to codify shoreline law, but why have you failed to fix this problem before allowing the
Fox family to receive a potential multimillion-dollar windfall?
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:20): I will also refer Mr O’Donohue’s supplementary question to the Minister for Planning.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:21): Next week we celebrate Cultural Diversity Week, which coincides with the United
Nations International Day for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination. Culturally and linguistically
diverse Victorians make significant contributions to our society. It is our commitment to enhance
capacity and build opportunities via our network of 250 Learn Locals and by supporting industry
partnerships. The Victorian government is committed to providing all Victorians with access to highquality training aligned to industry and community needs, and that is why the 2020–21 budget has a
commitment of $1.2 million to support an extra 1000 Learn Local training places and is investing over
$800 000 for AMES Australia to support culturally safe safety training and career mentors for the
multicultural learning partnership program.
Our Learn Locals are at the forefront of delivering a safe and welcoming adult learning environment
with true employment pathways. I am pleased to highlight the partnership between Preston Reservoir
Adult Community Education and PPE Supplies Global, where 35 people received training and
subsequent employment. The training resources have been shared and are being implemented in
Geelong and Laverton by Diversitat and the Laverton neighbourhood house. The Yarrunga
Community Centre created a project to increase participation by the Myanmar community. A preaccredited training package was developed with the Lotus Energy cooperative, which achieved
training and employment outcomes for learners to assist professionals in the installation of solar
panels. Outstanding Learn Local and industry partnerships are being delivered across the state,
building opportunities that benefit the community and the economy. This government is committed to
building and sustaining skills and jobs for all Victorians.
MODERN SLAVERY
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:22): My question is for the Attorney-General
in her capacity as representative of the Assistant Treasurer. There has been recent reporting about the
use of forced labour in China forming part of supply chains in products that are exported to countries
including Australia. If we pride ourselves on being a free and liberal democracy, then it is important
that taxpayer money is not spent on contradicting these values. International supply chains will
continue to be part an important part of Victoria’s future, yet they must not include the products of
forced labour or contribute to other violations of human rights. My question to the Attorney-General
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is: what safeguards are in place to ensure that government procurement and subsidies are not
supporting supply chains that include forced labour or other human rights violations?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:23): I thank Mr Limbrick for his question and raising these important matters. That is
definitely for the Assistant Treasurer. I do not have at hand the guidelines and things that are applicable
to the state purchasing contracts that the state enters into, but the Assistant Treasurer certainly has
responsibility for the Victorian Government Purchasing Board and matters of this nature, so I will pass
your question on to him to provide you with some more information about how those processes work.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:24): I thank the Attorney-General for her
answer. My supplementary question is: which companies or products have been identified and stopped
by these safeguards?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:24): I will ask the Assistant Treasurer to provide as much information to Mr Limbrick
as he can.
TAFE FUNDING
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:24): My question is to the Minister for Training and Skills.
According to the Auditor-General’s report Results of 2019 Audits on the TAFE sector, which was
tabled last year, expenditure by Victorian TAFEs increased by over $100 million due to free TAFE,
whilst government operating grants decreased by $85 million, or 31 per cent, resulting in a loss of
$116 million across the sector in one year. The year before, the TAFE sector recorded a healthy
$67.7 million surplus. Your funding model for TAFE is clearly wrong. What detailed modelling was
conducted for free TAFE, and will you release it?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:25): I thank Dr Bach for his new interest in TAFE and the TAFE system.
Members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY: Are we done? We are very supportive of TAFE. As you know, we have made
record investments into the TAFE system, and of course our contribution in terms of free TAFE has
seen an absolute turnaround in the number of enrolments. In fact the curve has actually come up for
the first time since, I think, 2012. We have moved from a tick and flick, high-volume system to a more
quality-driven and more focused and aligned training system. That is exactly what we are trying to do
here, Dr Bach—to go from a really poor performing system to one that is a lot more relevant to the
industry needs that this Victorian economy has. Indeed it is about making sure that we fine-tune that
so that we do have the opportunities for Victorians to acquire the skills that are required in our local
economy. We obviously need that so much now as we recover from the pandemic. We are absolutely
committed to ensuring that we have a very strong VET system in this state—that is, a system that
includes the TAFE system, the registered training organisations, the Learn Locals and others that are
making a significant contribution to ensuring that Victorians are well armed with the skills that
are needed for a growing economy.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:27): I will take that as a no, but I will give the minister
another crack at it. However you spin it, the fact remains, Minister, that the sector lost $116 million in
one year due to your free TAFE program. I asked you about modelling; you did not want to go near
it. So I will ask you a different question: what are you doing to fix it?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:27): As the member knows, the TAFE system went under a significant transition
period in 2019, and of course that was to do with the introduction of free TAFE. As I have just
explained in the answer to your substantive question, that has been incredibly successful. What we
have also done of course is introduce a new multi-enterprise agreement with the teaching staff and the
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support staff, and that of course has had a flow-on effect. We have also recruited further teachers and
support staff to support the free TAFE initiative. We also know that this has meant that, with free
TAFE, enrolments have grown significantly, and retention also has been an improvement in the area.
I raised this with you on the last occasion that you raised a similar question, and that is that the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office also noted that the introduction of free TAFE has reversed the
downward trend.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: EYNESBURY EARLY LEARNING CENTRE
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:28): I rise to update the house on last Wednesday’s official opening of the new Eynesbury Early
Learning Centre in the City of Melton. I had the pleasure of joining the hardworking Labor MP for
Melton, Steve McGhie, to officially open the new centre, co-located at Eynesbury Primary School. It
was a pleasure to meet with staff and hear about the wonderful things they are doing to support children
with their growth and development during this important period in their lives. The centre provides
three- and four-year-old kindergarten programs, a maternal and child health facility and community
meeting spaces. This beautiful new facility will ensure children can access two years of high-quality
early learning and eventually make the smooth transition to a school located on the same site.
In our new and growing suburbs like Eynesbury it is critical that we ensure all children have access to
quality kindergarten programs. The Andrews Labor government provided $1.5 million towards this
project through its Growing Suburbs Fund—and I thank my colleague in this place Minister Leane for
the contribution from his portfolio to this important local project—as well as a further $1.69 million
from the Building Blocks program, along with a contribution from the City of Melton. Eynesbury
Early Learning Centre is just one of the many kindergartens that we are building on school sites as
part of the $5 billion investment in delivering three-year-old kinder across the state.
Finally, I would like to acknowledge our hardworking early childhood teachers and educators,
especially for their dedication and resilience during a difficult year last year.
VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:30): My question is for the Attorney-General. We have
recently had a case under the voluntary assisted dying legislation where a New Zealand woman who
had been living in Victoria for 20-plus years and was a nurse here was denied access to voluntary
assisted dying. The reason given was that she was not a permanent resident. Now, when we went back
to look at the act itself there was no definition. When we went to look at the acts interpretation act,
there is no definition for ‘permanent resident’. So my question is: is there any other legislation in
Victoria where a person born in New Zealand who had lived here for 20 years would not be considered
a permanent resident?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:31): I thank Ms Patten for her question. It is a cracking question. I do not know the
answer. I am going to seek advice on that, because I am aware of that case and it did strike me as
potentially unfair. I do want to seek some further advice on that and come back to you.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:31): Thank you, Minister. You and I were both on that
inquiry, and I do not think that was ever the expectation of the committee or even of this house that
we would exclude people like that. So by way of supplementary: will you consider including a
definition in the acts interpretation act of ‘permanent resident’ so that this issue is not raised again?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:32): Ms Patten, I cannot give any guarantees in relation to that, because I guess what I
am worried about is commonwealth laws and how they apply, because I think that the definition of
‘permanent residency’ would certainly be a matter for federal government, not state government. But
where it interacts with our laws I think that this example has certainly shown us that we should seek
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some clarification. And I will just inform you that that specific case that was raised with you and also
with me is under consideration by the Department of Health.
TAFE FUNDING
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:32): My question is again to the Minister for Training and
Skills. Minister, as a result of the disastrous free TAFE funding model, letters of financial support to
all 12 TAFEs were required to meet their employee costs and to provide adequate cash flow for their
viability until April this year. Here is a straightforward question: will you be extending those letters of
financial support after April?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:33): Thank you, Dr Bach, for your question. I also want to indicate to you that in terms
of factors that were impacting on TAFE operating results for 2019, one of the other factors was the
accounting changes that I think have been previously outlined, such as changes in the treatment of
leases of TAFEs, which have increased depreciation costs. And then the other aspect that is different
is the uneven capital funding. Capital grants necessarily vary from year to year, which does cause
annual fluctuations in results. I think that you need to understand that.
Now, in terms of the support that was provided to TAFEs during the pandemic, we absolutely stand
very strongly in support of TAFEs. Clearly there were issues within the whole training sector, and we
did provide significant amounts of money to the TAFE system and the training system as well,
Dr Bach. We will continue to do that as we move to a situation where we are delivering a system that
aligns with what is needed in the employment sector. That is exactly what has been needed for some
time, that is what this government has been doing and will continue to do and that is what we are doing
with the establishment of Apprenticeships Victoria as well, Dr Bach. All of these things that you
walked away from, that you trashed, we have actually made sure that we have got a much stronger
training and education system in this state.
Dr Bach: On a point of order, President, regarding relevance, this is the third question now that I
have asked the minister. She has been on her feet for some time. I am not disinterested in her broader
commentary. The question, however, was a specific and a narrow one, and she has not answered it. It
was regarding whether letters of financial support will be extended beyond April. I would seek your
aid, President, in bringing her back to the question.
The PRESIDENT: The minister has still got 1 minute, and I cannot direct the minister on how to
answer the question.
Ms TIERNEY: Thank you, President. Again, I thank Dr Bach for his interest in the TAFE system.
This issue, amongst a number of other issues, is a matter that the government is currently considering.
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:35): Those letters of financial support were also required to
enable TAFE financial statements to be prepared on a going concern basis, according to the AuditorGeneral, so I ask the minister: will you guarantee that your government will provide financial support
until you fix the free TAFE funding model?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:36): Firstly, I do not accept the premise of the free TAFE funding model being broken.
There are issues that we have said about the training system that we inherited from your party when
they were in government, and it has taken a long time to get us to this point. We will continue to make
sure that for skills and training the system here in Victoria is one that does align with the needs of
Victorians and the Victorian economy. You, on the other hand, are completely fixated with making
sure that at every opportunity you trash the training system, and you do not see the importance of
providing every opportunity that Victorians deserve in this great state.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SUBURBAN DEVELOPMENT
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:37): Today I would like to update the house on the great six
new suburban development revitalisation boards in Melton, Tarneit, Reservoir, Noble Park, Boronia
and Lilydale. These new boards will work closely with the office of suburban development, state
government agencies, local councils and local stakeholders to develop a package of revitalisation
projects. The boards bring together local leaders to identify local priorities and make recommendations
to the government. I understand the Noble Park revitalisation board has already met—I think it was
last Thursday, according to Mr Tarlamis—and it went very well. And I know that the chairs of those
other groups are really keen to start.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr LEANE: Lilydale is tomorrow, is it? I know Ms Shing is going to be a great chair, pulling
together experts to give advice to our government on how to revitalise Lilydale. May I say, I might be
biased, but what a great MP Harriet Shing is, along with—
Members interjecting.
Mr LEANE: I have talked up Mr Tarlamis probably too much over the time, but he is great as
well. We are looking forward to these boards carrying on with the important work. If you want to look
at the result of revitalisation boards, you just have to go to Frankston and Broadmeadows. Frankston
has had an amazing transformation of people getting together—intelligent people, experts in their
fields—helping the government as far as getting—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LEANE: Well, I do not know if that is right. I think Broadmeadows has done—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LEANE: That would be a long conversation, but I am assured it is going well. I am looking
forward to these new boards doing some great work.
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:39): I have three answers to questions today: 3135, 3302–3.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:39): Regarding questions and answers today, Dr Ratnam to Ms Symes, two
days, question and supplementary; Mr Barton to Ms Pulford, transport, two days, question and
supplementary; Mr O’Donohue to Ms Stitt, planning, two days, supplementary and question;
Mr Limbrick to Ms Symes, two days, question and supplementary regarding the Treasurer; and
Ms Patten, one day, only the question.
Mr Bourman: On a point of order, President, on a question without notice that was due to be
answered on 23 February, I raised this last week—number 299—and I still have not received a
response.
Ms Symes: I will follow it up.
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Constituency questions
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (12:40): My constituency question is for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. Recently I invited Lalor residents to complete my community
survey about making Lalor a better place to live, and I thank those residents who returned the survey.
Lalor is such a diverse and wonderful community, and they take so much pride in their community
out there at Lalor—or ‘Lawla’, as they pronounce it—but residents have reported graffiti, hoon
driving, dirt bikes and the unlawful dumping of rubbish. Could the minister advise me so I can advise
my constituents: will the government commit to extra police patrols along George Street, Barry Road,
Mosaic Drive and the new estates that are surrounding those areas and along Station Street near the
train line to deter antisocial behaviour, hoon driving and the unlawful dumping of rubbish? Lalor
residents care for their community, and they want cleaner and safer suburbs to raise their families.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:41): My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Child Protection and Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers, the Honourable Luke
Donnellan. The Andrews Labor government is boosting training for aged-care workers, with a major
investment of $1 million to improve care for residents across Victoria and strengthen aged-care
workforce skills across the entire sector. The Labor government is funding La Trobe University’s
Australian Centre for Evidence Based Aged Care to develop online training to focus on improving
dementia care, oral hygiene and palliative care to build the capability of staff working across all of
Victoria’s 780 aged-care services. My question to the minister is: can the minister provide me with an
update on how the aged-care workforce in the Western Metropolitan Region can benefit from this
training? This investment is in addition to the Labor government’s investment in training to enhance
the skills of nurses caring for older people. To date more than 2600 nurses working in public residential
aged care have benefited from this training.
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:42): My question is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. In recent months my electorate has seen an increase in illegal car meets and hoon
behaviour. There have been reports of these activities taking place around Carrum Downs, Braeside,
Dandenong and Frankston, with some meets believed to have had up to 100 cars in attendance.
Highway patrol acting senior sergeant Brian Bourke said:
The spotters alert the drivers and spectators that police are on their way.

And by the time they get there they are gone. Sergeant Bourke further stated, and I quote:
We’ve also had reports from the police Air Wing that some meets have people with air guns; they’re changing
blown tyres faster than a pit crew at Bathurst.

I do not condone this behaviour. However, it is evident that there are many car enthusiasts across the
south-east interested in cars and racing opportunities. My question to the minister is: what is the
government doing to provide safe alternatives to street racing in the south-east?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:43): My question is for the Minister for Agriculture and
concerns the need for continued funding for the highly successful, multi-award-winning GoulburnMurray fruit fly regional program. The Goulburn Murray Valley Regional Fruit Fly Group was
established to strengthen management of Queensland fruit fly to protect their precious horticultural
produce grown in the Goulburn and Murray Valley regions. From June 2017 to June 2020 the GMV
fruit fly program benefited from state government funding of $800 000 per year to carry out this vital
work, and there were real fears that the government would cease this funding in June 2020. At the last
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minute the government announced reduced funding of $680 000 for just one year, and there are now
additional concerns from growers that further funding will not be forthcoming in June 2021. Will the
minister provide a funding commitment of at least $800 000 a year for the next three years to ensure
the Goulburn-Murray regional fruit fly program continues to protect the horticultural produce grown
in the Goulburn and Murray region from Queensland fruit fly?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12:44): My constituency question is for the Treasurer in the
other place. I have been approached by many residents of Ballarat who are keen to see the shovelready Ballarat pound project finally funded. This is a project that has been ready for years now—a
fully designed, purpose-built modern shelter that is waiting for government assistance. If approved, it
will help to save even more animals’ lives in Ballarat and surrounding areas and reunite lost pets and
owners. Will the Treasurer listen to the calls and commit to funding a new Ballarat pound in the
upcoming state budget?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:45): My constituency question is to the Minister for Health.
There are major concerns as to the health impacts of toxic soil that the Andrews government appears
to be committed to dumping near residential housing in Melbourne’s west. The people living near
Ravenhall and in Sunbury and Bulla are deeply worried about the highly dangerous PFAS and what
it will do to them and their families. They have a right to know if the government of the state knows
what dangers these people will face, and they have a right to know if the Andrews government actually
cares if they and their families will face serious health problems in years to come. Minister, you are
ultimately responsible for every health issue in this state. Have you sought from your department
advice on the possible health effects of poisonous toxic soil on those living near the Ravenhall tip and
Hi-Quality in Sunbury Road, and if you have received such advice, what is it?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:46): My question is to the Minister for Child Protection.
Barwon Child, Youth and Family run the foster care program for the broader Geelong area. Currently
from application it can take upwards of six months for a prospective foster carer to be reference
checked, interviewed and approved to care for children. On average, BCYF receives three referrals
per day to place children with a foster carer, yet 70 per cent of these cannot be met due to insufficient
foster carers in the region. Those who undertake these screens and checks are called carer assessment,
recruitment and support, or CARS, workers. The emphasis for having approved carers on the books
is also to have a pool of carers to provide respite for full-time foster carers. There is an issue with the
retention of current foster carers when there is a shortage of respite foster carers. The estimate is that
with this position wait times for prospective foster carers could be halved, making the application
process just three months. My question to the minister is: will you explore the viability of employing
an additional BCYF foster care CARS worker for three days a week to put vulnerable kids in caring
homes more efficiently?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:47): My constituency question is for the Minister for Regional
Development, and it relates to the Latrobe Valley Authority’s annual report that is due out. The Latrobe
Valley Authority has a current report into the economic impact of the closure of the Hazelwood power
station and mine and the transition through to new industry. This report is an important cog in the next
phase of transition. It is important information that should be shared with leaders in the community,
with the Latrobe City Council, with business and with industry, but there is a lack of transparency
here. My constituent is concerned that it will not be shared, will not be released and only kept in an
inner sanctum for government. So my question is: when will the minister release the current LVA
report to the broader community?
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WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:48): My question is to the Minister for Public
Transport in the other place, and it is about Melton City Council. Will the minister consider their
findings and review their bus routes and their frequencies? Residential growth in outer metropolitan
areas has resulted in many people relying on cars as their main mode of transport. An efficient public
transport system would move residents away from cars, reduce congestion and increase productivity.
Melton City Council has undertaken a review of their existing bus routes to provide direct frequent
buses and reach unserviced areas without increased cost to the department. By changing bus routes
and their frequency, a frequent and efficient public transport system could be provided that connects
Melton residents to employment, health services, recreation and education services within the Melton
City Council area.
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:49): My question is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, and it relates to the much-needed and long-awaited Bellarine link project. Minister, this
is an essential infrastructure project, and I urge you to support it. Connecting Portarlington highway
and the Bellarine Highway to the Geelong Ring Road would remove heavy traffic from the city, ease
congestion in the CBD, add resilience and capacity to the local road network and bring substantial
economic and quality-of-life benefits to Geelong. This is investment in enabling infrastructure, which
would improve lives and permanently enhance the productivity of the Geelong economy. Four million
dollars was allocated for planning in the 2016–17 budget, but it seems to me the government has done
little since to drive the project forward. The information I seek, Minister, is a time line—preferably a
short one—for the next step towards construction.
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (12:50): My question is to the Minister for Health. A GP
from Bright contacted me with concerns about the quantity of COVID-19 vaccinations allocated to
their surgery. They were advised by the federal government that their allocation of the vaccine will be
50 doses, so it could potentially be 2024 before all priority residents in the area are vaccinated. They
would like the state government to provide the infrastructure in a planned and cooperative rollout to
allow GPs who have been administering vaccinations for many years to simply get on with it. I ask
the minister to outline how the plan between state and federal governments to ensure issues such as
duplication, information sharing and tracking of patients will be managed so that local GPs can plan
and inform their patients.
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:51): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Veterans. Minister, will you push to relax the restrictions in Northern Victoria to allow Anzac Day
commemorations to go ahead properly this year? Anzac Day was cancelled last year in Northern
Victoria. With Anzac Day coming up, I am hearing many concerns around the restrictions on
commemoration services and parades going ahead in Northern Victoria this year—RSLs that will have
no school participation, no choirs singing, no bands playing, services split and marches with only exservicemen marching and no family members supporting them or children wearing their grandparents’
medals. I am hearing how confusing the application process is. The processes may seem simple for
those who designed them, but many towns unable to plan ahead or navigate the permit minefield will
have no services at all. Northern Victoria remains COVID free, as it has been for the whole year. Many
towns in the region do not even have the population to exceed the gathering limits but are lumped in
under the same restrictions. Once again we have rules made for Melbourne being shoved onto
Northern Victoria.
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EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:52): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Recently we have had in the Dargo High Plains
recreational hunters kicked out to allow for a helicopter cull, and that seems to me to be quite
counterproductive. So what I am asking from the minister is an explanation as to why she is removing
people that are doing the job for them and putting in paid people when they should be doing the
helicopter culls in areas where recreational hunters are not allowed?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:53): I have got a piece of
correspondence from a Paul Rodan at 17 Paxton Street, Malvern East, in my electorate, and he is
particularly concerned with the QR code system. I strongly support the QR code system, as people
will know. The conundrum that he has is he does not have a mobile phone—and there are other people
like this—and because of this matter he cannot under the current rules get into a taxi because he is
required to put in place his QR code. So I am asking: what alternative arrangements has the Minister
for Public Transport got in place for those particularly older people who do not have mobile phones?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:53): My matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. I obviously am aware that there has been a great deal of work done by the government in
respect of the North East Link, but what concerns me is that it has significant implications because of
a break in that freeway system at the Mullum Mullum tunnels between Nunawading and Ringwood.
As a result of the tunnels being unavailable for placarded vehicles and indeed constrained in terms of
the traffic volumes, a great many vehicles are going to need to leave the freeway system before
Nunawading or at Nunawading—Springvale Road presumably—and use local roads and get back on
presumably somewhere at Ringwood or at Canterbury Road, Heathmont. My question to the minister
is: could he undertake a traffic study of the traffic implications for the cities of Whitehorse and
Maroondah of the traffic volumes expected from North East Link works?
Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, President, this relates to unanswered constituency questions.
I draw your attention to the standing orders, and in doing so I acknowledge that the Royal Commission
into Victoria’s Mental Health System report was tabled a couple of weeks ago. Daniel Andrews at the
time said, ‘The truth is that suffering just isn’t being taken seriously enough’. And I think that is the
case with this government, because I have asked a number of questions of the Minister for Mental
Health and have still not got any answers. I asked a question of the Minister for Mental Health on
16 June—274 days ago; of the Minister for Mental Health, 183days ago; of the Minister for Mental
Health, 138 days ago; and of the Minister for Mental Health, 99 days ago. So I think I do concur with
the Premier, when he says, ‘The truth is that suffering just isn’t being taken seriously enough’. These
are a number of questions to the Minister for Mental Health on behalf of my constituents who are
looking for these sorts of answers, and here we are 274 days through to 99 days ago, and still no
answers. And I seek from the minister at the table an explanation for why it is not being taken seriously
enough.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Before I ask the minister if she wishes to respond, there is no such
request in the house to follow up constituency questions from the minister.
Ms Pulford: I was actually having a discussion with Mr Davis at the beginning of Mr Ondarchie’s
contribution, but as I understand it, his concern is about responses to constituency questions for the
Minister for Mental Health. If I could just respond to that—and I am not suggesting to make an
excuse—there has been a reasonably recent change in portfolio responsibilities. That may provide
something of an explanation. I certainly reassure you, Mr Ondarchie, and the constituents on whose
behalf you are raising the questions, that the government is absolutely committed to significant reform
of our mental health system. And, insofar as you are seeking follow-up to those questions, I will seek

