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Wednesday, 9 June 2021
The PRESIDENT (Hon. N Elasmar) took the chair at 9.36 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.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house:
BREAST SCREENING
To the Legislative Council of Victoria,
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
the Andrews Government has failed to fully reinstate the funding for health protection services which will
see 29,000 fewer Victorians have the ability to access a breast screen service.
Victorians know that preventative measures such as breast screenings are vital and potentially lifesaving.
We therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Andrews Government and the Minister for
Health to reverse the cuts to women’s health and fully fund the program so all women, at all times, have
access to this essential program.

By Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (241 signatures).
Laid on table.
Bills
PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (GREATER TRANSPARENCY
AND ACCOUNTABILITY) BILL 2021
Introduction and first reading
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:38): I move to introduce a bill for an act to amend the
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to provide for the tabling in Parliament of documents relating
to the making of certain instruments that affect the activities of members of the community, and for
other purposes, and I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Ms CROZIER: I move, by leave:
That the second reading be taken forthwith.

Motion agreed to.
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Statement of compatibility
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:38): I lay on the table a statement of compatibility
with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the Charter), I
make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Greater
Transparency and Accountability) Bill 2021 (Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set out
in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill is a Bill for an Act to which is to amend the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to provide for
the tabling in Parliament of certain documents on which the exercise of certain emergency powers is based,
to make a consequential amendment to the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 and for other purposes.
Proposed Amendments
The Bill proposes a number of amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 that seek to:
(i)

Require the Chief Health Officer (CHO), while a State of Emergency is declared and operational,
to table before both Houses of Parliament, the documents that s/he is relying upon in imposing a
lockdown or restrictions on movement and activities of Victorians, either in Metropolitan
Melbourne or Regional Victoria;

(ii) Ensure that the documents referred to in (i), be tabled within two business days of any direction or
order being made by the CHO, including if either or both houses are not sitting; and
(iii) If the CHO believes on reasonable grounds that the release of such documents would not be in the
public interest, because the release of the information could lead to misunderstanding, the relevant
documents must be immediately referred to the Parliament of Victoria Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) for in-camera consideration and determination about their release.
SARC must make such determination within 7 days of receipt of the referral and table in both
houses its decision.
The bill also makes consequential amendment to the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 to clarify the
functions of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee to include those conferred on the Committee
by the Bill.
Human Rights Issues
The amendments address issues that are critical to preserving the human rights of Victorians through a state
of emergency and public health crisis, particularly the right to know about the information used by the Chief
Health Officer to determine and impose restrictions upon the liberty and freedom of movement of Victorians.
The amendments will improve the human rights of Victorians by ensuring increased transparency and
accountability of the decisions made by the Chief Health Officer and the Executive.
I am satisfied that the Bill is compatible with the Charter and the amendments impose no limitations on human
rights, only enhance them.
Georgie Crozier MLC
Member for Southern Metropolitan Region
Shadow Minister for Health

Second reading
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:39): I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Today, on behalf of the Liberal-Nationals, I introduce the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
(Greater Transparency and Accountability) Bill 2021 to ensure increased transparency and
accountability of the decisions made by the chief health officer (CHO) and the Andrews Labor
government during any state-of-emergency period.
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Throughout the entire COVID-19 pandemic, Victorians have been kept in the dark behind a veil of
secrecy about the health advice that has underpinned the decisions to shut down our economy and
impose the most draconian restrictions on the lives of Victorians.
This secrecy has come despite the unprecedented powers the Andrews Labor government has given
itself with the imposition of an extended state of emergency with onerous and burdensome restrictions
over the lives of every Victorian.
This unacceptable level of secrecy has led to confusion and uncertainty about the rationale for the
draconian restrictions imposed. This has been compounded by the conflicting statements coming from
the minister, the CHO and the so-called testing commander.
The bill will lift this veil of secrecy and require the CHO to produce to Parliament documents upon
which the decision is based to make a direction or order that imposes restrictions, while a state of
emergency exists.
The bill will create a review mechanism where the CHO believes the production of certain documents
would be contrary to the public health interest and require Parliament’s Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) to determine the public interest and whether those documents in
dispute should be publicly released by tabling in Parliament.
Victorians are increasingly sceptical and frustrated at being told what to do but not given the
information upon which these life-changing decisions are being made.
The Andrews Labor government must lift the veil of secrecy and that’s exactly what this bill will do.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (09:41): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned for two weeks.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned for two weeks.
Papers
PAPERS
Tabled by Clerk:
Commission for Children and Young People—Our youth, our way: Inquiry into the over-representation of
Aboriginal children and young people in the Victorian youth justice system (Ordered to be published).
Ombudsman—Investigation into Melton City Council’s engagement of IT company, MK Datanet Pty Ltd,
June 2021 (Ordered to be published).
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003—Inspection Report by the Victorian Inspectorate on Victoria
Police records scheduled for inspection for the period March 2020 to September 2020.

Production of documents
BELT AND ROAD INITIATIVE
The Clerk: I lay on the table a letter from the Attorney-General dated 8 June 2021 in response to
the resolution of the Council of 26 May 2021 on the motion from Mr Davis relating to the
memorandum of understanding with China’s National Development and Reform Commission. The
government has identified one document within the scope of the order. A claim of executive privilege
has been made over that document in full on the basis that disclosure would jeopardise the public
interest by prejudicing diplomatic relations. I also lay on the table the schedule of that document.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, this is a Belt and Road Initiative. It is the third Belt and
Road Initiative signed by the state government with the People’s Republic of China. How can
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executive privilege be claimed on a document of