MOTIONS
1110

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 17 March 2021

some further advice and some response from the Acting Premier, who is now the Minister for Mental
Health.
Sitting suspended 12.58 pm until 2.03 pm.
Motions
WORKSAFE VICTORIA
Debate resumed.
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (02:03): To take up where I left off before question
time, just in case the opposition did not get the gist of what I was trying to communicate to them, I just
want to be very clear: despite the urgings from those opposite, our government will not trample on the
independence of Victoria’s occupational health and safety regulator. We just will not do it—we will
not do it. No matter how much you ask us to, no matter how much you come in here and invite us to
do it, we just will not do it.
Decisions regarding who WorkSafe investigate and when they do it are entirely a matter for them, as
well it should be. The regulator needs confidence that it can exercise its functions at arm’s length from
government, and it does raise a question: if you were in government, what other independent entities
would the opposition seek to influence? Independent police investigations, the judiciary, what other
bodies would you seek to influence?
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Deputy President, I have been fascinated to listen to Mr Tarlamis,
but at this point in time he has so far removed himself from the subject of the motion that it is not
funny. I ask you to ask him to return to the subject of the motion before the house.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: We do have a motion before the house. Could Mr Tarlamis
continue on the motion, please.
Mr TARLAMIS: Thank you, Deputy President. During my contribution I have spoken about the
responsibilities of the Victorian WorkCover Authority, and I will continue in that vein to talk about
the important work that they have done, the important work they continue to do and the important
improvements that we have made to WorkCover with the WorkSafe regulator to give them the
resources that they need to do their work. Basically paramount amongst that is their independence. It
is very important that they are independent and they have the confidence, as I said, they need to
conduct the work that they need to do, which is very, very important. Basically what they do not need
is to be sitting by the phone waiting for a politician to pick up the phone to tell them who they should
be investigating, when they should be investigating and what they should be investigating. That is not
what they need. They are experts in their field, and they need to be able to have that independence and
the confidence of that independence so that they can do the work that they need to do clear of political
interference. But clearly those opposite have a different view. They think that they should be
determining what the independent regulator investigates and that the independent regulator should sit
by the phone waiting for a call from them to tell them what they should be doing. We do not agree
with that, and we will not go down that path. You know, maybe that is why they are not government,
because people judged the way that they governed and they did not like it.
Our government knows that keeping workers safe is not about playing politics with health and safety.
We are not going to be lectured by those opposite about how to keep workers safe. They have no
credibility in that space. We have taken more steps to keeps workers safe than they could ever dream
of. Every time we bring in a piece of legislation to this place to try and protect workers or make
workplaces safe, they oppose it, they seek to stall it and they seek to water it down every step of the
way. They have no credibility this space. We are not going to be lectured by them—not on this, not
on any issues when it comes to workers rights. They have no credibility whatsoever, and we are not
going to be lectured by them. This is yet another example of them trying to tell us how to govern when
it is really all about them playing politics with a very important issue. The independent regulator should
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be allowed to get on with their job in an independent manner without political influence, and that is
exactly what we are allowing them to do. We are giving them the resources they need to protect
workplaces. We will continue to do that, and we are not going to be led down the garden path by this
opposition who clearly have no idea what they are talking about and just want to engage in political
stunts every opportunity they get.
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (14:07): I rise today to oppose this motion put forward by
Mr O’Donohue. While this government has been getting on with ensuring that WorkSafe Victoria has
the resources and tools to make Victorian workplaces safe, the opposition would like us to interfere in
the independence of the regulator, which has been raised by my colleague Mr Tarlamis, and I will also
speak to that in my contribution today.
In his contribution to the motion Mr O’Donohue attacked WorkSafe and the efforts it made during the
pandemic to keep Victorians safe. This has included managing 3750 mandatory incident notifications
from employers regarding positive cases of COVID-19 in the workplace and issuing hundreds of
compliance notices while conducting more than 2000 inspections and inquiries across Victoria. As
somebody who has been involved in the notification of these in my previous workplace, I very much
know and appreciate the good efforts of WorkSafe during this time. To accuse WorkSafe of not doing
very much is just wrong, and so I just want to say a few remarks.
If we look at the information provided to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s inquiry into
the Victorian government’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic at the December hearings, the CEO
of WorkSafe was very clear that they have been investigating hotel quarantine to ensure that all
workers are safe at work. Mr Radford again went on to inform the committee that, and I will quote
this:
WorkSafe is investigating whether any person may have committed an offence under the Occupational
Health and Safety Act 2004 (OHS Act) in connection with workplaces associated with the COVID-19 Hotel
Quarantine Program. The investigation extends to those who had management or control of those workplaces.

Mr Radford also commented on 23 current investigations relating to occupational health and safety
breaches connected to the pandemic. If in fact Mr O’Donohue had bothered to read the response to the
question on notice provided to his colleague in the other place Ms Vallence, he would know that the
investigations include workplaces associated with the COVID-19 hotel quarantine program—but
indeed he knows this. A Liberal Party media release issued last Friday included the line:
WorkSafe has been undertaking investigations into alleged breaches of Victoria’s occupational health and
safety laws in hotel quarantine for months.

There you go. Five days ago those opposite could understand that WorkSafe has been doing exactly
that, from their media release, as I have just quoted. I am thinking about why they were so busy running
around on the weekend trying to work out whether this is the case, when the media release was so
very, very clear. They know that WorkSafe is investigating and they know that WorkSafe is continuing
to investigate, yet they are wanting to continually intervene. The truth is that you cannot and should
not be interfering with the independence of the workplace regulator.
I will just speak to that and say that it is very important that we be clear: decisions regarding who
WorkSafe investigates and when are entirely a matter for them. WorkSafe is the regulator of
occupational health and safety in the public sector in Victoria. If the government were to start having
a say on who was investigated and how, this would undermine the ability of WorkSafe to ensure health
and safety outcomes in public sector agencies right across our state. It is not our place to make
occupational decisions for the regulator. We will not be meddling in such decisions. WorkSafe needs
to have confidence that it can exercise its functions at arm’s length from government, as does the
community need the confidence that WorkSafe continues to operate at arm’s length from the
government.
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A quick look at the information on the WorkSafe website should assure those opposite that they will
continue to inspect, investigate and take action against the public and private sector for breaches of
our important OH&S laws. Additionally, WorkSafe has a clear compliance and enforcement policy
and guidelines available on its website. These documents set out the guiding principles for OH&S
prosecutions in the state of Victoria.
The problem with this motion as I read it is that those opposite are reading one section of the act as if
it was completely devoid of the important context of the objects of the act, the other functions of the
regulator and the fact that WorkSafe indeed operates independently of government. What other
independent entities might the opposition want to interfere with if they ever get a chance? Independent
police inquiries? The judiciary? We just cannot have it. This motion clearly shows how little respect
the opposition has for the legal process. If the Shadow Attorney-General thinks that what motions like
this call for is an appropriate use of government power, I am certainly one amongst many who will
correct him. But truly, what should we expect of those opposite? They do not care about workplace
health and safety unless they think it can score them political points. The last time they were in
government in fact their main focus of the portfolio seemed to be pretending that indeed it was not
their responsibility. They even went so far as to strip the word ‘safe’ from WorkSafe Victoria, making
it the WorkCover Authority. I remember that clearly. Even out of government they do not seem to
understand that Victorians supported the re-election of the Andrews Labor government because they
know we will always stand up for the rights and safety of our workers.
The coalition let their complete disregard for workers during this time show, advocating to get workers
into their workplaces before it was safe to do so and against the health advice of esteemed
professionals. They objected to our bill introducing criminal consequences for employers who exploit
vulnerable workers through wage theft. From 1 July this year Wage Inspectorate Victoria will be
constituted as a statutory authority with the power to investigate and prosecute employers who
deliberately underpay, and even do not pay at all, their workers. I am certainly looking forward to that
day in Victoria. They opposed our bill to introduce workplace manslaughter laws when we supported
worker families who have lost loved ones to workplace accidents. Those opposite objected and put
business interests first. These families campaigned in memory of the loved ones who never came
home. They fought hard to ensure that no-one else has to know their pain. At every turn the coalition
have shown that they do not care about worker safety.
This government has funded and supported countless activities to strengthen occupational health and
safety. Since November 2014 there has been a 36 per cent increase in the number of workplace
inspectors, and I have seen them out and about in workplaces right across our state. They are
conducting visits every week and checking for OH&S compliance on construction sites, on farms, in
offices and in factories to make our workplaces safer, and I would like to take this opportunity to
recognise their good work. I recognise the work of our health and safety representatives—those on the
front line of workplace safety. It is a role that I once held and held proudly. I would like to take a
moment to give them a shout-out and thank them for all that they do. Workplace health and safety reps
go to extraordinary efforts to keep their workplaces safe and have been crucial throughout the past
year in establishing COVID-safe work practices. The pandemic has only strengthened their resolve to
keep workers safe. There are no excuses for employers who fail in their duty to provide a safe
workplace. I am just going to go back and take a moment to really acknowledge workplace health and
safety representatives, who are elected on behalf of their colleagues, because it is such an extraordinary
thing that they do on behalf of their colleagues each and every day. It has been a very tough 12 months
for them. No-one knew, I am sure, when they were elected that they would indeed be taking on how
to respond to a global pandemic in the workplace. All acknowledgement to them.
Of course every Victorian deserves an occupational health and safety system that is focused on
prevention, on identifying and mitigating risks and on ensuring employers are providing workers with
a safe workplace for them, for their families and for their loved ones. Everyone deserves to come home
safe from work. That is why during this pandemic WorkSafe has focused its inspections on high-risk
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workplaces, doing all it can to limit outbreaks of COVID-19. But what good are the tools and resources
to WorkSafe only for the government to trample on the independence of Victoria’s occupational health
and safety regulator? That is what this motion is attempting to do: direct the Minister for Workplace
Safety to interfere and influence WorkSafe investigations. Politicians should never get to pick and
choose which workplaces get a visit from an inspector or not.
In the face of a global pandemic, we have sought to keep Victorians safe each and every day. We will
always stand by workers, because you cannot keep workers safe by playing politics with health and
safety. You can keep workers safe by letting WorkSafe do its job and by providing it with the resources
it needs to enforce the Occupational Health and Safety Act. This motion has nothing to do with
workplace safety, and I encourage all of my colleagues in this place to join the government in opposing
it.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:17): In rising today to speak to the opposition’s
motion on having the minister direct WorkSafe Victoria to conduct an inquiry into hotel quarantine, I
understand the opposition’s concerns over hotel quarantine centres and I can understand their request
for information, seeing that only two weeks ago I brought up as an adjournment that:
… the action that I seek is for the minister to provide details of the number and the nature of the complaints
that have been received by WorkSafe Victoria concerning people working within hotel quarantine.

That was to include those directly employed by all levels of government as well as those employed by
companies, hospitals, healthcare companies and other service providers. That was on the back of
obviously the newspaper reports and the media reports that WorkSafe Victoria had issued an
improvement notice. What I understand is that there are probably about 33 improvement notices from
WorkSafe in relation to hotel quarantine.
I would hope that WorkSafe Victoria are doing what they are meant to be doing, and that is actually
going to all of the workplaces across the whole of Victoria, making sure that their COVID-safe plans
are in place, that there are those physical distances, that they have got hand sanitiser. But when we
come to hotel quarantine, it is that the measures around infectious control measures and the like are
being adhered to and, if they are placing down improvement notes, that they are in enough detail for
them to actually be able to go off and make those improvements to ensure that hotel quarantine is the
best that it can possibly be.
But I do have a concern about the way that the motion is actually written—being that the minister is
to direct WorkSafe Victoria to do the actual work. I feel that I probably would have supported this
motion if that line had been removed, if the opposition was wanting the information which I had raised
in my adjournment—to actually have an understanding, not to be oppositional or to poke at the
government. This is to understand what the problems are so we can all be assured that they are getting
under control and that the safety of all Victorians is being looked after, especially the workers in hotel
quarantine, because they should feel that they go to their workplace and they are not coming out of
their workplace with COVID and then spreading it to their family and to the outside community.
I am pleased to see the minister here, and I am hoping that she might be able to speak to this motion,
because the other contributions that I have heard thus far from the government have talked about
mainly WorkSafe Victoria and how the government has improved bills and legislation but have not
really gone to what I believe is the crux of it, which is the problems with this motion. I would hope
that the minister could actually explain the problems with this motion and how really it does step over
the line for making sure—and this is what I believe—WorkSafe Victoria needs to be at arm’s length
from the government. I do not believe as a member of Parliament that I should be directing them in
what they should be doing. They need to be at arm’s length so they can actually come up with what
the problems are and feel fearless in actually putting those notices in place to make sure that those
workplaces stick to the occupational health and safety system that they need to.
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I know that WorkSafe Victoria have done an enormous amount of work over all of the workplaces in
Victoria in making sure that they have got those COVID-safe plans in place so that we can all feel that
we can actually operate with this virus. Over the years I feel that we have always looked at
occupational safety but have not necessarily emphasised the health aspect of it—the health aspect
being that now the government is looking at the mental health of employees and looking at making
sure of hand hygiene and that people can actually feel it is okay to say, ‘I’ve got the flu and I’m not
coming into work today’, rather than coming in with an infectious virus and spreading it.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (14:23): I also would like to speak on this motion of
Mr O’Donohue. That would have been I do not know how many references so far in relation to
COVID-19 quarantine. Reference after reference, inquiry after inquiry, and that is—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Well, I think you should have a bit more respect for the 800 people, Mr Finn, and
maybe you can direct some of these comments to your colleagues in Canberra who actually run aged
care and failed to do their jobs.
Mr Finn: You’ve got more front than Myer, fair dinkum. Who let the virus out?
Mr MELHEM: I do not know. You should know the answer to that. The motion is to basically
get the minister to direct WorkSafe to carry out an investigation by 31 May 2021. If that is the strategy,
that the best thing you can do is to start having ministers and politicians interfering with and directing
independent agencies like WorkSafe—if that is the new standard you want to run—then we might as
well look at how we can change the whole system, our Westminster system of government. You go
and criticise the Communist Party of China, where the government directs agencies to carry out
investigations, to go and prosecute people, to go and shoot people, to go and do all these sorts of things.
There is no such thing as independent agencies or authorities to carry this out. Separation of powers is
very important in our system. We as parliamentarians will legislate, and we give a mandate to agencies
to carry out their jobs. Ministers oversee these agencies to make sure they are well equipped to carry
out their duties.
Let me turn to health and safety, and I am pleased the Minister for Workplace Safety is in the chamber
with us. You could not ask for a better minister for health and safety, with her track record as a former
secretary of the ASU, her advocacy for health and safety for the past 20-odd years as a fighter for
health and safety and making sure workers’ health and safety is protected at any cost, and her
involvement in continuous review. As a union official back then, I was part of that, and we were doing
that together as well to make sure health and safety regulations and laws were strengthened to basically
look after workers.
I go back to when health and safety legislation was basically destroyed back in the 1990s, when the
Kennett government came into power and basically stripped the health and safety authority—or
WorkSafe—of pretty much everything. It became what we called ‘self-regulation’—so, ‘Let’s go and
trust employers to regulate health and safety’—and basically WorkSafe, or the Department of Labour
back then, became a toothless tiger. Since then we have been rebuilding the health and safety laws in
the state of Victoria. Last year we introduced the manslaughter legislation to make employers
accountable for their actions, which took effect on 1 July.
Now, if we are going to start allowing ministers to direct WorkSafe Victoria about what they should
be doing or not doing, we are the biggest employer in the state so if we actually say to WorkSafe, ‘Go
and investigate that particular incident and don’t investigate the other ones’—I mean, seriously? That
is not our role. Our role as politicians is not to direct independent agencies about how to do their jobs.
Our role is to set an expectation, to set up good laws and good regulations to protect the safety and
wellbeing of Victorians and make sure we have got the most rigorous laws and regulations—and also
fund these authorities to carry out their jobs.
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And that is pretty important, because over the years, over recent time, we have increased our
investment and our funding to WorkSafe. More inspectors have been employed, because there is no
point having WorkSafe without basically having enough staff and resources to go out and do their
jobs. We have increased the level of investment to make sure there are more inspectors on the job and
there is more safety awareness. And yes, WorkSafe during COVID-19—and they are still doing that—
have carried out hundreds and hundreds of inspections in workplaces to make sure the employers are
COVID-19-safe in their operations. That happens every single day, and this government has invested,
as I said. Hundreds of inspectors have been employed in the last few years to do exactly that.
Now, if WorkSafe form the view that they need to investigate what Mr O’Donohue is referring to,
they should. They do not need us to tell them that, and I am sure they will have read Mr O’Donohue’s
notice of motion. If they form a view that the place is unsafe, that the employer—in this case it is the
state government—has failed in its obligation, they should do their job. No-one in the state government
is trying to prevent or discourage WorkSafe from doing its job. But the problem I have is the minute
we start interfering and basically directing WorkSafe to do certain things, then the opposite will
happen—no doubt. You will be inviting ministers, whether that is under section 7(1)(a), not to
investigate something else. I do not think we want to establish that precedent, because the object of
the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 is very clear: we set the law, we expect WorkSafe to
make sure they do their job and they get all the resources they need to make sure every single
workplace in Victoria is a safe workplace. That is their mandate.
Now, if they are not able to do their job or they are not able to perform a particular task or an
investigation because, let us say, for argument’s sake, they are short of funding, well, they need to say
so. I am not sure that is the case here, because no-one has said, ‘WorkSafe wants to go and investigate
this, but because they have not got resources they are not able to do it, so the minister needs to’. Maybe
then it is a good point for the minister to jump in and say, ‘You cannot do that job because you have
got a lack of resources; you might need some additional resources’. I reckon that is probably not a bad
intervention if WorkSafe said, ‘We want to do something and we cannot do it because of resources’—
or even the opposition—but that is not the case here. Maybe you should have redrafted your motion
to that effect, but you know and I know that this is not the case and this is nothing but a political stunt—
basically wasting 90 minutes of the time of this house on a stunt. Basically that is what it is.
Now, I will finish off by restating what I said earlier. I expect WorkSafe to do its job, which I believe
they are doing—and they are doing a fantastic job along with the health and safety professionals and
health and safety representatives in every workplace in Victoria. They do a fantastic job to make sure
we have in place safe and healthy workplaces in the state of Victoria. I think Victoria under this
government, under the investment and the resources we are putting into WorkSafe, is a much better,
safer place than what it was 20 years ago, and probably it is one of the benchmarks of other states.
So let us stop playing politics here and basically start getting ministers to stick their nose into what an
independent authority should and should not to. That is not the way our system is designed to work;
that is not the way we want it to run. You just have to look at what I said earlier. If that is the precedent
we want to set, let us look at other countries where ministers tell agencies what to do, tell their police
forces to shoot at protesters in Myanmar and various other places—and I was not referring to the Prime
Minister with his stupid comment about the last rally in Canberra. So I think let us take the politics out
of it and stop playing politics with this. Obviously I will be voting against the motion.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (14:33): I rise to speak on Mr O’Donohue’s motion. I am very
persuaded by Mr Melhem’s passionate contribution, and he has convinced me to vote against the
motion on the books as well. So thank you, Mr Melhem. When I read this motion I must admit I had
the same concerns that Mr Melhem expressed about political opportunism and potential games. This
pandemic has been extraordinarily difficult for everybody on the planet, and it is far too big, far too
important, for us to be playing these sorts of games.
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I have mentioned before that this is my fifth footy season in this place. I remember when I first came
here I think my first six, seven or eight contributions in terms of members statements were about
workplace deaths, workplace injuries—the things that were happening around my electorate in the
agricultural sector, the terrible deaths and injuries that were occurring and still occur on our
construction sites. It occurred to me when I was reading Mr O’Donohue’s motion that not once in my
time in this place have those opposite come into this place and moved a motion in relation to those
issues. The highest number of workplace deaths occurs across two industries in this state, and not once
have we heard from those opposite about those matters, nor indeed have they come forward with a
way forward about how we can improve health and safety in those industries. What we have heard
repeatedly from those opposite on these matters—the workplace injuries, workplace deaths,
particularly in the construction industry—is the condemnation of the unions, the unions who support
the workers in those industries. That is what we get from them. We get the condemnation of their
representatives, who are striving to do nothing more than ensure that their members, the workforce,
get to go home at the end of their working day. Safety is the paramount thing on a dangerous job site.
I would really welcome a debate from those opposite on those important issues.
I want to congratulate the government on its handling of hotel quarantine. It is being held up, quite
properly, as an excellent program where we are doing absolutely everything within our power to make
sure that we have the best system in place to provide protection for the workers who are working in
that environment, whether it is the hotel staff, whether it is the security staff, whether it is the drivers,
whether it is the cleaners—whoever it happens to be—and to make sure that all of those people and
indeed the people who are inside those hotels and who are being quarantined have their safety provided
for.
I am aware that the clock is a bit misleading, and I think I have probably got a minute rather than the
6 minutes that appear up there, so I just want to reference two things that I am aware of in relation to
the matters that Mr O’Donohue raises in his motion and just put on the record that the government,
through the Minister for Workplace Safety, has already responded to the opposition in relation to a
question without notice, and WorkSafe has conducted some 33 inspections and inquiries relating to
the program since Justice Coate handed down her inquiry report in December 2020. Furthermore, you
only need to go to the responses given in COVID hearings by the WorkSafe CEO back in August that
confirmed investigations have occurred and are ongoing. That gives rise to further concern about the
cheap political pointscoring exercise that this motion is about. I will not be supporting it, and I urge
everybody in the chamber to oppose it.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:38): I want to thank members for their contributions on
this debate. This is a very important debate, and I regret that many members of the opposition seem to
have conflated a range of different issues as their justification for opposing this motion.
It is clear from questions to the minister—and I am pleased the minister is in the chamber at the
moment—that the powers that she has, which the Parliament has provided to her as the minister, she
seems reluctant to exercise. This is not a matter of directing agencies, this is a matter where the
Parliament has consciously given the minister an express power, to be used sparingly, absolutely, and
to be used only in rare circumstances, absolutely. But we are talking about the COVID response. The
Premier has used the word ‘unprecedented’ on so many occasions. If ever this power should be
exercised, it is in this set of circumstances, particularly following the 801 deaths because of the
Andrews government’s bungling of hotel quarantine. And of course the revelations in recent days that
hotel quarantine is costing millions and millions despite the fact there are very few, if any, people
currently in hotel quarantine, whilst a separate issue, shows that the administration of this program,
despite the effluxion of time, is still absolutely substandard.
So I can think of no better way or more appropriate time to use this power, to exercise this power, and
this motion is calling on the minister to do just that. There seems to be a desire from the government
to move on, to pretend nothing happened. Ms Terpstra remarkably said, ‘We are the envy of the
world’. The way that government members believe their rhetoric is so out of touch with people in the
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community, with small business in particular, and the impact that the hotel quarantine fiasco had on
not just those people who died and their families but on all Victorians because of the lockdown that
we endured for so much longer than any other jurisdiction in Australia. It is the appropriate course of
action for this minister. This is an exceptional circumstance, and I look forward to the house’s support
of my motion to make that request to the minister.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr

Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
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Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
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Kieu, Dr
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Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Stitt, Ms

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

Motion negatived.
Committees
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reference
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:48): I am really pleased this afternoon to move my motion 516:
That this house requires the Economy and Infrastructure Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by
no later than 13 December 2021:
(1) on the:
(a) impact of the closure of the Hazelwood power station on the economy and jobs of the Latrobe
Valley, and the success or otherwise of economic recovery efforts to date;
(b) expected economic impacts of the proposed closure of Yallourn power station in 2028 and options
the state government can pursue to offset the loss of more than 1000 direct jobs from the plant, as
well as associated contractors;
(c) success or otherwise of the Latrobe Valley Authority (LVA) to help the region transition, in light
of the decline of funding made available to the LVA over successive state budgets;
(2) and if the committee proposes to transmit a report for the inquiry to the house on a day when the house
is not sitting, the chair may give the report to the Clerk and:
(a) the Clerk must:
(i)

as soon as practicable after the report is received give a copy of the report to each member of
the house;

(ii) as soon as practicable after the report is received cause the report to be published on the tabled
documents database and the committee’s website;
(b) cause the report to be tabled in the house on the next sitting day of the house; and
(c) the report will be taken to be published by authority of the house.

The first section is the most important part. Paragraph (2) of the motion is really the mechanism by
which this proposed inquiry and subsequent report would be tabled in Parliament. Let me say at the
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outset that this motion is born out of need and the desire for a bright future for the Latrobe Valley, and
it is certainly an opportunity for Latrobe Valley residents, for community, for business and for industry
to be at the very front of the negotiations for our future.
The announcement last week that the Yallourn power station was going to close four years earlier than
expected, by 2028, should be a wake-up call for government to work with the Latrobe Valley
community to transition to a new future. We respect the fact, and this house should respect the fact,
that almost 90 years ago the Latrobe Valley became the powerhouse of our state and indeed at times
certainly our nation. It was the lifeblood of our communities in providing that power. And it was so
very important. Lights have been kept on and industry, schools and hospitals have run for decades and
decades off the back of Latrobe Valley workers, and we should appreciate that and acknowledge that
service to Victoria as a whole.
The Latrobe Valley certainly, as it stands, boasts a significant skilled workforce, and we look forward
to new job creation and new industries. We need a matrix of these to complement what is already there
but also to acknowledge that there will be the loss of these jobs through the closure of Yallourn. It
needs to be a catalyst for change; it needs to be a catalyst for positive change. Latrobe Valley residents
do not want to see their beautiful region become a decayed area where there are empty houses and
empty buildings where once industry certainly flourished. We need to see a stimulus for this region,
and that is what this inquiry will do. I understand and acknowledge the fact that our upper house
inquiries are certainly busy—there are many inquiries held, often concurrently—but this one, across
this year and tabling in December, is certainly a very important one for the people of Eastern Victoria
Region and indeed the state.
Any plan needs to have at its basis our community at heart. In my time in this place, and I am coming
up to six years as a member of Parliament, we have seen the closure, in 2017, of the Hazelwood power
station—the very abrupt closure of that, and I will speak to it. We have seen the closure of Carter Holt
Harvey as a viable industry and the removal of that from our economic powerhouse. We have seen
certainly the announcement last year—and I still cannot fathom the notion behind it—of the closure
of the native timber industry by 2030. And we have seen COVID and the dramatic and devastating
impact of that statewide but also specifically in Eastern Victoria Region and now, last week, the
announcement of the closure of this very important industry in terms of Yallourn.
Moving to the actual parts to this motion, (1)(a) relates to the impact of Hazelwood’s closure on the
Latrobe Valley’s economy and jobs. In 2016–17 the Andrews government tripled the coal royalties
tax and created a $250 million tax on those coal-fired power stations. Hazelwood as a whole received
about an $88 million requirement through that tax, and it tipped Engie over the edge—to closure.
Unfortunately it was not phased or planned; it was a shove. And with that there were 750 direct jobs
lost and 300 other associated job losses. If you were there at the time, and I was, it was very
heartbreaking to see all of those hard hats lined up on the fence at Hazelwood and the resulting impact
on our families, on our workers and certainly on the economy.
Indeed one Latrobe Valley council report of the time, in 2017, stated that Hazelwood’s closure resulted
in a decrease in total regional output of more than $1.58 billion. Now, it flows out of the mouth very
quickly, but it means businesses were closed; it means workers were dislocated and relocated, at best.
It means there were huge losses of revenue, positivity and commercialisation, and there was a loss of
vibrancy and a downturn in the economy. I say this with no joy whatsoever. The estimated loss to the
Latrobe City Council’s gross regional product was close to $340 million, just at Latrobe city itself.
Indeed one of the comments from this report said:
The early retirement of power stations could significantly affect the affordable baseload capacity, and the
security and stability of the nation’s energy supply …

Whilst I would particularly like to drill down into energy as a whole, I have kept this inquiry quite
specific about where to now for jobs in our region, because the whole energy matrix, although it is
certainly part of the picture, is a vast and very important discussion. But I think we need to narrow-
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scope it enough so that it can be achieved in the time frame. Part (1)(a) also looks at the success or
otherwise of the economic recovery to date. Government, in concert with business, with industry, with
education, with community, must be proactive over this next seven years. We must create an
achievable outcome for our community. We must create and instil confidence back into our region,
and Labor cannot keep closing regional industries without a comprehensive plan and a sustained jobs
future.
My other intention with this is to empower locals. I do speak to locals very often. My office is in
Traralgon, and I speak with a vast array of locals. Some of them I will quote in a moment. There need
to be grassroots people. So often I believe that they feel that government is making decisions in
isolation or away from the real voices who can provide very real, tangible and important
understandings and experience in this playing forward.
Very important areas that we could look at are certainly in engineering, and we have always been an
engineering area. How can we transfer that into ongoing and sustainable jobs? Manufacturing—we
have food processing. How can we value-add that? We have other agencies, and we know we have
got ASIC there from the federal government as well. What other opportunities are there? We know
the Hydrogen Energy Supply Chain program, the hydrogen road program, and that is a very important
collaboration between federal and state governments, the Japanese government and a consortium.
These sorts of things are really positive, and we need to continue to progress them and the hows and
the wheres. I note that the Committee for Gippsland is lobbying for a Gippsland hydrogen cluster and
how that works. We know that there is Star of the South down there and offshore wind turbines—
again, very important. There needs to be a matrix, and there needs to be a voice. We need to support
these things on merit.
The ANU provided some information and insight in their report about the transition, and I will talk to
some of their parts. Anything that is looking at job creation needs to be adequately resourced for reemployment of people, to retain and retrain people. We need to look at mission-oriented industry
policy and smart specialisation strategies and certainly work on our strengths, long-term growth and
sustainable high-quality employment. These are aspirational, but they need to be achievable as well.
It is not my intention to give the government a whack. It is really to look at the importance of this area
and look at how we can maximise our jobs and maximise the flourishing of our area, and we need to
bring in Regional Development Victoria and Regional Development Australia as well.
Now, if we look at some broken promises that we have seen through the government—and a complete
disappointment—I will state the truth. In 2018 the government stood prior to the election and
announced that SEA Electric would bring 500 new jobs to the region and there would be 2400 cars
annually in production. And what do we see today, two and a half years later? We see zero jobs and,
realistically, zero prospect of those 500 jobs. That is borne with disappointment and frustration by
people of the Latrobe Valley. Only last week we saw further information—that in essence the CEO of
SEA Electric seems to have been so frustrated with the tardy and slow progress of the Victorian
government that they may well be going elsewhere and overseas. We saw Steelvision—the promise
of 55 jobs and $500 000 supplied through LVA—and yet there have been no jobs created from that.
Those are the facts, and they are a huge disappointment. We need to make sure that these sorts of
errors do not happen, and how we do that is by consulting with the community, industry and business.
We saw the 2017 closure of Hazelwood, and just after that we saw the unemployment rate spike at
10 per cent.
Now, one of the local private recruitment agencies, WorkforceXS, spoke to me today about the need
for sustainable industry, but they also spoke about how many in the transition from construction were
looking at short-term projects to keep tradespeople in the valley for the duration of those construction
projects. However, again, we still need those long-term sustainable jobs. Indeed there are many worthy
infrastructure programs that have been implemented. But the Giffard West hall upgrade—which
deserved implementation, no doubt about it—why was that done with Latrobe Valley Authority
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money that was meant for the transition to new industries? It should have been out of a different bucket
of money. That is what many people are experiencing and saying to me.
The other point I would like to raise in the time I have is part (b) about the economic impacts of the
closure of the Yallourn power station. It employs 500 workers directly—at various times it is up to
1000 when there are major outages and renewals—and it also has downstream contracts and
downstream jobs. This is a significant loss to our region. If we look at the age profile of Yallourn
power station, it is 49 years old, the median age. Speaking with representatives from the Yallourn
power station and from EnergyAustralia, many of those need to and want to continue on in work, so
how will they be moved over, changed, pivoted, retrained and still use the skills that they have? Indeed
Loy Yang absorbed many of the former Hazelwood members and some moved to Yallourn. Yallourn
power station workers cannot be all absorbed by Loy Yang, AGL and the like, so we need to create
those alternative pathways—22 per cent of Victoria’s total electricity and 8 per cent of the national
electricity market. It is really challenging for people.
Now, EnergyAustralia have certainly said that there will be a new battery facility—a 350-megawatt
battery facility, a 4-hour facility. It sounds good, but it is way off in the future still, and that will not
absorb all of those job losses—a 4-hour capacity does not replace a coal-fired power station. What
next? We need to know. We also want to ensure that it is good for the community and it is good for
the environment. Many of my constituents in Hazelwood North and environs are very frustrated with
the fact that the government has made a captain’s call to progress the ULAB, the used lead-acid
battery, recycling smelter, and they are very concerned.
Now, also we know the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change said only recently in
Parliament that she knew last year that the announcement was coming. What planning is being done,
and how is this going to be achieved? We need to have this inquiry so that government can listen to
the various entities that I have outlined. As I have said before, the hydrogen operations are important,
and we need to understand how that can be implemented and what possibilities are there.
The other point I would like to raise is: how is the LVA travelling? It needs to be unpacked for vitality
and importance going forward. It was set up certainly to establish a transition, but many in my
community—many in the Latrobe Valley community—said, ‘Really, what was the best outcome;
where have those jobs gone?’. One transition worker—and I will give you a case study—a constituent,
was retrained as an ambulance attendant; they were invited to retrain for the purpose of driving nonemergency transport. The training facilitator was at Federation University, and there were 16 people
who went through that training. Those who participated in the course were mainly former Hazelwood
and Carter Holt Harvey workers. Out of those 16, only two involved in this were able to obtain this
work—and that was only part time. So there were courses completed with no road to jobs, and this
constituent is still very frustrated by this. We see now the Latrobe Valley Authority has got $27 million
in the next round of funding—only $27 million—with $14 million of that going to wages and under
half to programs.
The other point I would like to make is: let us look at the report card of the Latrobe Valley Authority.
Its previous report claims that it has created 2500 jobs from a budget of $266 million. That amounts
to a little over $100 000 per worker of taxpayers money. Is that value for money? If we compare this
to a previous Nationals and Liberals fund called the Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund,
that was $15 million and it created 1200 jobs at a cost of $12 500 per job. That was partnering with
business and industry and that was communicating what works for local business to empower and
create—and also there was buy-in. These are important sorts of things.
Now, I spoke today with Jane Oakley. She would like to know the answers to some questions and be
part of this inquiry. She would like to know: where is the replacement investment coming on? It is
okay to talk about new energy projects, but what will happen? What will be the new replacement? We
need future skills—retraining. The power sector workforce needs to be taken in and retrained. We
cannot prepare for these new investments unless we discuss and unpack them. Infrastructure Victoria:
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how will that be involved? What about investment? We need to make sure these are discussed in this
inquiry.
I see too that the Latrobe City Council has written to Mr O’Brien but also the Premier. They know that
there is a seven-year window. They want to be on the front foot. They want to be part of the
conversation, not having it kept to a specialised Latrobe Valley Authority. We need to have more
knowledge and more discussion around this.
Finally, Susan Broadbent from the Moe Traders Association is really concerned that her businesses in
Moe have had a downturn post Hazelwood. They need a future. She is concerned. She wants to be
part of the success—and I ask members to vote positively and support my motion.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (15:08): What a motion! I am more than a little alarmed, not just at
the tabling of this motion today but at the remarks that Ms Bath has made in support of it. There is a
lot in what Ms Bath has said today which not only is contradictory but in fact does little to acknowledge
the reality of the investments that have been made across the Latrobe Valley region, across those
communities that span three local government areas and across the communities which amount in total
population terms to around 125 000 people. Ms Bath has said along the way in her contribution that
she does not wish to take a whack at the government, and yet in fact she spent all but a couple of
minutes doing exactly that—and that is not in fact a constructive way to have a discussion about
transition and indeed development.
What we do see here is really cheap political pointscoring—using the opportunity of being able to get
to her feet in fact to claim that the government either has not done anything or has not done enough to
support and assist communities across the Latrobe Valley region facing the closure of Hazelwood,
which was announced in 2016 and then progressed to the cessation of production at the end of March
in 2017. Ms Bath also talked about energy production around diversification of the economy, the
functions of the Latrobe Valley Authority and what the future looks like for this region in the medium
to long term and the coming years as we edge closer to that end of operation for EnergyAustralia at
Yallourn.
Really importantly at the outset, we are looking at a seven-year notice period before the oldest coalfired power station in Australia ceases production—seven years. What seven years enables us to do is
not only build upon the work that was developed in transitioning and assisting workers affected by the
closure of Hazelwood, both directly and downstream, but also look at the changing dynamic of the
power industry, of new energy technology and of related industries to get in place a really
comprehensive, well thought out and consultative plan which addresses not only the skills mix that we
have in the valley but the history of industry and primary production in those key sectors upon which
we rely for our outputs and for our economic health. This includes but is not limited to advanced
manufacturing, agriculture, health and allied services, new energy technology and food and fibre.
These are all key priority areas which were outlined in the investment fund, a total of $200 million
which was announced in 2016 by the then Minister for Agriculture and Minister for Regional
Development, Ms Pulford.
It also requires us to turn our minds to the reality of what we have to do to transition not just those
workers who will be affected directly by the closure of Yallourn but those employees and contractors
of EnergyAustralia, who range in number from around 500 on a regular basis up to 1000 during
planned maintenance periods. We then also need to look at what development means over time. And
this is where again we get into the key priorities of the Latrobe Valley Authority, as the Premier has
outlined on numerous occasions and as Karen Cain, the CEO of the Latrobe Valley Authority, has
outlined at dozens and dozens and dozens of community engagement events and in reports and in
provision of information through discussion and facilitated discussion with government and with
stakeholders, including with those opposite. What we see through the Latrobe Valley Authority is an
extension of the work of the state government which is place based. Ms Bath can go on all she wants
about the economic benefits associated with the work of the Latrobe Valley Authority, but what she

COMMITTEES
1122

Legislative Council

Wednesday, 17 March 2021

has not actually referenced in her contribution is that this authority is staffed by locals, for locals. This
is an extension of the work of the state government which is at its heart about making sure that the
voices and the priorities, the needs and the challenges faced by those who live in our communities
across the Latrobe Valley region not only are met, not only are part of decision-making but are
understood from a local perspective. This is where again we look at the jobs creation that has occurred
since 2016 and we look at the worker transition scheme, which was part of the discussion with Engie
when it gave, as a private sector employer, a mere 10 months or so to plan for the end of production
and the displacement of hundreds of workers.
What we have seen is the development of place-based initiatives through an initial $266 million outlay
of support administered via the Latrobe Valley Authority, working in conjunction with Regional
Development Victoria, the Department of Premier and Cabinet and others, to make sure not only that
we invested in community sporting facilities, including a number which are opening now, but that we
have significant, comprehensive and unprecedented investment in schools, education pathways and
upgrades to the sorts of opportunities around learning and education, such as a new TAFE campus;
such as a new innovation centre; such as additional courses made available through free TAFE; such
as a $217 million upgrade for the Latrobe Regional Hospital; such as road and rail upgrades; such as
the introduction of new government programs, including but not limited to Solar Homes Victoria; and
such as a new government hub, which is now based in Morwell, which will have an initial 170 jobs
and then up to 300 jobs in the public sector, including with partners across the community. We have
also got the high-tech innovation centre, and that precinct is in fact delivering core tenants, including
Alinta, which will be based in that facility, alongside the work that we have done to assist in
investments and returns such as those in industry not limited to but including CRRC, which is in fact
providing transmission and bogie and mechanical componentry for the new high-speed metropolitan
trains, as well as Aussie Broadband, which is an exceptional local business which is also based in
Morwell and doing a tremendous job.
Ms Bath also has conveniently neglected to talk about the federal government, apart from singing their
praises on the Hydrogen Energy Supply Chain project. The feds have kicked in $50 million for that
project. The state government has also kicked in $50 million, and this is part of ongoing discussions
that we are having with Kawasaki and the Japanese government. But it is also important to note that
we are continuing to have discussions across the board with industry around how we can assist not
just with Australian Paper and Nippon and the work that they are doing there to secure ongoing
engagement and employment for those workers in the fibre industry around the production of paper
through to 2050; we are also talking about how we can make sure that we have a diversified
opportunity and skill sets available for people in a range of different sectors and industries. What we
know from what happened when Hazelwood closed is that 90 former workers from Hazelwood found
new employment through the worker transfer scheme with other power stations, and that transition
service more broadly assisted 684 of 871 workers impacted by the closure of Hazelwood and Carter
Holt Harvey to find employment.
Ms Bath wants to ignore the reality that when private sector companies and corporations make
decisions to close, these are decisions which are held in the private sector. We are no longer in the era
of the State Electricity Commission of Victoria, which used to pump out 200 apprentices every year.
We are no longer in the era of being able to say that we can subsidise and fund every single part of the
mix of energy resources that is delivered across Australia and indeed as part of our overall share of
8 per cent of the national grid. What we do need to do, though, is to face the reality that without proper
planning and transition we will not be able to meet the global market challenges associated with a
move away from coal-fired power generation on purely economic terms and then buttressed by
environmental and ecological reasons including but not limited to carbon pricing and associated
energy-pricing measures but also that we have opportunities, and there are so many things associated
with the work of the Latrobe Valley Authority which continue to be put into practice. I am surprised
in fact that Ms Bath has not sought to advance these questions in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee process, has not sought to advance these questions in the course of questions during
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question time and has not in fact used the opportunities that are available to have all of these answers
provided in the appropriate forum. We oppose this motion.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:19): The motion before us calls for an inquiry into the
economic and job impacts of closing the Hazelwood and Yallourn coal-fired power stations and the
role of the Latrobe Valley Authority in helping the region transition. The Latrobe Valley has certainly
faced more than its fair share of economic disruption, starting of course with the privatisation of the
State Electricity Commission of Victoria in the mid-1990s. Those opposite were less concerned about
job losses back then. The privatisation of Victoria’s energy system resulted in massive job losses and
significant economic disruption in the valley, the effects of which are still being felt.
The community also continues to suffer from some of the worst air pollution in the world, with reallife material impacts including lower life expectancies, lower average birth weights and increased
respiratory problems. This is because of Victoria’s three coal-fired power stations. As well as the
immediate health impacts of these power stations, burning coal is the single biggest cause of climate
pollution in Victoria, and Yallourn, owned by EnergyAustralia, is the oldest, most polluting and least
efficient coal plant.
Disgracefully, earlier this month the Labor government issued new licences to the coal-fired power
stations in the valley, which do absolutely nothing to curb the toxic pollution they are allowed to spew
into the air. Mercury, sulphur dioxide and finite particles will continue to put people in the valley at
risk at levels not allowed in Europe or even China. Further than that, there is no limit at all on the
power stations releasing greenhouse gas emissions. As the world is facing a climate crisis, this is an
abrogation of responsibility to Victorians that is hard to quantify. And now we discover the
government has done a secret deal with Yallourn to keep it open and spewing its toxic mix of
chemicals and greenhouse gases into the air for another seven years. This is grossly irresponsible in a
climate emergency. It is also sentencing the community in the Latrobe Valley to even more poor
health. It is also interfering with the energy market in a way that makes no sense. Economic analysis
shows that Yallourn will not be financially viable by 2025, if not sooner.
So why would a state government prop up a dirty, polluting coal-fired power station that has broken
down 50 times since 2017 at the point where it makes no economic sense and the energy is not
required? Well, the people of Victoria may never know because the deal the Labor government has
struck with EnergyAustralia, the company that owns Yallourn and is in turn owned by a company
controlled by a wealthy British billionaire, is secret. The Victorian government absolutely has a
responsibility to provide assistance to the Latrobe Valley community and to the workers as the
transition away from coal takes place, but that should not take the form of funnelling public money to
energy corporations owned by international billionaires through behind-closed-door deals. If that is
not what the Yallourn deal does, then we would be happy to be proven wrong, but the government is
keeping the details of this secret from the Victorian community. It is one of the reasons we think this
inquiry is important.
The reality is that coal remains the biggest cause of climate change in Victoria, and Yallourn is the
dirtiest and most unreliable power plant not just in Victoria but in all of Australia. It burns 17 million
tonnes of coal each year, more than will be dug up at the Adani mine. A Yallourn closure date of 2028
while Victoria’s two Loy Yang stations keep pumping out pollution is inadequate for the climate
challenges we face.
It is not surprising, but still very revealing, that the motion before us does not mention climate change
or renewable energy at all. The opposition still cling to the idea that there has to be a trade-off between
economic activity and health and wellbeing. We saw it with their disastrous approach to the COVID
pandemic, and it underlies their climate denialism. The future economic prosperity of Victoria, indeed
Australia, must and will come from new clean industries, like renewable energy. Victoria is already
building lots of new renewable energy that is replacing coal, and we could be building even more.
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Building renewable energy and big batteries to replace coal will create thousands of new jobs and
ensure Victoria does its share in tackling the climate crisis.
Governments across the world need to be heeding the pleas of the UN for rich countries like Australia
to act urgently on climate change, including planning to replace all coal-fired power by 2030 and
transitioning to 100 per cent renewable energy. A good government acting on climate with the urgency
needed to keep global temperature increases below 1.5 degrees would stand up to the billionaire
energy companies and put the future of all Victorians first instead of leaving it to the commercial
interests of power plant owners to determine Victoria’s climate policy. The government failed the
Latrobe Valley when Hazelwood shut. Leaving the transition to energy corporations is irresponsible
and is risking the future of the valley. The workers and communities of the Latrobe Valley deserve a
government with a comprehensive transition plan to secure economic prosperity and jobs in the fossil
fuel free future.
The Greens have long advocated for our government to establish a plan like this. We have even
prepared our own road map—a way for the Latrobe Valley to transition out of coal and into new jobs
in renewables. The Latrobe Valley could be a world leader in batteries and storage and the centre of a
massive investment in new wind and hydro storage, but instead of listening to us or the Latrobe Valley
community or our environmental advocates, Labor and the coalition take guidance from the coal
companies themselves—and it is not just guidance that they have taken but also millions in political
donations. So the Greens will be supporting the motion for an inquiry into the impacts of the power
station closures and the role of the Latrobe Valley Authority today. As I said before, it is ridiculous
that there is no mention of climate change or renewable energy in the terms of reference, but
nonetheless the issue of how the region transitions as coal-fired power stations inevitably close and
the need for better planning and funding of the transition are issues worthy of inquiry.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:25): I am pleased to join the motion and, despite the
rhetoric from Dr Ratnam, pleased that she is supporting the coalition’s motion. I congratulate Ms Bath
for bringing this motion. Despite again the response from Ms Shing, who was seeking to justify and
rationalise away the government’s opposition to this inquiry, what Ms Bath has actually put forward
it is a very reasonable request for the Parliament to have a proper look at the economic transition in
the Latrobe Valley as a result of the Hazelwood power station closure, which had a huge impact on
the local economy, and the now foreshadowed bringing forward of the closure of the Yallourn power
station, which will also have a huge impact on the economy.
Perhaps unlike Ms Shing or Dr Ratnam, in my recent visits to the valley and driving through and
stopping and talking to people in Morwell and Traralgon and elsewhere, it is clear that the economy
there is in a very, very difficult position. There are huge numbers of empty shops, significant
unemployment and significant disadvantage. What is the economic driver for the valley for the next
50 years? Because since the Second World War not only has Victorian manufacturing and industry
relied on cheap power, that cheap power out of the Latrobe Valley has driven huge employment in the
valley that has sustained its economy, and it is clear that with Hazelwood closed and with Yallourn set
to close in the not-too-distant future that industry will no longer be the backbone of the local economy.
So what will be?
Now, Ms Bath’s reference asks for an examination of the success of the Latrobe Valley Authority
(LVA). The Latrobe Valley Authority has given funding to some important community initiatives,
such as the Traralgon pool, which has been campaigned for by many, many people in the valley and
will be a significant addition to the services available for people in Traralgon and Morwell and
elsewhere. And as I know from family members and others who live in Sale or elsewhere in Gippsland,
the Traralgon pool and now the new Traralgon pool has often been a focal point for competitions and
swimming carnivals from around Gippsland, so that will be a good thing. But that is not going to drive
the economic transition of the Latrobe Valley. Worthy? Yes. Is it funding that Regional Development
Victoria would normally do? Yes, it is. And funding for other sporting clubs—we all support that, that
is a great thing, but it is not going to generate thousands of jobs to replace the coal industry. It is not
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going to generate thousands of jobs to fill the void left by the closure of Hazelwood and the imminent
closure of Yallourn.
So what will? The simple fact is the LVA has not done that. As I say, it has done some worthy things,
and the CEO, Karen Cain, the former president of the South Gippsland branch of the Labor Party, has
I am sure done her best as the CEO of the Latrobe Valley Authority, but it has not driven the economic
transition for the valley, and the government has not articulated what that economic transition will be
in the absence of the LVA doing that. Daniel Andrews announced before the election with much
fanfare Solar Victoria, and of course there is now an office opposite the court complex in Morwell
with a heading ‘Solar Victoria’, but there are not many people there. That is not going to drive the
transition of the Latrobe Valley.
The government needs a vision. It needs a set of blueprints for economic growth to tackle the social
disadvantage, to tackle the unemployment and to generate prosperity and optimism in the valley. So
far the government has not done that. To be honest, Lily D’Ambrosio I think would be high-fiving
about the closure of these power stations. While she might be pleased about that, she has an obligation
as a minister around the cabinet table, with the other ministers, to identify what is going to take its
place. In the absence of government leadership, in the absence of leadership from the LVA, what
Ms Bath is suggesting is that a committee of this place do the work, have a look at what has occurred
and what impacts have taken place and help propose the vision for the future—the alternatives for the
future, the job generators of the future. I think that is a great thing. And she has done that in a way that
has not sought to score political points but in a way that has got the interests of the Latrobe Valley at
heart. I congratulate her for that, and I fully endorse this motion.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (15:31): We know that this is incredibly tough for the
Latrobe Valley. No-one is under any illusions regarding that. They have been going through a
tremendous economic upheaval as power is transitioning over time. But we cannot sit on our hands
and just wait until the coal-fired power stations themselves literally just die off. We have to be a step
ahead, and that is why we are planning ahead. We have got seven years—seven years—and this will
give the valley and the workers time to prepare. It gives them certainty. As a result of this decision,
workers, the Latrobe Valley community and the energy market can actually plan for the transition.
This means bringing on new supply, it means helping workers transfer to new jobs and it means
helping the Latrobe Valley to develop new industries.
This announcement represents a nation-leading approach to the energy transition, providing
confidence to investors and bringing forward new resources. Hear that: new. The market is speaking
here. It is the market speaking. We are planning ahead because we know we have to. We have to invest
not only to drive power prices down and make sure that we have reliable, renewable clean energy
sources and jobs for the future but because we know that the writing is on the wall—and the market is
dictating this. For those opposite—I always find this very confusing—it is as if the energy market is
actually still in public hands. We know it is not, so I do not really know where they are coming from
at all. I always find that really, really confusing. I think there is a bit of amnesia about what happened
with the energy market when it was sold off.
So we are bringing forward new resources, giving workers certainty and avoiding price spikes. As part
of the energy agreement—and I am going to go further, to Ms Bath’s point regarding the massive
battery—EnergyAustralia will install a massive 350-megawatt, 4-hour duration battery at the site of
the Jeeralang gas plant, not far from Yallourn power station. The battery will be larger than any
existing battery in Australia and will provide—
Dr Kieu interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: Yes, indeed—and will provide crucial support for our growing renewable energy
capacity by soaking up power during the day and dispatching it when it is needed. However, to allay
the concerns of those opposite—because it was as if the battery was the only thing, although that is an
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enormous investment itself—the battery is only one element in a more modern electricity grid that will
be in place by 2028 and will help to get more renewable energy on the grid. By providing such a
lengthy notice period we are providing certainty to the market, ensuring that the replacement capacity
is built. That is really important. I understand the concerns about that, and I think it is fair to raise those
concerns and debate those concerns, but I would like to assure those opposite that we are fully aware
that the replacement capacity needs to be in place.
Minister D’Ambrosio is truly visionary when you look at the extent of the investment and the courage,
backed by our government as a whole, in renewable energy. Those opposite talk about vision: vision
about what? Coal? Is that your vision? Is that the end point? I mean, I do not know—nuclear? They
will probably say nuclear as well. Who knows? And we know that is eons away. The technology is
not there for SMRs anyway. But they will probably say that, because it sounds good. It is sort of buzzy;
it has sort of got a bit of zing to it. No. We are going to live in reality, here and now, because we know
what we need to do to provide certainty and to provide that transition for those workers, and if anyone
knows about workers it is the Australian Labor Party.
So, by 2028, 5000 megawatts of new renewable energy capacity will come online. This new capacity
is supported by our Victorian renewable energy targets of 40 per cent by 2025 and 50 per cent by
2030. This sends a very clear signal to the market. Yes, that is right. That is our government. And we
know what the market wants, and we are sending a clear signal so the market can be very confident in
investing in renewable technology, in clean energy and in driving down energy prices into the future.
These targets have also been backed by the Victorian renewable energy target auction, or VRET 1.
Projects supported under VRET 1 totalling 928 megawatts of new renewable energy capacity are
currently nearing completion. So if you want confidence in the future, look at the record we have in
our investment. We are not only saying it, we are doing it; we are delivering it. Since we were elected
35 projects providing over 2800 megawatts of new renewable energy are providing clean energy to
Victorians here and now. A second VRET auction targeting a minimum of 600 megawatts of new
capacity will be launched shortly, with those projects expected to be complete by 2025. So we have
definitive dates, we have project deliverables and we have already delivered. We have runs on the
board.
This can give confidence to those workers, because we understand it would be frightening. It is truly
frightening when you can see an industry that you have worked in—and we are grateful for the work
of those workers over time. Even though we are aware now of the pollution et cetera, we have gratitude
for the energy that has been generated—because I think sometimes in these debates we do not want to
put down the hard work of those who have contributed to the energy that we have all benefited from.
So I just make that caveat.
We are unlocking further renewable energy potential through our Victorian Renewable Energy Zone
Development Plan. The plan includes a $540 million fund to modernise our grid and unlock up to
10 gigawatts of new renewable energy capacity. The seven-year time frame combined with our
government’s support for renewable energy projects will ensure that replacement capacity is online
well before the closure of Yallourn, and I think that is really important. I want that to be really, really
clear for those workers and for people in the Latrobe Valley. There is no question that they have been
through an enormous upheaval, and it is continuing. And we get that. I would like to pay credit to Lily
D’Ambrosio, because she is truly visionary and she is truly investing, going forward and driving this
change, fully backed by our government—fully backed by our Premier.
So this is in large part because—and I am going to repeat this, because I do not think those opposite
heard before—over the next seven years 5000 megawatts of low-cost renewables will come into the
system in addition to new big batteries, more than replacing the 1450 megawatts provided by Yallourn.
Okay? So, we do have to do the maths. It is really important. People need to be able to rely on this.
We understand the importance of energy. We do want the lights to turn on. I know there are fears from
those opposite, but this is the way forward, guaranteed.
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In terms of support for workers, if we look back, since 2016 our government has created over
3000 new jobs across the Latrobe Valley and invested almost $400 million in job-creating projects.
We understand how important it is to back in the workers, and we are doing it. I am proud to remind
the house that the 2021 Victorian budget included another $370 million investment in key
infrastructure projects in the Latrobe Valley, which will create even more jobs in the future during
construction and beyond. This is tangible. This is real. The investment is clear. You can do the math.
We have worked out what is required to replace the capacity at Yallourn, because it matters. It matters
for the Latrobe Valley, and it matters for the Victorian community as a whole—on the one hand
helping to drive down emissions, helping to drive down power prices, helping to support the workers
in the very critical stage of their careers that is transitioning to new jobs.
Now, I do want to reiterate one more point that was alluded to by Ms Shing, because I think it is really,
really important, and it has been discussed already in this chamber. The worker transition service has
assisted 684 of 871 workers impacted by the closure of Hazelwood and Carter Holt Harvey sawmill
to find employment. The service has assisted a total of 1482 people and their family members. Support
includes transition into new jobs, access to training, personal and financial counselling or a move into
retirement, depending on what stage they are at in their lives, because people have a choice. People
want to do different things when they come to this fork in the road, and that is understandable as well.
I think I can just get in one more point. Over 2700 training qualifications have been provided through
Gippsland Trades & Labour Council and TAFE Gippsland in the valley itself. So let us have
confidence. Let us support these workers. Let us see it through.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:41): I will be brief. The Liberal Democrats will support this
motion. The closure of Hazelwood power station was accelerated by government action. The threat of
government rule changes has made investment in maintenance and refurbishment too risky for coalfired power, so the plant shut down years earlier than necessary. The lack of supply has driven up
power prices, and Victorians bear the cost. Yallourn is now following a similar path, and Victorians
are already paying for the impending closure through the enormous tax bill and power bills required
to fund the expansion of renewable capacity. The writing is on the wall, and the question before us is
how to deal with the fallout. The government pretends that renewable energy is our saviour, that the
workers of Yallourn will swap their welding torches for window wipers and transition to working on
solar farms, but the government knows this will not work.
The inquiry into nuclear prohibition heard from the CFMMEU, the union representing the workers of
Yallourn, that wind and solar work is not a replacement for coal generator work. They highlighted that
the real costs of renewables is in network costs. The poles and wires are required to withstand a
significantly more variable power rate of transmission than with dispatchable power. Victoria’s Big
Battery will not produce a single watt of electricity. The entire cost of the battery is part of the cost of
renewable power generation. These costs will show up in your bill but not in the government’s press
releases that spruik the benefits of renewable energy. The CFMMEU submission reads:
CFMMEU M&E Vic is very concerned about—

the government’s approach—
… because we believe it will lead to major blackouts, unaffordable electricity and the future economic
shutdown of Victoria’s industry; resulting in massive job losses and citizen wealth decline.

The solution suggested by the union is nuclear power. Nuclear is a zero-emission dispatchable energy
source that would not require the enormous infrastructure costs that variable energy sources do. A
solar replacement for the Yallourn station would cost double or even triple that of a nuclear solution.
The union also notes that the skills required for solar and wind energy are different to those required
to run a coal-fired station. Nuclear stations, on the other hand, require many of the same skills and
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follow a similar process to a coal-fired plant: boilermakers and welders, the skilled tradesmen. The
union argues that:
The direct replacement of coal fired power stations with nuclear power could ensure a fair and just transition
for existing coal workers, their families and communities.

Unfortunately nuclear activity is banned in Victoria. It is not our position that the government should
invest in nuclear energy. The Liberal Democrats merely request that bans on nuclear activity be
repealed in line with the prevailing evidence. There are 450 working nuclear reactors around the world.
They are used in France, the UK, Hungary, Spain, Belgium, the US and even the world’s social
democracy darling, Sweden. Nuclear has a sound record of safety. Its reputation as risky is unearned.
Stories around the danger of nuclear power are sensationalised and dramatised. A lack of
understanding about radioactivity, the fear of nuclear war and historic failures have created a
nervousness that is not based on fact. Fears rarely match reality. Flying in a plane is safer than going
grocery shopping, but many people fear flying, nevertheless. Nuclear is the same. The fears do not
match the reality. The potential for nuclear power is enormous, and it presents one of the best solutions
as a replacement for ageing coal-fired generators. I believe that the consideration of a nuclear plant to
replace the Yallourn power station deserves a closer look. I look forward to the Economy and
Infrastructure Committee, as part of its investigation, examining further the opportunities for nuclear
power to replace the coal-fired plants.
This government has a track record of shutting down industries in the regions to appeal to voters in
the city. This is just another example. Just as with the timber industry, you want the skilled tradesmen
who maintain the existing coal plants to be retrained as baristas to make coffee for when Melbournites
pop up for a weekend in the quaint regional areas. If we must transition from coal power to save the
world, we can do it via nuclear and retain the regional economy and the dignity of the workers.
Remember the workers—those people the Labor Party still occasionally remember to pretend to care
about? The regional parts of this state deserve better. We deserve better than this government, which
is blatantly contemptuous of us and our way of life. Regardless of which government is in power in
Melbourne, we deserve better than rule from the city.
This is my opportunity to put my regular plug in for a Rexit—a regional exit, a new state. After this I
fully expect the workers of the Latrobe Valley to take the opportunity to flip their middle fingers to
Melbourne and vote to secede. The new state will generate your clean nuclear power and supply it to
Melbourne. We will send you the timber, the cement, the steel, the water and the food that you need,
but you cannot bear to support, at a price—and part of that price will be our right to determine our
own future. We support this motion.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (15:47): Look, poor Ms Taylor, she is part of the old cold
war antinuclear bunker mentality that just will not have a bar of new ideas and new technology. You
want to be technology agnostic and embrace all forms of energy, because we need to increase supply
in this state. You have shut down supply. We need to increase it. Whether it is from advanced coalfired power stations, nuclear energy, wave energy, waste to energy, renewables, hydrogen, let us look
at the whole lot so we increase supply. Batteries actually are not going to increase the supply of energy,
I have got to tell you. I have got dairy farmers, Ms Taylor—you would not know about what is
happening out in the bush—who have to have containers that hold diesel generators so they can run
their dairy plants, because there is no reliable power supply to their dairy industry. Now, that is a
disgrace.
Look, I am here to support Ms Bath’s motion in support of a parliamentary committee inquiry into the
impact of the closure of Hazelwood power station on the Latrobe Valley and the expected economic
effect of the closure of Yallourn, now slated for 2028. Once again, as Mr Quilty said, we heard from
the workers in the wonderful union movement that the Labor government pretend to represent that
they embrace nuclear. You are not listening to your own workers, Ms Taylor. Never mind. It is
important to have this inquiry to clear away some of the political fairy stories. I have heard the Labor
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Party commentary in recent days on the closure of Yallourn, and I have to say I do not believe it: ‘It’s
all going to be wonderful. The jobs will be replaced immediately—and the electricity. The plant
generates 22 per cent of Victoria’s power and 8 per cent of the national market—swapped at the flick
of a switch with no consequences for the security of baseload supply and no price hikes for business
or domestic energy consumers’. Well, what a fairytale that is. Tell that to the hundreds of Hazelwood
workers who four years later remain unemployed or underemployed, working part-time or in lower
skilled, lower paid, less secure jobs. This is despite a fabulously expensive taxpayer-funded support
package for the Latrobe Valley. Why should Yallourn prove any different?
My concern, and I fear it is a realistic one, is that yet again we will see the plant close, hundreds of
millions spent by a panicking government and yet unemployment and economic deprivation
inexorably increasing. This is why I am particularly supportive of part (1)(c) of the motion, which
seeks to investigate the performance of the Latrobe Valley Authority, a wonderful quango that has
been created, and the value for money achieved by the $266 million originally ploughed into the
Hazelwood transition fund and the further $125 million committed last year. We absolutely need to
understand how much each replacement job has cost and how sustainable the attempts to transition
Hazelwood workers have been. If we cannot do so accurately, it will be impossible to understand the
real cost of closing Yallourn or any other coal-powered generator. We cannot just look at the higher
energy prices for domestic and industrial users; the cost is so much more. We also have to add to the
price tag the hundreds of millions of dollars required to subsidise the economy of an entire region
when viable existing businesses are closed.
With the greatest respect, I have got little time for ministers’ predictions on this. They have got form
in this area. I do not just mean the laughably optimistic estimates of job replacement figures or a
puzzling ignorance of the most basic truth that reduced supply of an asset will increase its cost. In
terms of understanding future energy market developments, the Labor Party at state and federal levels
have shown time and time again that their ideological biases will always cloud any clear-sighted, longterm strategy for energy generation and infrastructure. It is only a decade ago, for example, that the
Gillard Labor government’s contract-for-closure scheme would have seen coal-fired power plants paid
money to shut for fear that without it they might otherwise continue operating indefinitely. Fortunately
the idea was abandoned, yet four of the five plants chosen have in any case been decommissioned
without a single taxpayer cent being spent. At the state level we only have to look back at Minister
D’Ambrosio’s comments before Hazelwood closed to see how much today’s predictions are worth.
She said:
Electricity prices will still be lower than other states and that is something very important in this …

Well, we all know what happened here. Prices soared. Victoria became a net importer of energy for
the first time in 10 years. The Australian Energy Regulator found wholesale energy prices rose 85 per
cent between 2016 and 2018, and the Australian Energy Market Commission noted household bills
increased by 16 per cent when Hazelwood went offline. In a state which has traditionally enjoyed low
energy costs, industrial and home consumers are still paying the price today. The same failures to
anticipate future developments are evident in the expansion of renewable power across Victoria, which
has occurred with an almost incredible lack of foresight with regard to infrastructure construction. The
problem the sector experiences now with grid connection was hardly difficult to predict, and yet this
lack of planning will leave Victoria susceptible to blackouts and higher energy bills in summers to
come. What is interesting is that these mistakes are not simple arrogance. They are underpinned by
ideology which not only outlines the ultimate vision but trumps common sense in decision-making.
Ministers and, I suspect, many in the public service seem to believe that because an immediate
transition to renewables is the sacred goal, anything which gets us there might be the right thing to do,
whatever the cost. I have nothing against renewables, but you need to work out how you are going to
transition to the entire change. We head hell to leather to higher renewable targets without the supply
network. We close coal power plants without the replacement base load. This is the same mindset
which bans nuclear power outright, as I have said, and places a moratorium on onshore conventional
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gas exploration currently. Even a long-term transition towards higher renewable generation via the use
of gas for base load is rejected. The Andrews government’s faith that new batteries and increased
interconnection will tide us over is just that—faith.
Surely on this, of all issues, it is far too important to take chances. Sixty-seven per cent of national
electricity market generation last year came from coal, 8 per cent from Yallourn alone. Ditching coal
without gas or any other dispatchable power can only leave the Victorian grid vulnerable during
periods of sustained high temperatures or renewable droughts. In fact, if you look outside the Victorian
government or environmental activists, it is difficult to find anyone who thinks this immediate eggsin-one-basket approach is advisable. Snowy Hydro chief executive Paul Broad is fairly typical in
noting:
You’re going to need more gas plants in Victoria to keep the lights on.

Keeping the lights on would be a good idea. He said:
Batteries are all well and good. But there’s a massive opportunity for gas power, the market is screaming out
for it in Victoria, and even more so now …

with the planned closure of Yallourn. This high-stakes environmental idealism of the Andrews
government should be of great concern to moderate Victorians who want to keep the lights on. With
the closure of Hazelwood, it was evident that Labor swapped blue-collar jobs in the regions to win
green votes in the city, but the consequences of lack of base load will affect the entire state. And there
is the economics of a $252 million brown coal royalty grab, which soon after required a rescue package
for the Latrobe Valley that is now approaching $400 million. I urge you to support the motion.
Sitting suspended 3.57 pm until 4.18 pm.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:18): I rise to speak on Ms Bath’s motion 516 today. I
have been consistent in supporting motions to go to committee for everybody, and I will also be
supporting this motion today. While I believe the transition to clean energy is a vital and urgent
endeavour, I also agree that matters of jobs, retraining and workers rights are issues that deserve
inquiry.
The closure of Hazelwood and Yallourn power stations is necessary. For the former, I believe it was
inevitable that the closure date would be moved forward. Hazelwood produced more greenhouse gas
emissions per unit of electricity than any other power source in Australia. The power station had
immense consequences on our emissions and on those in the surrounding community. Not only was
Hazelwood the biggest source of toxic dioxins in the country, but it was also Australia’s biggest source
of toxic fine particulate matter, which causes death in an estimated 18 people every year in Gippsland.
It is clear the closure of the Hazelwood power station did not just represent the necessary shift to green
energy but also improved the general health and wellbeing of the community. It is easy to see how the
power station became simply infeasible in the face of more affordable renewable energies. For starters,
it used 27 billion litres of water a year. That is as much as all of Melbourne. Not to mention the mine
that supplied Hazelwood power station caught fire in 2014 and burnt for 45 days. A government
inquiry has since found that that fire was linked to the deaths of at least 11 people. It is safe to say we
are better off without that particular power station.
In the case of Yallourn the rapidly declining cost of clean energy and storage has meant it was
inevitable that some power stations would close earlier than anticipated. The Yallourn plant supplies
up to 22 per cent of the state’s electricity and 8 per cent of the national market. That plant will be
closing in mid-2028. We must have an effective replacement in place before the closure takes place to
ensure that supply is maintained and energy prices do not skyrocket. Importantly, 1000 people are
currently employed at the Yallourn power station, which will also mean 1000 jobs lost—
1000 families. These people have worked hard for decades to power Victoria and earn an income to
support their families and regional communities. It is vital that there is a strategy in place to ensure
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that these 1000 people have the opportunity to retrain and find new work. This is a government
obligation.
Power stations will continue to close as coal and gas become less and less financially viable. I consider
this inquiry into power station closure an opportunity to develop a strategy on how to best adapt to the
new energy market changes while also protecting jobs and communities that have historically relied
on coal and gas mines. We have a choice: we can be reactive, leaving those who lose out from the
transition to clean energy to suffer, or we can be proactive by supporting renewable energy projects
and throwing a lifeline to those struggling regional areas, providing direction on how to move beyond
the fossil fuel industry.
We know change is coming and we know that there are benefits to engaging with this change quickly.
In 2014 a CDP report found that Standard & Poor’s 500 companies that built sustainability into their
core strategies outperformed those that failed to show leadership. Moreover, corporations that are
actively managing and planning for climate change secure an 18 per cent higher return on investment
than companies that are not. This becomes a 67 per cent higher return on investment when compared
to companies that refuse to disclose their emissions. Making the transition to clean energy does not
just benefit the environment but it also reaps great financial rewards. In layman’s terms: we make
more money.
It is important that we ensure these benefits can be experienced by our regional communities who face
job losses from power station closures. Operating under business as usual in our energy industry will
guarantee collapse. Solutions are emerging, and we would be doing ourselves an injustice by not
exploring them. The Rethinking Energy 2020–2030 report states that we are on the cusp of the fastest,
deepest and most profound disruption of the energy sector in over a century. And in 2019 China
announced that unsubsidised distributed rooftop solar is cheaper than grid electricity.
Like many countries, we have been convinced that Australia is an extractive economy that depends
on mining. This does not reflect the reality. In 2017 services comprised 62.7 per cent of GDP and
employed 78.8 per cent of the labour force in Australia. Even at the height of the mining boom in
2009–10, the total value added by the mining industry was just 8.4 per cent of GDP. The sooner we
accept this and move to create new employment opportunities in the renewable energy sector, the
better. Those whose jobs will be lost in the closure of Yallourn power station, those families, must be
protected.
The movement to clean energy is an opportunity—an opportunity for further economic growth, more
jobs and a better future. EnergyAustralia has already announced that it will put $10 million into a
transition package to retrain affected workers and it will also build a 350-megawatt battery, which is
a larger battery than any other operating in Australia. The construction of this battery will employ
80 workers. The battery will be up and running ahead of the Yallourn closure in 2028 to ensure a
smooth transition for the Latrobe Valley community and so we can support people by investing in
energy storage. It is possible to move into a future of clean energy and not leave people behind. I hope
this inquiry explores how this can be achieved, minimising harm and capitalising on the benefits of
change. These workers in the power sector have the skills and the will to transfer to renewable energy.
We just need to provide the right resources, training and guidance. More than that, these workers
deserve transparency and direction from the government. This will ease anxiety and provide
confidence that these workers will be able to access the support they need during this transition.
I came to this Parliament to fight for what I believe is fair. A lot of the time my focus is on what is fair
for workers and what opportunities and protections they are entitled to. This time it is no different. I
strongly believe that the transition to clean energy is inevitable. The sooner we embrace this, the more
likely the transition will be a smooth one. While I may disagree with some of the subject matter, I look
forward to hopefully seeing the inquiry exploring how we can get the best support for workers and
regional communities as power stations close. I will be supporting this.
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Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:25): I rise to contribute to the motion put up by the
opposition bench. The government acknowledges that the Latrobe Valley is going through a
significant and challenging economic transition, and definitely ‘Latrobe Exit’ or ‘Gippsland Exit’ is
not the answer. It has to be emphasised that this is a decision by a private company, namely,
EnergyAustralia, which is wholly owned by a Hong Kong-based entity. It is driven and dictated by
the market and by concern for the environment and climate because such a power station in Yallourn
is, or is going to be soon, no longer financially viable. It is not cost-effective and it is contributing too
much to climate change and the environmental conditions that our future generations will inherit.
It is inevitable, it is a sign of the times, that sooner rather than later we will have to face and find
alternative energy sources—and renewables are definitely on the cards. Take, for example, Western
Australia, where a big mining company has committed to using renewable energy entirely for their
operations even though they have a lot of minerals over there. Another example is the export of solar
energy via undersea cables to Singapore from Australia. This is a sign of the times and it is inevitable.
The government, after the closure of Hazelwood, set up the Latrobe Valley Authority, and that
authority has been helping with the transition of workers. It has been helping with retraining and the
supply chain. The looming closure of the Yallourn facility is in 2028, seven years away, and that is a
good length of time for us to prepare for the future. It also gives a very definite signal to the market
that it is inevitable and provides confidence to investors to move into new directions, to bring forward
new resources and to give workers certainty. We could also avoid any spikes in the price of energy for
consumers and for industry alike.
The question is: with the closure of Yallourn is there any alternative supply? What happens to the jobs,
and what about consumers with the prices they have to pay? The Andrews Labor government has done
more to drive down energy prices than anybody in this country. We have announced $800 million to
deliver energy efficiency and affordability improvements in Victoria. This is the largest energy
efficiency package of any state in Australia at present and ever in history. Even the owner of the
Yallourn facility has recognised this and plans to contribute to the retraining of the workers and to a
commitment of setting up batteries there, with 80 workers to be retrained from the present workforce
from Yallourn. The government also are planning that over the next seven years 5000 megawatts,
which is 5 gigawatts, of low-cost renewable energy will come into the system in addition to the Big
Battery—the biggest ever in the country—that is going to be set up. This will more than replace the
loss of nearly 1500 megawatts, so it is more than three times what is going to be cut off from Yallourn.
We will have 5000 megawatts, and that is sufficient energy for roughly 1 million households.
Our focus will be on helping workers to retrain, to re-skill and to find new opportunities, like we have
done for the Hazelwood workers in the past. The Latrobe Valley Authority also has the worker
transition service, which has, for example, in the past assisted 684 workers out of 871 workers
impacted by the closure of Hazelwood and the Carter Holt Harvey sawmill to find new employment
and new opportunities. In addition, the Gippsland Trades & Labour Council in conjunction with TAFE
Gippsland have provided 2700 training qualifications for those workers and for others. All of this will
be supported by a dedicated Yallourn workers transition and support service to extend the functions
currently provided by the Latrobe Valley Authority. This will help the workers, but the government
will also work with local businesses in the current supply chain to identify and support diversification
of their services and products so that they can enter and tap into new supply chains.
In the last few minutes I will speak about the costs of the energy for the consumer and also for the
industry. A member from the crossbench has proposed nuclear energy, which has gone to a committee
inquiry, so I am not going to repeat it here, but I would just like to point out that the picture presented
by the member is not complete. There are the overheads and the costs of setting up but importantly
also the costs of dealing with the waste. It is a substantial cost, not just the cost of the power generated
from day to day. We have to deal with very long-term consequences, remembering that some of the
radioactive materials do take 100 years to be safe for the environment and for the people surrounding
them.
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I would like just to emphasise that the government will stand shoulder to shoulder with the Yallourn
power station workers, with their families, with the businesses and with the broader Latrobe Valley
community to make sure that this is a well-managed and fair transition. News of the closure has been
challenging, but our message to the workers, to their families, to the businesses and to the community
of the Latrobe Valley is that we, the Victorian government, will back you and we will support you.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (16:34): I am very pleased to make a short contribution to wrap up
this debate, and I thank everyone for their contributions this afternoon. I certainly thank the Liberals
in terms of my colleague from Eastern Victoria Region Mr O’Donohue and Mrs McArthur for their
eloquent understanding of this very serious issue.
I thank Dr Ratnam for her support in favour of this motion. I do think that she may not have heard my
contribution completely, because I actually said that I would be more than happy to discuss energy,
only I was being very pragmatic about the time available to conduct such an important inquiry; hence
my limitation in that space. I appreciate Mr Quilty’s comments, certainly, and his support with the Lib
Dems. I appreciate Mr Barton for being Mr Consistency in voting in favour of all decent motions to
go to inquiry.
On the Andrews Labor government’s contributions, I found Ms Taylor was quite interesting in that
she said ‘we have definitive dates’ and ‘we have runs on the board’, yet back in 2018 the government
actually spoke about SEA Electric and we are still yet to see any runs on the board in terms of that.
With that, I am happy to ask the house to support this worthy motion.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr

Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs

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

Noes, 18
Cumming, Dr
Elasmar, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr

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

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

Motion agreed to.
Production of documents
HIGH-CAPACITY METRO TRAINS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (16:43): I am pleased to rise and
move:
That this house:
(1) notes that:
(a) part of the Evolution Rail consortium awarded the contract to deliver the high-capacity metro trains
is CRRC Changchun Railway Vehicles Co. Ltd, linked to the use of Uighur slave labour;
(b) CRRC Changchun Railway Vehicles Co. Ltd is also part of the Chinese government’s Belt and
Road Initiative;
(c) more than a million Uighurs and members of other Turkic Muslim minorities have allegedly
disappeared into a vast network of ‘re-education camps’;
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(d) factories in China are allegedly sourcing Uighur workers from the ‘re-education camps’ under a
government-led labour transfer scheme;
(e) the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, the Honourable Jacinta Allan, MP, confirmed on ABC
radio on 5 October 2020 that she was aware of these allegations and has sought advice from the
Department of Transport about whether they were true;
(f)

the Minister for Transport Infrastructure said the advice received from the Department of Transport
about these allegations was untrue and the minister did not indicate that CRRC Changchun Railway
Vehicles Co. Ltd was not using Uighur slave labour in other contracts and constructions; and

(2) requires, in accordance with standing order 11.01, there to be tabled in the Council, on or before
Wednesday, 14 April 2021, any advice received by the Minister for Transport Infrastructure from the
Department of Transport, which she referred to in the ABC radio interview on 5 October 2020, relating
to allegations that CRRC Changchun Railway Vehicles Co. Ltd were using Uighur slave labour in the
high-capacity metro construction.

Let us be clear what this is. This is a very straightforward documents motion to receive in this chamber
the brief or briefs that the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Jacinta Allan, has in her possession
relating to the high-capacity metro train (HCMT) contracts and Uighur slave labour and any other
matters around Uighur slave labour that have been referred to in the public discourse on this matter.
As a matter of background, I think many in this chamber are concerned about the allegations that have
been heard publicly. They are concerned about allegations that have been investigated by a number of
NGOs. These are legitimate concerns.
Now, the supply chain on a lot of these products is very difficult and complex, and I am not pretending
for a moment that it is a straightforward thing to unpack what the supply chain is for the high-capacity
metro trains. We know that the high-capacity metro train contract—a PPP contract—is a build and
operate contract, and there are Australian firms involved but there is also this large Chinese train
manufacturer, CRRC Changchun Railway Vehicles Co. Ltd. It is part of the contract here—the
Evolution Rail consortium. It is the largest train manufacturer in the world by a significant margin. It
is a huge operation, and it produces trains in China for export around the world. It does do some
construction in concert with other groups around the world, and that is the sort of form of construction
that is being proposed with our high-capacity metro trains.
Now, I hasten to add there are problems with this contract and how it has been implemented. It is at
least three years behind time—we were meant to see the high-capacity metro trains in operation much
earlier than now, so it is between two and three years behind time—and there are significant problems,
I am informed, with the HCMTs. But again, leaving that matter aside, what this is fundamentally
getting to the heart of is that supply chain issue and whether this communist Chinese government
owned railway company has used Uighur slave labour. Has it used the labour in the HCMT
production? Minister Allan says it has not. She has a brief that she has referred to specifically and says
it has not. So let us see that brief and see the veracity of the information on which this is based. I think
that is a very reasonable proposition.
Now, there is a separate proposition here that is also important. The Changchun railway group that I
have referred to in the motion, as I say, is the largest train manufacturing company in the world. It
produces a large number of different products. So there is a question here about whether it is using
Uighur slave labour in those other products as well. That is a separate question. It is a specific question
about our HCMTs, but there is a legitimate question, a further question, about whether Changchun is
using it in a broader way—using slave labour, Uighur slave labour, in the production of its other
railway products in China.
Now, I am not claiming to be an expert on this. I have read significant amounts on this, and you can
go out on the web and you will see that there are enormous efforts being made to unpack where the
inputs for many of these trains are coming from. Again, I do not in any way pretend that that is a
straightforward or easy thing to do. It is not. If the minister’s office or the department has done
significant work to unpack that, I think the community is entitled to know. We are spending billions
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on this contract—billions and billions of dollars—and we need to see what the minister has in her
possession.
Now, she has asked the narrow question of her department about whether there is Uighur labour, slave
labour, that is involved in the inputs to the HCMTs. That is one question, and we would see that in the
result of this motion; we would see the brief that she has. I would hope that she has asked the second
question as well: whether this particular railway company is using Uighur slave labour in its other
contracts, because that is, I think, important for our community to know too. And I think the
community would be interested to know. Even if our HCMTs are clean, as it were, it would be a matter
of moral principle as to whether those other train products are using Uighur slave labour, and I think
the community would have a strong view about that and about a decision to source product from a
company that is undertaking steps of that nature.
So it is clear to me that it would be a very complex thing to unpack all of that. It would require a
significant effort, significant inquiry and significant international effort. But if the minister’s office or
the department has gone to some significant effort to compile material, that is something that will be
of benefit to the whole Victorian community. So I say: put it in the public domain. Let us see the
question the minister has asked of her department, and let us see the answer, because I think the
community, the Victorian community, who are paying for the HCMTs through taxpayers money, fare
box money too, are entitled to know the full background of the company that is making our so-called
high-capacity metro trains. So provide the documents—I think it is only right—and I look forward to
seeing them provided swiftly.
I should say that my office also has a parallel FOI, and that is now heading to VCAT. The government
has not provided these documents quickly under FOI, and that makes me cautious about the motives
of the government here. But let us see; let us see if this motion is carried today. This is a simple
instruction to the government to provide those briefs that Minister Allan has said are in her possession.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (16:53): The ancestors of libertarian philosophy
have a proud history of opposing slavery, with people such as Adam Smith and John Stuart Mill at the
vanguard of abolishing one of the biggest blights on human history. So of course the Liberal
Democrats wholeheartedly support this motion to provide information about the involvement of forced
labour in making trains. But now is not the time for a history lesson. Whatever political persuasion
you come from, whether you believe in the collective rights of workers or the rights of individuals or
both, we should all agree Victorians should not support forced labour in the production of trains or
anything else.
According to Amnesty International, China launched an unprecedented campaign of the mass
detention of Uighurs, Kazakhs and other Muslim ethnic groups about three years ago in Xinjiang in
north-west China. More than 85 internment camps have been identified in satellite imagery, and there
are numerous firsthand accounts from people who have been inside them. Only last month the BBC
reported firsthand accounts from women who had been systematically raped, abused and tortured.
There are harrowing details of women being kept 14 to a cell, tortured with electric shocks, forcibly
sterilised or forced to marry. Men are being arbitrarily detained, interrogated, beaten and enslaved.
They are sometimes forced to wear what is known as four-piece suits, consisting of black head sacks,
handcuffs, leg shackles and an iron chain connecting the cuffs to the shackles. We know that many
thousands of Uighurs are working under coercive conditions at factories that may supply some of the
world’s biggest brands. Like the Falun Gong, there are credible reports that they are being used also
in organ harvesting.
Thousands of Uighurs live in Australia. I have personally met some of them to hear their stories, and
their experiences are shocking. Many say they live in fear. They have expressed how they face a
terrible choice in speaking out, which could lead to retaliation for their family and friends left behind.
Some of their relatives have been known to simply disappear and never be heard from again. And if
they do not speak out, they feel the guilt of enjoying life in a free country while those left behind
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continue to suffer. Those who do speak out at great personal risk are worthy of our admiration and
support. We owe it to them to give them a voice and listen to their stories.
Whilst I strongly commend this motion, I suggest the government should have a close look at supply
chain protections in other areas. In January of this year the New York Times reported that some of the
world’s biggest solar companies procure workers from Xinjiang with the help of the Chinese
government. Whether we want to or not, Victorian taxpayers spend hundreds of millions of dollars
each year on solar panel subsidies. If this money goes to prop up human rights abuses, we should find
new suppliers. The Liberal Democrats will always stand up for human rights, and we commend this
motion to the house.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (16:56): I am rising this afternoon to speak in relation to the motion
to produce documents as they relate to the allegations regarding the use of forced labour by one of the
companies in the supply chain of CRRC and as that relates to the consortium contracted by the
Victorian government as part of a public-private partnership to deliver the high-capacity metro trains
project.
This is a project which, as everyone will be aware, is intended to increase the capacity of metropolitan
trains by up to 30 per cent and has been the subject of a rigorous procurement process and due
diligence along the way. Having said that, the allegations which have been raised in recent reports are
incredibly concerning. They are incredibly concerning for a number of reasons, which I will go to in
the time that I have available to me today, but also in the context of contributions which have been
made by Mr Davis and by Mr Limbrick already. They are concerning not only because they sit at odds
with the assurances that have been provided to the Victorian government but again because they go
right to the heart of what it is that Labor governments do and prioritise around human rights and around
the zero-tolerance approach for human rights abuses in the way in which we contract with other
jurisdictions, companies, corporations and workers.
This is an issue of increasing importance as we look toward global markets and the re-emergence of
global markets in a post-pandemic environment. Again, this is where we really need to make sure that
when we are looking at a company such as CRRC, which has in fact been part of providing stock and
inventory to over 100 countries, including Australia and including in Sydney as part of its fleet
development rolling stock investment, we are aware and can investigate any allegations of forced
labour and any allegations of improper conduct as they relate to the provision of product, inventory,
services or infrastructure that benefits Victoria in the course of trade and commerce.
So we need to in fact look at the way in which the components and the product being provided in the
course of this contract sit alongside local product within our procurement framework, and that is a
really important part of the overall investment being made in the high-capacity metro trains project.
We also need to make sure that we are in fact providing the right level of scrutiny to the way in which
we as government apply our values in a commercial setting. These are issues which again I want to
express my concern about, as others around the chamber have done.
I also note that there is a huge amount of work to do to make sure that governments of all persuasions,
of all jurisdictions and around the globe do their bit to properly understand and where necessary
interrogate the traceability of labour and the integrity of labour practices, particularly where that sits
alongside our own international obligations as they relate to various conventions set out and, as those
around the chamber would be aware, well listed and understood within the International Labour
Organization and the International Trade Union Confederation. ITUC does a huge amount of work in
this space as well.
We cannot ever be complacent or be ignorant of the risks to human rights more broadly and the risks
to good and responsible government in failing to interrogate the origins of labour, as I said earlier, and
this is work which we need to be vigilant about. It is work which we have seen time and time again
has been part of our ongoing efforts to understand where better practice and continuous improvement
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can happen. This includes in the support of Ethical Clothing Australia. It includes the procurement
frameworks that apply when government is a large purchaser of goods or services or infrastructure to
assist in various ways in the infrastructure programs that we are delivering at present. We have,
through the Department of Transport, as a government asked for these allegations to be investigated
as a matter of urgency to ensure that there is a compliance with all of the legislative minima that apply
in this situation and in fact that DOT has contacted major rolling stock suppliers in relation to the
claims that have been referred to in the course of this debate and as set out in the motion and that the
Department of Transport has been assured that they are not aware of any forced labour within their
supply chain.
I think this is a useful motion to bring. It is a worthy motion to bring because in this place, as with the
other place, as with other parliaments around Australia and as should be the case with other
parliaments around the world, there should be an open opportunity to talk about allegations of this
nature. Forced labour—the failure to afford dignity, the failure to afford a safety net of terms and
conditions of employment and of work—is one of the great scourges and imbalances of power around
the world, and we see entrenched and intergenerational poverty and exploitation and human rights
abuses which occur as a consequence of this disparity in power. We see it throughout developing
countries. We see it in the course of contracts that are exercised in anything from the provision of
primary product—and again coffee and chocolate are key examples there—right through to what we
see around products produced by Apple that were previously the subject of allegations of human rights
abuses of workers in Chinese factories and high levels of suicide which were alleged to have been
connected to those abuses.
There is always more work to be done, and we note the work of the Trades Hall Council and the union
movement and the Union Aid Abroad movement, which has sought to make sure that workers are
adequately represented and that their concerns are well understood around breaches of human rights
as they relate to work, whether it is voluntary or forced work, and that exploitation can be properly
understood and addressed wherever and however it occurs. I am proud to be a member of Union Aid
Abroad. I am proud to actually be a part of a government that does a concerted amount of work to
understand the nature of allegations like these. I think we need to continue with the sort of investigation
and vigilance and scrutiny which I have outlined has been undertaken by the Department of Transport,
and again we need to keep having these conversations. So to that extent I think that it is important we
note that this overall project has considerable benefit but that in having this benefit conferred upon the
state we need to make sure that it is being conferred responsibly and that we are meeting our own
obligations in the sourcing of the product to enable these trains to be built and to be dispatched.
We have got a manufacturing process here in Victoria for these high-capacity metro trains. We have
got around 1100 workers in Victoria behind this particular project. Again, when we do have supply
chain and downstream engagement through contracting agreements it is something where we, through
the Department of Transport, need to work with the consortium to better understand, and to properly
understand, so that any of these sorts of allegations and concerns can be promptly, adequately and
accountably assessed. We have got supplier engagements across the board, across the state. These
engagements also need to happen across the entire supply chain, and this is where DOT is doing work
on procurement practices, as is also occurring around the entire government as we exercise spending
capacity and power to deliver on the social and economic and jobs growth agenda that we have set
out. It has to be underpinned by the sorts of rigour and scrutiny and improved practices that I have
outlined as being a priority, as set out in my contribution today. With those words, I will leave it at
that.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (17:06): I am pleased to follow all of the speakers on this motion
and join in the absolute condemnation of the very frightening and sobering reality around the world of
the use of slave labour and the destruction that is wreaked, as Ms Shing said—cross-generational and
intergenerational destruction that is wreaked—by the exploitation of workers. As a global community
that is something where we must continue to play a very significant role in helping to stamp out. Of
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course, as Mr Limbrick said, none of these things are easy to do; they are complicated. But what is
very easy to do, what is incredibly easy to do, is for us in this place to stand up as a unified voice and
condemn any use of the exploitation of labour, particularly slave labour with its very base and
depraved elements—and we all do that here today. We join you in doing that.
It is, again, an important opportunity, as representatives from across Victoria, to join in that
condemnation and join in that fight against the use of slave labour or exploitation of workers, through
all their forms. I am a proud member of the Labor Party, and we spend our lives trying very hard to
stop the exploitation of workers in all of their forms. But I certainly agree with previous speakers that
the use of slave labour, with all of its attendant consequences on family members and communities, is
the most abhorrent form of exploitation of human labour, and it should be called out and fought against
at every turn.
I do think it is important, given that we are on a motion about high-speed trains, that I do just take a
moment to say that this is a significant project. It is yet another Andrews government project around
infrastructure, and I think it is terrific that we have timetables on major projects, because there simply
were not major projects in the four dark years of the Liberal government. We came to office on the
back of inertia, on the back of inaction. I mean, we have seen a bit of action this week though, haven’t
we? We have seen some action in the Liberal Party room, and it has been pretty exciting. There were
a few high-speed trains running out of the party room there.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, Acting President, this is a fairly narrow motion about a document
and a linkage to the issues around the Uighur slave labour. I think straying into local politics in the
way the member seems to be intending to do is beyond the purview of the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): I would invite Ms Garrett to come back to the motion.
Ms GARRETT: I do understand why Mr Davis would prefer us to not talk about the events of this
week; I take that. In the solemnity of the moment I do fully appreciate that this is a motion where we
are talking about slave labour, and that is the most significant thing, but we are also talking about
trains. There were a few people on the train that left the station yesterday, but I do digress. I digress
and I return. I return, and I think some of those people have actually not returned from the trip. But we
will wait and see what happens next sitting week. There were a few empty chairs.
The signature approach of the Andrews Labor government has been to build things. It has been to
build trains, it has been to build massive infrastructure. If we want to talk about timetables, well, we
see the Metro Tunnel is significantly ahead. And that is going to be one big game changer. Your
government, when you were in government, you were absolutely stuck, deer in the headlights—
Mr Davis: On a point of order, Acting President, the member is defying your ruling. The fact is
that the motion is a narrow motion, and discussion of other governments and so forth is far beyond the
purview of the motion. It is a documents motion. It is about the high-capacity metro trains, and it is
also about the inputs to those trains and the concerns that there are slave labour inputs. It does seek in
the motion, though, a single document.
Ms Shing: On the point of order, Acting President, when I look at the wording of the motion itself,
clause (1)(a) to (f), inclusive, is a noting component of that motion which goes into extensive detail
about the project, and there is the discussion in the requirement component of the motion at clause (2),
which requires the minister to provide any advice, so it is not necessarily one document. Who would
know—
Mr Davis: Well, she has referred to at least one document.
Ms Shing: Well, this is a game where you are being woolly on that, Mr Davis. And again, the
wording of the motion itself means in the context of what Ms Garrett has been saying that there is in
fact no point on relevance and that it is not in fact a straightforward documents motion as you would
say, Mr Davis.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): A couple of things: it would be helpful if the
contribution could be concluded without assistance from people which invites a response, and it would
be helpful if the speaker returned to the motion. Ms Shing did make some good points about the
breadth of the motion before the house. We do have a couple of minutes to go. Let us see if we can
get there quickly and on point.
Ms GARRETT: Thank you, Acting President. I will remain, as I have remained very much, on
point. These trains are a hugely significant, important development for Victorian commuters. We
know that we have been the fastest growing state for years, with people flocking to our beautiful state.
We need this infrastructure, and we are getting on with delivering it. But we also, as a government,
take incredibly seriously any suggestion that down that supply chain with our international partners
there would be any engagement or involvement with labour practices that are substandard, with
situations where people are exploited, particularly with respect to slave labour. Again, we are on a
unity ticket here in this chamber about our universal condemnation of the treatment of people who
suffer under the conditions of slave labour and other bondage arrangements. We stand against it. We
will make sure to undertake, as we have begun doing already, investigations—and significant and
comprehensive investigations—to look at all of these allegations. In the meantime of course we are
building these trains. We are building these trains for the people of Victoria. We are building these
trains so that more people can move around our gorgeous state more often.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Homelessness in Victoria
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:14): I rise to speak on the tabling of the Inquiry into
Homelessness in Victoria report by the Legal and Social Issues Committee. I am very proud of this
report, and I would like to thank the chair, Ms Patten, all the committee members and the secretariat.
Homelessness is an issue that I have continued to bring to the government’s attention, and that is why
I moved the motion for an inquiry into how we can better address homelessness.
Since the inquiry began the government has introduced some important projects that seek to get
individuals off the streets and get a roof over their heads. In particular the Big Housing Build is an
initiative that aligns strongly with the report’s recommendations to provide more long-term housing
for the homeless. However, while the project may increase Victoria’s social housing stock by 10 per
cent, this will not ensure Victoria meets the national average of social housing as a percentage of total
dwellings, which is 4.5 per cent. This indicates that there is still more work that needs to be done to
provide long-term housing to the homeless. This is especially urgent given that by the end of the month
the COVID-19 JobSeeker supplement will end, and many will be left without enough money to pay
the expensive Melbourne rental rates.
This supplement is ending while we are still suffering the financial consequences of COVID-19. The
report recommended that the state government advocate to the commonwealth government to
permanently increase the rate of JobSeeker payments. While a permanent increase did occur, the
increase was insufficient in addressing the financial suffering that is experienced by many in our
community. The increase amounted to a mere $3.60 a day. This makes it all the more important that
we have other systems, protections and resources in place to stop more people from being forced into
insecure housing.
I believe having access to safe and stable housing should be a right given to all Victorians, and that is
why I was pleased to see the report recommend that the government include the right to housing in the
Victorian Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. The report also outlined early
intervention as being an especially critical aspect in tackling homelessness. Through my participation
throughout the inquiry I found that early intervention was a theme underpinning almost every aspect
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of homelessness. I was pleased to see the report include recommendations that early intervention
programs receive more funding, that the government prioritise engaging with bodies and institutions
that are first to know when individuals are at risk and that the government consider the barriers faced
by young people, those experiencing family violence and other groups concerning difficulties in
entering and remaining in the private rental market. Early intervention also includes the provision of
job readiness training and employment opportunities for those that have been identified as at risk of
homelessness, and I was happy to see this thoroughly examined in the report.
This report outlines many areas that desperately need funding now. Homelessness impacts not just the
individual but also their families and their communities. We cannot continue to rely on those who
generously let their friends sleep on their couch. The government has to recognise the responsibility it
has in ensuring that stable housing is accessible to all. Allocating more funding to tackle homelessness
will benefit all Victorians and provide peace of mind that there is the necessary support out there.
While this may be the end of the inquiry, it is only the beginning of seeing real change, vital changes,
in the lives of those who lack support and face structural disadvantage which hinders them from
accessing stable and safe housing. I have learned throughout the inquiry and upon reading the final
report that it is clear what needs to be done now. I hope the government adopts all the
recommendations and we work towards solving homelessness.
DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER AND CABINET
Report 2019–20
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:18): I rise to make a statement on the
Department of Premier and Cabinet annual report 2019–20, covering a number of portfolios. As I
speak about the issues, commemorations are marking the bicentenary of the Greek War of
Independence and the establishment of modern Greece. In this, we celebrate both an important
milestone in modern history, a nation reborn into the family of modern nations, but also the gift of
Hellenic civilisation and its legacy for the modern world. The legacy of classical Greece is obvious to
all who have the privilege to sit in this chamber and this Parliament. Greece’s architectural innovations,
whose supreme examples stand on the Acropolis in Athens, have influenced world architectural design
ever since. When the people wanted to establish grand public buildings, one of their main inspirations
was the architecture of classical Greece. The columns and pediments of our own Parliament, the State
Library Victoria and many other buildings we see every day stand as testimony to this, and when we
wanted to erect the memorial of remembrance to those who served and died in the First World War,
the people of Melbourne again reached back to classical Greece, basing their design for the Shrine of
Remembrance on the Mausoleum of Halicarnassus. I recently read the fine history of the shrine written
by Professor Bruce Scates, which I recommend to you.
The legacy of Greece touches many aspects of modern lives, with its artistic creations, medical
discoveries and scientific explorations influencing the generations. After all, it is not by chance that
our modern medical professionals, to whom we are so indebted for their efforts to respond to the
current pandemic, abide by an oath written by one Hippocrates from the Aegean island of Kos.
Emerging from the myths and legends of ancient Greece, the words of the great writers of classical
Greece—from the playwrights Sophocles and Euripides, the epics of Homer and the histories of
Thucydides and Herodotus from whom we were given the word ‘history’—have all influenced the
modern world. Hellenic influence can be found throughout the arts. Melbourne’s own George
Johnston, author of the iconic novel My Brother Jack, sought inspiration from Greece, and renowned
Victorian sculptor Peter Corlett, OAM, travelled to Greece to learn more about sculpture, the trip
providing inspiration for our own Lemnos Gallipoli Memorial in Albert Park.
As a member of Parliament, I have to acknowledge the debt we owe to the emergence of democracy
in classical Greece. From those first stirrings of popular participation in government, from their local
assemblies in the agoras across Greece, to beneath the walls of the great Acropolis in Athens,
democracy has spread throughout the world. This bicentenary we should be thankful for this gift. I
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have been fortunate to visit Greece on many occasions, and I have also stood before the earliest
archaeological remains of the parliament that stands on the Aegean island from which my father
came—at Polyokni in Lemnos.
I recount these achievements as evidence of Greece’s legacy to the world. This is a legacy that excited
philhellenes across the world to join with those in Greece and across the Hellenic diaspora to dream
and act so that Greece once again would be free to choose its own destiny and to take its place amongst
the modern nations of the world, to paraphrase Lord Byron, who is perhaps the most well-known
philhellene.
And as we are commemorating Greece’s fight for freedom, we should acknowledge an important local
connection to that liberation. Given Victoria’s history of immigration, it is no surprise that some of the
British sailors who fought in the great naval battle of Navarino Bay on 20 October 1827, playing a
major contribution in the success of the revolution, would come to Australia and make their homes in
Victoria—men like former Lieutenant Alfred Aubrey and midshipman Richard Bunbury, the latter
who would become a friend of our then Governor Charles La Trobe. The Lemnos Gallipoli
Commemorative Committee is working with others to honour these forgotten Australian heroes of the
Greek War of Independence.
Greece is also linked to our own Anzac tradition: a Greek migrant, Peter Rados, died as an Anzac at
Gallipoli; and in this the year of the 80th anniversary of the Greek campaign of 1941, we cannot
overlook the young private from St Kilda, James Zampelis. His family had come to Melbourne from
the Ionian island of Lefkada, and he would be killed in the olive groves of Crete. Two Hellenes who
died in the service of Australia—lest we forget.
For all those reasons I, along with many other Victorians—indeed Australians—will join with those
in our community to celebrate the bicentenary of the Greek War of Independence and the debt we owe
to the Hellenic civilisation. These gifts have enriched our world in the arts, science and much more.
They are part of the long march of civilisation and progress which has delivered us the freedoms,
prosperity and health which we enjoy today.
I congratulate the Premier and the Victorian government for their initiative in providing support to
many community initiatives which will celebrate the bicentenary throughout the coming year as we
and all those in the community have come forward to develop these events and celebrations, and I
encourage everyone to consider the Hellenic heritage that all Victorians and Australians enjoy—surely
a reason for celebration.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2020–21
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:23): I rise to speak on the state budget 2020–21, which
actually funded the joint management agreement of the Barmah National Park. People will have heard
me talk about the fact that part of that joint management agreement is to remove all of the brumbies
from the national park, and they are about to start doing that. This involves a trapper coming in and
trapping 10 horses and then shooting 90. Locals in the area have of course put forward a plan. They
have raised around $74 000. They have got a lease on a property and they want to rehome the other
90 brumbies, but Parks Victoria are refusing to work with them. Parks were working with them, but
then suddenly they have taken a different view.
The locals have had some signs up around the Barmah area for some time objecting to the brumbies
being shot and trying to save the brumbies. One of those signs—I have one here—says ‘Wanted for
the slaughter of Barmah brumbies’. It has a picture of the Premier, a picture of the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change and a picture of the CEO of the Yorta Yorta Nation Aboriginal
Corporation, Monica Morgan. There is another one that says, ‘These are the faces destined for
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slaughter’, and it has four pictures of brumbies, and, ‘This is the face that signed their death warrant’,
and it has a picture of Monica Morgan on that.
Parks are claiming that these signs are inciting racism and violence. They have had the police even
investigate this. The police have rung the locals, and they have informed the locals that there is no
evidence of racism or inciting violence on these signs. But Parks are saying they will not even talk
with the locals unless these signs are removed. This is about restricting people’s freedom and rights.
People have a right to actually have a say. This is how the locals feel about the Barmah brumbies being
removed and being shot, being slaughtered by this government. They are not in any way saying any
racist statements. They just have pictures of people on a poster.
Parks Victoria, as I said, had agreed to work with the locals and had been talking with them about this
property and the plan that they had to rehome the 90 brumbies. But Parks are now reneging on that
deal, and it is quite obvious that they just want to shoot these brumbies, to shoot the 90 brumbies that
are there. When they have slaughtered brumbies before they have just left the brumbies in there, or
when brumbies have died from the drought or something Parks have just left them there to rot. This is
not the right thing to do, and it is not the right way to manage the forest.
Locally, people want to work together. They want to save the lives of these horses. They are not
objecting to them—well, they would rather they stayed in the forest, so I guess they are objecting—
being removed from the forest, but they are resigned to the fact that 100 horses are to be removed from
the forest this year. They just want to save their lives. They want to work with Parks, they want to
rehome these brumbies but Parks are of course saying that they will not do that.
The locals have actually a lease on 320 acres. They have locked that in. They had a meeting with Parks
next Monday to come and inspect that property, because Parks were concerned about whether the
property will be safe for the brumbies. Well, I think it is going to be a lot safer than shooting the
brumbies. Of course these locals know their horses; they are horse people. They will make that
property safe for them. They have been feeding the brumbies throughout times when there has been
very low feed, and they care for these brumbies. They want to rehome these brumbies, and Parks
Victoria should meet with them. They should not just go ahead and trap the 10 and rehome them and
shoot the others.
The locals even asked what would happen if when they were trapping them they got more than the 10
that they needed to be rehomed, because obviously the people who have opted for a rehomed horse
will be selective; they might want a yearling or something. What are they going to do with the rest?
They will not even tell the locals what they are going to do with the rest. We can save the lives of these
horses by everyone working together. I call on the minister to immediately stop the slaughter of the
brumbies and to work with the locals to rehome the additional 90 brumbies instead of just slaughtering
them and leaving them to rot in the forest.
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
11th Report to Parliament on the State of Emergency
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:28): I speak today on the 11th Report to Parliament
on the State of Emergency, and I have made it very clear that I did not support the extension of the
state of emergency right up until December this year. I believe that the government actually needs to
have specific pandemic amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. And on reading
this report I am still struck by the constant discrepancies in the directives.
I can have up to 30 visitors to my home each day, plus children under 18 months of age; I can have
30 friends come over and sleep over at my house. However, it is strongly recommended that I wear a
face mask when someone visits me at home. But this is apparently the same regardless of the size of
my house—so if I live in a semidetached house or an apartment or an 800-acre farm, these maximums
of 30 people apply. However, anyone else can visit my home, including a tradesperson, a cleaner,
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childminders, a child if I am looking after them, a cook, medical staff or home personnel such as
beauticians, and so I can assume that I could have, while it is not listed on the Department of Health
website, a hairdresser, someone to manicure my nails, a pool cleaner if I lived in South Yarra, a
personal trainer or a gardener—and the list is endless. Well, they must wear a face mask. The number
of people I can have in my home if I am paying for them is limitless. That is right: people who visit
my home for work or caregiving are not included in the 30-person-a-day limit on visitors. So why not
make a directive based on the area and the ability to social distance?
Now, we have seen recent protests being allowed and even 8000 people attending a music festival,
which I totally support, yet there are still restrictions on personal gatherings outside in parks and on
gatherings of 100 people. That is where the contradiction is still sitting there, so where is the
consistency? I have raised these concerns many times over the last 12 months. I have stood here and I
have offered adjournments, constituency questions and members statements on this subject, yet
yesterday I was looking at the responses, or rather the lack of responses. Now, since the beginning of
September last year I have directed 10 constituency questions to the Minister for Health, but not one
of them had been answered since September. Now, as if by miracle, three responses arrived in my
inbox yesterday. Unfortunately all of these three responses were the same. Let me read it to you:
I am informed that:
COVIDSafe settings are currently in place. These restrictions are designed to balance getting Victorians back
to doing the things they love while also putting in place measures to protect all that Victorians have worked
so hard for.
Businesses in Victoria are able to operate subject to COVIDsafe principles including:
•

ensure physical distancing (1.5 metres)

•

wear a face mask

•

practise good hygiene

•

keep good records and act quickly if staff become unwell

•

avoid interactions in close spaces

•

create workforce bubbles

•

meet required density limits

•

have a COVIDSafe plan for onsite operations

There are also industry-specific COVIDsafe requirements that may impose additional requirements on some
businesses, such as daily cleaning, pre-shift health declarations, surveillance testing, and COVID Marshals.
These obligations vary between industries. The Industry Restart Guidelines contain more detail on additional
obligations.
The Business Victoria hotline provides information on restrictions and support to help workplaces plan and
respond to coronavirus.

That is the stock standard response I received for three of them. Now, on these three questions
answered, two were about the reopening of specific industries, but the other question was in regard to
access to services for someone who has stage 3 breast cancer. Now, let me remind the minister that
they are to provide responses within 14 days—not over six months. I could be really sceptical and say
that they have waited to respond until these restrictions were lifted and the questions were almost
irrelevant. However, let me also remind the ministers that they are questions from constituents who
want answers, and six months to answer someone’s request for their treatment options is not
acceptable. It shows nothing but disregard for those constituents—just the same as the broadbrush
approach that the government continues to take in regard to the directions from the chief health officer.
ROYAL COMMISSION INTO VICTORIA’S MENTAL HEALTH SYSTEM
Final Report
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (17:33): I am proud today to rise to speak on the final report
of the Royal Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System. Can I begin by acknowledging all
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the groups and individuals who made submissions to the royal commission that formed this report.
This report and the actions we take from it are and must continue to be informed by those that rely on
the mental health system and work in it, and especially those who have previously been let down by
it. Through the royal commission, carers, supporters and families of people living with mental illness
told us that they feel excluded by the system, their voices are not being heard and their wealth of
knowledge is under-recognised and under-utilised. We listened to your concerns; our role now is to
act.
We will establish eight new family- and carer-led support centres across the state and create new roles
for people with lived experiences as family members and carers across the mental health and wellbeing
system. In doing this we will honour the effort and experience of carers and families by ensuring that
they are given the power and ability to take a leading role in mental health programs and services.
Through my many conversations with people and organisations, such as the wonderful Carers
Victoria, and through my own experiences as a young carer, I am viscerally aware of the vital
importance of support for carers and families. Carers do a hard job—one that demands seemingly
endless hours of compassionate and dedicated service. It is our job as a government to ensure that they
are cared for in turn. Unfortunately under the status quo this promise of reciprocal care is falling short.
To remedy this, we will create a statewide peer call-back service for the families, carers and supporters
of people experiencing suicidal behaviour. We will fund the Satellite Foundation to co-design and
expand the range of support for young carers and young people who have a family member living with
mental illness or psychological distress. We will also work to broaden the scope and reach of the
successful Families where a Parent has a Mental Illness program.
Additionally, the royal commission found that culturally safe services are not always available to
Aboriginal communities in Victoria. We know that Aboriginal communities continue to live with the
effects of trauma connected to colonisation and post-invasion government activity, such as policies
that gave rise to the stolen generations. Aboriginal people aged 15 to 24 are five times more likely to
commit suicide than their non-Indigenous peers.
I am proud to see recommendations that will take steps in building a mental health system that is more
accessible for Aboriginal communities here in Victoria, including recommendation 27, with
Aboriginal people to design culturally safe community gatekeeper training to better support Aboriginal
people experiencing suicidal behaviour, and recommendation 33, to foundationally strengthen
Aboriginal social and emotional wellbeing, including two new co-designed healing centres, better
support for Aboriginal children and young people with primary and secondary consultation and shared
care, new culturally appropriate family-oriented social and emotional wellbeing services for children
and young people; and the design and establishment of a new service for infants and children who
require intensive social and emotional wellbeing support.
We also know that loneliness was an issue for many during 2020, especially for older people who
were often cut off from others. The royal commission also found there is a substantial treatment gap
for older Victorians. The final report finds that increasing demand and inadequate investment in
services for older adults means that those who do seek support are often turned away.
Last week I was proud to speak to Lively, a not-for-profit that employs young people to offer support
and care for older members in their community. They do fantastic work to support older Victorians,
and I was glad to see recommendations from the royal commission that can assist them in the work
they do, such as recommendation 22, which focuses on supporting the mental health and wellbeing of
older Victorians. It will see the creation of a responsive and integrated mental health and wellbeing
service stream for older Victorians that focuses on improving their mental health and wellbeing
outcomes. We need to make sure older Victorians have access to the same mental health treatment,
care and support as the rest of the adult population. There will also be new older adult mental health
and wellbeing specialist multidisciplinary teams to provide specialist mental health treatment, care and
support for people with complex and compounding mental health needs generally related to ageing. I
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was so proud to be at the Royal Exhibition Building to see the handing down of the Royal Commission
into Victoria’s Mental Health System.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
2020–21 Mid-Year Financial Report
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:38): I rise to speak on the midyear financial
report, incorporating the quarterly financial report 2, tabled by the Treasurer, Tim Pallas, this month,
representing where the budget is up to halfway through the year. Timmy, Timmy, Timmy, mate, have
you got any clue what you are doing, really? You need to remember it is the taxpayers money; it is not
yours. And what do we find here?
Ms Symes: On a point of order, Acting President, it is custom and practice in this house to refer to
members of Parliament by their official titles.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Mr Ondarchie, I would remind you of that custom and
practice and ask you to refer to members by their correct titles.
Mr ONDARCHIE: Treasurer, Treasurer, Treasurer, do you have any clue what you are doing,
really? There has been a massive increase in the state debt—taxpayers money. They have put in here
their own infrastructure scorecard. Now, I will score that card very shortly. Department spending is
out of control, and their excuse is there has not been enough revenue come into the state because there
has not been enough payroll tax paid. Well, I tell you what, if you want to get more business going in
this state, cut the payroll tax, cut costs to business. That will get jobs and investment going again in
Victoria.
But let us talk about the debt, Treasurer. Let us talk about the debt. Year on year, December 2019 to
December 2020, there has been a $26 billion increase in net debt—from $35.6 billion in December
2019 to $61.7 billion in net debt in December last year. During this same period there has been a
$33 billion increase in borrowings, from $48.7 billion to $81.7 billion. Victoria is expected to have the
highest net debt of any state in Australia. When the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee asked
the Treasurer, ‘How are you going to pay it back?’, he said, ‘Che? I don’t know. I don’t know how
I’m going to pay it back’. Imagine going to your bank manager to borrow money for a mortgage for a
house or for a car or a personal loan, and when you are asked, ‘How are you going to pay it back?’,
you say, ‘I don’t know’, that will be the quickest meeting you ever have. But this bloke has no concern.
In fact he does not care that he is using taxpayers money to prop up his mismanagement. It is your
money, and I would say, ‘Not happy, Dan’. It is just not good enough.
Let me have a look at the scorecard. Let me have a look at the government’s scorecard that they put
in, their infrastructure scorecard. If we were rating this scorecard today, it would get a big substantial
F for failure. There is no accountability. After getting no details of delays and cost blowouts in the
2021 budget, we still do not get updates on projects that they are bragging about in this report. Let me
talk about projects for my own region of Northern Metropolitan Region. On the Craigieburn Road
upgrade, a commitment made in 2018, what has happened? Nothing. They have not even turned any
dirt. On the Craigieburn community hospital they have had some meetings, and now they are saying
that promise they made in 2018 might occur around 2024 or something like that. But what have they
had? They have had meetings. ‘Whoop-de-doo’, the people of Craigieburn say. On the Broadmeadows
revitalisation—the member for Broadmeadows talks about how he is going to journey things through
to get things happening in Broadmeadows—announced in 2017, all they have got is a group meeting
that is chaired by the member for Broadmeadows. They are having meetings, and how much do you
get for that? Who would know?
The cost blowout is unbelievable, and I will get to the cost blowouts probably in episode 2 of this
contribution, which I will do next time round. But let me say that Moody’s has downgraded our credit
rating, and Standard & Poor’s have double-downgraded our credit rating. They do not think we are
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any good. When I was working for a large corporate and went to New York to pitch to S&P about our
debt levels, all they wanted to know was how we were going to pay it back, and then we managed our
debt levels and our credit rating accordingly. But Mr Pallas, Treasurer, has no plan on how to pay back
this money. I will tell you what he should do if he wants to be real about it: go into a child’s bedroom
this afternoon, smash open their piggy bank and say, ‘That’s how it’s going to be paid for’, because
my children and grandchildren are going to pay for Daniel Andrews and Tim Pallas’s mismanagement.
HEATHERTON TRAIN STABLING
Petition
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (17:43): I am going to speak in favour of the residents of
Kingston on the train-stabling yards about which they have submitted a petition and support their epetition to immediately cease works on the proposed train-stabling yard for the Suburban Rail Loop
in Heatherton. To start with, I cannot believe this green open space would even be considered for
complete destruction. In a recent ACF report, Melbourne was found to be one of the least green cities
in Australia, with just 23 per cent total tree cover, and Sydney had 34 per cent. The report,
Temperature Check: Greening Australia’s Warming Cities, commissioned by the Australian
Conservation Foundation, found green spaces in almost all major cities had declined in the last decade.
This outrageous proposal follows a trail of broken promises from this government in its ‘development
at any cost and destroy the green wedges’ attitude. As part of a 2018 election pledge, Minister Richard
Wynne promised:
A re-elected Andrews Labor Government will permanently tighten controls to better protect Melbourne’s
green wedges against over development, with the protections enshrined in legislation.

That is what he said. He also said:
Only Labor will stop Melbourne’s green wedges from inappropriate development and protect our prime
agricultural land in the outer suburbs.

Obviously people believed this. If the Andrews government is so concerned about protecting our green
wedges, why are they railroading the community and destroying a segment of the green wedge? This
land has been marked as open space by Parks Victoria for many years. Every survey of attitudes to
green wedges has found that overwhelmingly most residents want the green wedges protected for their
environmental value. We have been advocating for years for our green wedges to be protected as
stringently as the English green belts and were hoping that with this government this could have been
achieved—but no, only in words, not by deeds.
Even Kingston council has completely rejected this proposal. Why does the government continue to
try to undermine council and residents protecting these areas? The residents of Melbourne use this
open space every day. The Suburban Rail Loop Authority are planning to use this site as an open-air
train yard for 34 trains, including train maintenance facilities and operation centres. Estimates are that
500 000 trucks worth of dirt will be extracted from the site. Noise, dust and pollution are all new
experiences for the local residents to enjoy. There are hundreds of residents living within 150 metres
of this site and 3000-plus residents living within 1.5 kilometres.
The minister has exempted the extensive initial works from an environment effects statement, which
is scheduled for the project. I am flabbergasted that damage will be done to the site without even a
clear understanding of what impact this yard will have on the environment, particularly the green
wedge. Or has the project already been ticked off by the minister and the EES is just a formality? What
about the destruction of habitat and trees, when the city needs to preserve and enhance both? I
wholeheartedly support the residents and council on this issue and would like to strongly urge the
government to find an alternative location for this project.
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (17:47): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 438 to 447, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL SITTING
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (17:47): I move:
That so much of the standing, sessional and temporary orders be suspended to the extent necessary to enable:
(1) the sitting of the Council on Thursday, 29 April 2021, to commence at 9.30 am at the Pavilion, Pioneer
Park, Bright, in the Alpine Shire Council, and that the order of business on that day will be:
(a) Lord’s Prayer and welcome to country;
(b) the proclamation to be read by the Clerk;
(c) Cr John Forsyth, mayor, Alpine Shire Council, to attend on the floor of the house to address the
house;
(d) messages;
(e) formal business;
(f)

members statements (up to 15 members);

(g) government business;
(h) at 11.00 am questions without notice;
(i)

answers to questions on notice;

(j)

constituency questions (up to 15 members);

(k) at 1.30 pm a motion, moved by the Leader of the Government, in relation to the 2019–20 bushfires;
(l)

at 3.00 pm government business;

(m) at 4.30 pm general business:
(i)

opposition business (up to 45 minutes);

(ii) minor parties and Independent members business (up to 45 minutes);
(n) at 6.00 pm adjournment (up to 20 members); and
(2) this sitting to occur at Parliament House, Melbourne, if, in the opinion of the President, the sitting should
not occur in Bright on the basis of health advice and the President will notify members of any change to
this sitting of the house accordingly.

It is merely a mechanism to establish the order of business for the regional sitting. I would like to thank
the parliamentary staff for spending lots of time up and about in regional Victoria, in beautiful northeast Victoria, working with local councils and finding an appropriate venue to comply with the motion
that this house agreed to after the fires that impacted both East Gippsland and north-east Victoria. This
chamber, our staff and everyone associated with running the Parliament are off to Bright on 29 April,
and therefore we want to put in place a sitting day that displays what the Parliament does. There will
obviously be interest from locals, and particularly school groups have been invited to come. There will
be a bit of excitement from them that we are in town.
As we know, this is a motion that is predominantly around supporting communities impacted by the
bushfires and indeed the alpine region that has been impacted not only by bushfires but also by
COVID, and these are towns that rely heavily on tourism. I can certainly report that Bright is humming
at the moment. It is really, really busy, but they have got a long recovery ahead of them after much
missed opportunity due to restrictions and indeed when people vacated the area when the fires actually
hit.
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The intention is to be there and involve all the relevant councils. There are seven local councils that
were deemed impacted by the fires: Mansfield, Wodonga, Towong, Alpine, Wangaratta, Indigo—I
should have written them down. I am missing one, Wendy, aren’t I?
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms SYMES: That might have been them all, but indeed we will have representatives from those
councils in and around Bright, and obviously it will be a good opportunity to thank the CFA and all of
the other agencies that responded to the fires at that time. I would encourage members to spend more
than one night up there if you can and spread the love around in terms of the regions. We are certainly
as a Labor caucus making sure that we are taking different routes up there so that people coming
through Mansfield or up the Hume indeed check in on these communities that are obviously in a phase
of recovery. I would encourage people to indeed support local businesses where they can, because
there are plenty to support.
On to the motion, it is all pretty self-explanatory. It is about ensuring that we are showcasing effectively
how the Parliament operates. It was a little difficult to bring on a piece of legislation due to, obviously,
having to bring up department people and relevant ministers’ officers and the like, so the government
has chosen to attribute government business time to a motion in relation to bushfire recovery and
support for the region, which I am sure many people in this house would be happy to talk on indeed.
And just on a point of clarification, after conversations with the Leader of the Opposition, at 4.30,
when we are proposing general business, it is opposition business for up to 45 minutes and then minor
party and independent members’ business up to 45 minutes—just to confirm that the government is
happy to ensure that there is a vote after the first 45 minutes to break up those times. That is not a
problem. We will certainly facilitate that request.
I would like to thank all members of the chamber for being engaged in this motion. There have been
some tweaks made after consultation, and hopefully everyone is happy with that. We look forward to
being in Bright in a couple of weeks time.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (17:51): I just want to say a few
words and to say that it was a coalition motion to sit in country Victoria in an area that had been
impacted by the bushfires, and we think that this is a very relevant outcome. I want to also accord
thanks to the clerks and the parliamentary staff, who have worked hard to bring this together. I know
this has not been a straightforward process, but I also think it is a worthwhile process. I think the
Parliament should be out in the community from time to time in this sort of way. I think the Parliament
should leave its central city location and actually be prepared to engage directly at a community level,
and I cannot think of a more worthy place and way to do it than an area of the state that has been
impacted by the bushfires.
I thank the government leader for her commitment on the trigger of a motion on those sections of nongovernment business. I also want to say that I am very respectful of the local communities hosting
this, the local councils that are involved and the local organisations. I know that there will be the
involvement of schools and others, and I think that that is very much what we need the Parliament to
do—to engage in that way.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:53): I would just like to add to this motion and thank the
Leader of the Government for moving the motion and the government and the Parliament for
facilitating the sitting. This sitting did come about from a motion that I moved in this place on
6 February last year, so I am very proud to have achieved this for the bushfire regions in the electorate
that Ms Symes, Mr Gepp, who is in the chair, I, Ms Maxwell and Mr Quilty share.
The Parliament will be showcased in the electorate, but what I really want the members of Parliament
to get out of this is a true feeling for how the bushfires and indeed, subsequent to that, COVID have
impacted our communities, and I hope that all the members do take the time to get out and speak to
locals, visit businesses and spend some money in the region.
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It will not only be the Parliament that is on show; it will be the further work of the Parliament, because
committees are meeting either side of the hearing in local towns too. We will have the Legal and Social
Issues Committee meeting in Beechworth on the Wednesday before the sitting for their inquiry into
cannabis. The tourism inquiry that is being done by the Economy and Infrastructure Committee of the
Legislative Council is meeting in Bright on the Wednesday. All of these are public hearings that the
committees are doing. On the Friday the Legal and Social Issues Committee will be conducting public
hearings for their justice inquiry. So there will be a good opportunity for locals to see what we do, but
most importantly I want all of you to see what the locals do in this region and to see how both bushfires
and COVID have impacted these communities.
Motion agreed to.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (17:55): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

EDUCATION FIRST YOUTH FOYER PROGRAM
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:55): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
and it concerns the need for the expansion of the highly successful Education First Youth Foyer
program throughout Victoria and particularly in Northern Victoria. The action that I seek from the
minister is for him to ensure that funding for the construction of Education First Youth Foyers in
Wodonga and Wangaratta and recurrent funding for ongoing operational costs for both facilities is
included in the upcoming 2021–22 state budget and for him to also consider funding and establishing
youth foyers in both Bendigo and Mildura.
Education First Youth Foyers provide integrated learning and accommodation for young people aged
16 to 24 who are at risk of homelessness and who want to change their lives by engaging in education
and training. As the minister well knows, Education First Youth Foyers is a policy I developed in
conjunction with the Brotherhood of St Laurence and Hanover Welfare Services, and it is a model that
has been highly successful in reducing youth homelessness and in guiding residents on a career
pathway and ultimately to building a better life for themselves.
I am proud to say I was the housing minister who not only wrote but also implemented the policy that
saw the construction of the current three Education First Youth Foyers in Broadmeadows, Glen
Waverley and Shepparton. I also acknowledge that the current minister has been supportive of this
model and has even been gracious enough to acknowledge my role in establishing the foyers at public
functions. However, unfortunately the three foyers constructed under my watch remain the sole
Education First Youth Foyers in Victoria.
During the consultation for the Legal and Social Issues Committee’s inquiry into homelessness in
Victoria, everywhere we went communities were advocating for an Education First Youth Foyer to
be established in their region. One of the key recommendations of the report is to fund additional
Education First Youth Foyers throughout Victoria.
Over the past six years, since the election of the Andrews Labor government, Victoria has seen a
dramatic and visible rise in homelessness, with social housing waiting lists exploding particularly in
regional Victoria. For example, since September 2014 the priority waiting list in Wodonga, which
includes those experiencing homelessness, has increased by almost 86 per cent; in Wangaratta it has
increased by over 218 per cent; in Bendigo, almost 284 per cent; and in Mildura, 249 per cent. Both
Wodonga TAFE and GOTAFE, together with the strategic partners, have prepared detailed business
cases which they have submitted to support establishing 40-bed Education First Youth Foyers on the
Wodonga TAFE McKoy Street campus and the GOTAFE Docker Street, Wangaratta, campus.
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The construction of these foyers in Wodonga and Wangaratta will provide safe accommodation and
open up greater educational pathways for at-risk youth. The success of the existing youth foyers is
proof that the minister needs to build on these throughout Victoria, including by building them in
Bendigo and Mildura, where youth homelessness is a major concern for these communities. Education
First Youth Foyers change lives, and it is time the government built more. (Time expired).
GREENER GOVERNMENT SCHOOL BUILDINGS PROGRAM
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (17:58): My adjournment matter is directed to the
Honourable James Merlino, the Acting Premier, Minister for Education and Minister for Mental
Health. This adjournment matter relates to the portfolio responsibilities of education. The greener
government school buildings program, GGSB, endeavours to minimise greenhouse gas emissions at
schools and supports the upgrading of school facilities to be more energy efficient and sustainable
through the installation of solar power.
The minister recently announced that 171 government schools across Victoria under the greener
government school buildings program will receive solar power systems. This follows the success of a
pilot program that helped 42 schools in 2019. Under this new round of the program, 6974 kilowatts of
solar installation are projected to be installed along with an estimated savings of $1.8 million per year,
subsequently mitigating 10 200 tonnes of carbon emissions. This program contributes to the Andrews
Labor government’s goal of net zero emissions by 2050 by removing the up-front costs for schools to
install a solar power system.
By announcing this $8.8 million program for installing solar power systems in government schools,
the Victorian government is establishing itself as a leader in tackling the issue of climate change and
has legislated a goal of net zero emissions by 2050. This great initiative by the Andrews Labor
government helps schools to reduce their carbon emissions and their electricity costs. The action I seek
from the minister is to advise me how many schools in my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region
were successful in this program.
SENIORS MENTAL HEALTH
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:00): My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Disability, Ageing and Carers. Recently I have spoken to neighbourhood houses in my electorate
to better understand the broader issues in the community. I was surprised to find no matter who I spoke
to there was one issue that kept being brought up and at the coalface our support workers are seeing a
worrying decline in the mental health of our older population.
Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic we have seen a new light shone on mental health. A
lot of people have been struggling due to the lockdown, financial struggles and pandemic anxiety.
However, the resources and funding provided to address these issues have failed to effectively address
the mental health of our senior population. The boots on the ground have informed me that despite our
COVID-normal way of living it remains incredibly difficult to get seniors out and about and engaging
with the rest of the community. Seniors are feeling isolated and anxious and do not have easily
accessible mental health resources tailored to their needs. I have even heard that for some, QR codes
can be stressful enough to process, with many not having access to the right type of technology or
having never been taught how to use it, leading to some seniors staying at home to avoid the
embarrassment and confusion. Some support workers have reported this was enough for some seniors
to not enrol in their usual classes.
We have seen lots of resources become available for young people—rightly so—providing online chat
services and video calls. The same tailored resources have not become available for seniors, who often
struggle with technology. The Kerrimuir Neighbourhood House has a solution to this pressing issue.
They are in the process of introducing something called a social prescription, an idea that has taken
off in the United Kingdom. The concept of a social prescription is based on the idea that doctors and
allied health practitioners can assess an individual as experiencing social isolation and loneliness, and
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then refer the individual to a local community house where they can connect with others. This seems
like a no-brainer. We know how isolating and lonely suffering from mental health issues can be. When
the general health and wellbeing of our elderly population declines, this places pressure on younger
generations and affects the entire community. If we have a system in place to get these individuals to
support resources that already exist in the community and are already funded by the government, we
can help many gain the confidence to re-engage with the community.
Therefore the action I am asking the minister to take is: will the government work with the Kerrimuir
Neighbourhood House to introduce social prescription to Victoria and better utilise our existing
community resources to address the mental health of our senior population?
EPPING AND LALOR ROAD INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (18:03): My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure in the other place. Lalor and Epping residents do not like the
raised intersection speed humps on Dalton Road. My office has recently conducted a community
survey in Lalor and I am very grateful to all those residents who have responded to me. The majority
of residents have said they just do not like those speed humps on Dalton Road.
They have had somewhat of a win in the last few days when, after lots of advocacy by local residents
following great work by local community advocate Mr Lakhwinder Singh Dhillon, who went door to
door getting a petition signed to make sure there were no raised speed humps on the new Childs Road
upgrade, the government have finally relented. They finally listened to the people of that area and have
said, ‘Okay, there’ll be no speed humps on Childs Road’. But in responding to that, the minister, when
she finally ruled out the raised intersections or speed humps on Childs Road, said to me, ‘As always,
these decisions are made on the very best safety advice from our expert teams’.
So, Minister, the call for action I have for you today is that you release the safety advice that led to the
construction of those disastrous speed humps on Dalton Road. The Lalor and Epping residents have a
right to know why they were the ones burdened with these crazy intersections and these speed humps.
So if your advice to me is you rely on the very best safety advice before taking these decisions, can
you release the safety advice to me so I can advise my constituents, because let us face it: show us the
data.
MELTON ENGLISH LANGUAGE EDUCATION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (18:05): My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Education in the other place, and the action that I seek is a commitment to locate an English language
school in Melton. It is recommended that the Western English Language School, WELS, establishes
a campus by co-locating with a mainstream school within the Melton local government area.
Now, WELS currently has a campus co-located at mainstream schools in Maribyrnong, Brimbank,
Hobsons Bay and Wyndham. Council estimates that there are currently between 80 to 100 newly
arrived school-aged children and young people in the municipality attending mainstream local schools.
The scope and quality of the English as an additional language teaching in mainstream schools vary.
Mainstream school class sizes have doubled the number of students of late, and the diverse needs of
the student body mean that the schools juggle competing priorities and are less likely to invest in
teachers’ ongoing professional development in meeting the needs of newly arrived migrant cohorts
and our new refugees.
Schools may not have trained teachers exclusively devoted to the provision of quality English as an
additional language instruction to the students across their subjects. This is particularly inadequate for
students who have arrived in Australia on humanitarian grounds with no, little or disrupted schooling.
The closest specialist school for children and young people in the Western Metropolitan Region in the
Western English Language School is at Braybrook. Now, the City of Melton schools have reported
that a large percentage of students who are entitled to receive the six to 12 months of intensive English
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language instruction through WELS did not enrol due to the 3-hour public transport round-trip
journey. This difficulty is compounded by new arrivals being unfamiliar with the Victorian public
transport system and their fears of sending their children to commute to schools alone and such a far
distance from their homes.
Local schools also report that many newly arrived young people who go straight to mainstream schools
do not have a sufficient foundation in English to complete their VCE. These students either opt for a
Victorian certificate of applied learning or they disengage completely from education. This is in
contrast to the students who attend mainstream schools after studying with WELS, who have a higher
chance of actually achieving their VCE completion and better academic success.
PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYMENT
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (18:08): My adjournment debate is for the Premier. In the
Victorian Public Service Enterprise Agreement 2020 the Community and Public Sector Union and the
state of Victoria agreed to introduce the jobs and skills exchange. The jobs and skills exchange is a
new initiative that exclusively advertises vacancies in the public service to currently employed public
servants before advertising the positions externally. Victorians have endured immeasurable economic
pain in recent months due to this government’s ineptitude. More than 73 000 jobs were lost between
August and September last year alone. Many people fear that the worst of this is yet to come, with
many more jobs at risk. Those at risk, however, are not those in the government offices in Lonsdale
Street and Treasury Place. The jobs and skills exchange is, at its core, designed to ensure that no
bureaucrat ever finds themselves unemployed, unlike the rest of Victorians who are employed in
wealth-creating industries.
In the 2020–21 state budget $9 million over the next two years has been allocated to funding the jobs
and skills exchange. The budget noted its objective is to encourage the lateral movement of employees
to help fill temporary vacancies. This will ensure that many employees never have to leave the public
service in their career. This is not conducive to a healthy state or an effective and efficient public
service. Victoria’s public service should be comprised of individuals who understand and have
experience in running or working in businesses, creating jobs and competing in markets. Increasingly
this government is dividing the state into two Victorias: one living off taxpayer largesse in inner-city
corridors and big regional cities, and the other in outer suburbia and rural Victoria running and working
in businesses that create wealth for the state. This program also creates very perverse incentives.
Victoria’s public sector wages bill is already forecast to jump 21 per cent by 2024, with now
322 000 public servants in the state—an increase of nearly 50 per cent since June 2014. The action I
seek is for the Premier to reveal how many vacancies in the public service have been filled by existing
public sector employees.
PAYROLL TAX
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (18:11): My adjournment matter is for the Treasurer. A fine is a
tax you pay for doing the wrong thing, and a tax is a fine you pay for doing the right thing. Every
working Australian is burdened by taxes. The more they work, the more tax they owe. The more good
they do for themselves and their community, the more the government takes from them. A tax is a fine
you pay for doing right. The Liberal Democrats believe in lower taxes for working Australians, and
we are the only political party that does. Many voters have been convinced that taxes are a good thing
for society. Government taxes smoking to reduce smoking, it taxes alcohol to reduce alcohol
consumption, it taxes gambling to reduce gambling and it tried to tax carbon to reduce carbon
emissions. The pattern is clear. When you tax something, you get less of it.
Our state government taxes jobs and housing, so we get fewer jobs and fewer houses. The jobs and
housing taxes are the two largest taxes levied by the state government. Every dollar of government
spending is taken from somewhere else, and the majority of state government spending is taken from
jobs and housing. This is an ongoing travesty. When Victorians stand on their own two feet, they are
undermined by their own government.
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When this government destroyed hundreds of businesses and thousands of jobs with its COVID
restrictions, it promised to cut the jobs tax so Victorians would be able to rebuild. The government
only reduced payroll taxes for those who worked for small businesses or who were eligible for
JobKeeper. At the same time the government has raised an enormous debt that inevitably will have to
be paid back. What you save in taxes now, you will find yourself paying in the next few years. What
we need are significant and broad tax cuts for working Australians. It is time we stopped punishing
people who do right. The Liberal Democrats are proud to stand for lower taxes on working Australians.
The action I seek is for the Treasurer to tell us the number of work hours lost each year because of
payroll tax.
COVID-19
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:13): My adjournment matter is for the attention
of the Minister for Health. We are finally seeing the return of eating out, drinking at bars and going to
gigs. More and more Victorians are finally able to experience the things they once loved, and venues
are becoming increasingly busy. The new challenge many businesses are facing is being able to
accommodate the increased number of patrons whilst dealing with their venue capacity restrictions. A
group called Save Our Scene has sent an open letter signed by over 100 live music venues expressing
their ongoing concern for the future of the events and hospitality industry. The letter states, and I quote:
… Victoria’s live music venues began operating with COVID restrictions in place, but the cap of only
allowing about a third of a venue’s licensed capacity meant the remaining two thirds has been a loss in
revenue.

I have met with venue owners who have stories of their struggles and the ongoing challenges they
face, and I think everyone here will be familiar with similar stories. Venues are restricted by density
and capacity limits, which change across venues and industries. Indoor and outdoor seated and
entertainment venues can fill up to 75 per cent of seating capacity, indoor non-seated entertainment
venues are limited to 50 per cent capacity and dance floors are open in pubs, bars and nightclubs for a
maximum of 50 people per dance floor. It seems far fetched that such arbitrary numbers can be placed
generically across businesses, especially when there are no new cases or community transmission.
And while some businesses suffer from these restrictions, there are others that under usual
circumstances would not even reach 75 per cent of their maximum capacity. Some struggle while
others thrive; some do not even understand what rules they are meant to follow.
If the government are satisfied that they can manage this pandemic, if they are satisfied in their contacttracing ability and if they have faith in Victorians to take responsibility, then they will see that it is
time to review restrictions on capacity. My request to the minister is to review and update venue
capacity restrictions before support packages are cut off.
VICTRACK
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:15): My matter is for the
attention of the Treasurer, and it relates to the adverse opinions on VicTrack that have come forward
in the Auditor-General’s report today. That is a shocking report, because you actually have an entity
in VicTrack that is thumbing its nose at the Auditor-General. You have Campbell Rose, the chief
executive, in a letter to the Auditor just saying, ‘Well, no, we just disagree with you’, but I have to say
I am persuaded that the Auditor is right. The adverse findings in the audits to which the Auditor refers
are very serious matters and need to be brought into line. The Treasurer, with ultimate responsibility
for the state’s finances and the Financial Management Act 1994, needs to make sure that the VicTrack
accounts are brought into line and that they are no longer problematic.
So VicTrack—four of its companies or entities associated with it—have had these adverse findings,
and I am going to read one. For example, it reads here—and these are documents from the 2019–20
financial year, so it is for 30 June:
I have audited the consolidated … report—
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and this is the Auditor’s opinion here—
of Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Limited (the company) and its controlled entities (together the
consolidated entity), which comprises …

and it lists out what it comprises. It continues:
In my opinion, because of the significance of matters discussed in the Basis for Adverse Opinion section of
my report, the financial report does not present fairly in all material respects in accordance with the financial
reporting requirements of the Corporations Act 2001 and applicable Australian Accounting Standards the:
•

financial positions of the consolidated entity and the entity as at 30 June 2020, and

•

financial performance and cash flows of the consolidated entity and the entity for the year then ended.

So this in one sense is a complex technical matter, and there is always dispute within accounting
bodies. But what is clear is that the Auditor-General’s work is of the first and highest standard, and the
Auditor-General has made it clear that the entities associated with VicTrack—the four entities that he
has listed in his report today—are not in compliance with the arrangements that should be in place. He
has delivered an adverse report—an adverse finding about VicTrack and its financial position and
compliance with accounting standards.
So I say that this must be brought into line. I ask the Treasurer to act to ensure that the recalcitrant
VicTrack is brought into line and made to comply with the relevant standards and to stop thumbing its
nose at the Auditor-General.
FAMILY VIOLENCE SERVICES
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan)
Incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 15 September 2020:
My adjournment this evening is for the Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, and the action I seek is
for further funding for family violence prevention services for multicultural communities, including a
specialist refuge for women from culturally and linguistically diverse communities.
To mark International Women’s Day 2021, I was honoured to participate in a powerful trans-Tasman event
hosted by Shakti International, a unique and incredible organisation that works with women from
multicultural communities who have been impacted by family violence.
We heard from those working on policy change in our parliaments across Australia and New Zealand, and
we heard from those with lived experience of family violence. What became very clear is that culturally
sensitive services are essential for women from multicultural communities.
Many of the women who spoke talked about their experiences of being isolated once they arrived in Australia
or New Zealand after getting married, only to be subjected to years and years of abuse that exploited and
worsened that isolation from family, friends and any form of community support. The abuse took the form of
physical, emotional, verbal and financial abuse that for some women lasted up to eight years if not longer.
These women spoke about what it meant to have the support of a culturally sensitive family violence response
service as well as access to a refuge that specialised in working with women from multicultural backgrounds.
It meant being able to access help with visa and residency issues, which are often used by abusers to control
victims, being able to draw support from those with similar experiences of settling into a new country and the
particular challenges they faced, and having ready access to interpreting and translating services.
While family violence services have been reformed and received increased funding in recent years especially
following on from the findings of the Royal Commission into Family Violence, culturally specific family
violence services have not received consistent support. There have been good examples over recent years of
pilot projects and time-limited funding that have helped the sector develop culturally specific responses to
family violence. But this has not been met with ongoing and substantial funding. This is borne out by the fact
that Victoria does not have a women’s refuge for women from multicultural communities despite the evidence
that they are effective and necessary in providing the other specific supports that these women should have.
So I ask the minister to please consider how Victoria can better fund and expand culturally sensitive and
specific services to women from multicultural communities who experience family violence and consider
funding specialist women’s refuges for this community.
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DOOKIE RAIL LINE
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria)
Incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 15 September 2020:
My matter is for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it is about the prospect of restoring the
Shepparton to Dookie rail line in northern Victoria.
Sadly, this issue has been a sore point for local people, especially in our agricultural sector, for around 14 years
now.
That is because there has been no official service on the line since 2007, at which time all activity on it was
suspended because of a severe drought and accompanying track deterioration.
I should acknowledge that I am not the first member of Parliament to raise this issue, as the MLA for
Shepparton, Ms Sheed, also did so in a constituency question in 2015.
That question was met with the response that the government was liaising with GrainCorp on the possibility
of reopening the line as part of a broader statewide process of considering rail upgrades.
However, the line ultimately wasn’t reopened, and publicly there has been barely any statement by someone
in authority about the matter since.
That lack of progress in 2015 was obviously disappointing, especially amid calls for action at the time from
the likes of GrainCorp, the Dookie rail group and the Rail Freight Alliance.
However, it has been even harder to comprehend subsequently in the midst of some huge grain hauls in recent
years, including the current season, during which GrainCorp has received a record 135 000 tonnes of grain.
Across various other areas of the state, these quantities of grain have been moving faster and far more
efficiently by rail. By contrast, from Dookie, they are typically being transported by trucks in a process that
often spans several hours and is frequently compromised by traffic congestion on local roads.
As local grain grower Steve Ludeman told the Stock & Land recently, ‘95 per cent of growers would be keen
to get (this) fixed’.
For my part, I would also point out that rail line upgrades in regional and rural Victoria generally deliver many
other benefits too, including lowering the numbers of truck trips on our roads, thereby reducing road
congestion and trauma, and maintenance requirements, as well as significantly reducing carbon emissions.
Set against this background, the action I seek is clarification of the government’s current position on the
Dookie rail line’s restoration. I request this clarification in view of the significant potential benefits that its
restoration could deliver to many people and organisations, not only in the agricultural sector and not only in
and around Shepparton and Dookie but also across Victoria more widely.

RESPONSES
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (18:18): There were only nine tonight
on the adjournment debate. I will seek responses to the matters raised by members in their
contributions this evening, except Mrs McArthur, who directed her matter to the Premier. I think in
the interests of a more speedy response I will direct it to the Acting Premier in the Premier’s absence.
I have a written response to an adjournment debate matter raised by Dr Bach on 2 February.
The PRESIDENT: On that basis, the house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.19 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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KINDERGARTEN FUNDING
In reply to Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (2 February 2021)
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
I am advised that:
The Member has fundamentally misunderstood the Andrews Labor Government’s $169.6 million investment
to make participating funded kindergarten programs free in 2021.
I am nonetheless delighted to respond to the Member and I welcome the Opposition’s new found interest in
early childhood education and its affordability and accessibility.
The Andrews Labor Government is supporting Victorian families and kindergarten services in 2021 with
Free Kinder for every Victorian child with access to a free, 15 hour a week kindergarten program at
participating services. Additional funding will provide around $2,000 for each child enrolled in a participating
funded kindergarten service in 2021.
Free kindergarten will be critically important for children experiencing vulnerability and disadvantage and
help ease the financial burden for families recovering from the impact of the pandemic.
Funding is available to children attending funded kindergarten programs in both sessional kindergartens and
long day care settings. Sessional kindergarten services will be supported to provide a free, 15-hour
kindergarten program through an additional per child payment of $2,122. The per child funding level has
been set at a rate that covers the fees charged by the vast majority of community-based sessional kindergarten
services operated by local governments, Early Years Managers and parent committees. Long day care
services with a funded kindergarten program will receive an additional child payment of $2,000 to directly
offset parent fees. Funding of $1,600 will also be available to support reduced fees for families of children
attending unfunded three-year-old programs in sessional kindergarten services.
It is important to note that this funding will be paid on top of all usual government funding streams.
I am pleased to report that almost 98% per cent of funded kindergarten services have now opted-in to the Free
Kinder initiative. For the remaining early childhood services, the Department of Education and Training is
working with them to look at their individual circumstances and whether they ultimately join the scheme.
We want as many families as possible to be able to access a free kinder program, hence the requirement for
sessional services not to charge compulsory fees for a 15 hour program. Services may of course charge for
hours over and above the 15 per week.
The intention of this unprecedented funding for Victorian kindergarten services is to support workforce
participation during the recovery phase from the pandemic, especially for women, and to maximise
kindergarten participation by removing cost as a barrier.
Service providers have welcomed the initiative. I am also pleased that the Commonwealth Government has
cooperated to ensure this critical funding can be accessed by families in long daycare.
It’s time for the Opposition to stop playing politics with early childhood ecucation and to get on board with
the Free Kinder initiative to ensure even more Victorian children have access to a funded kindergarten
program and get the best start in life.

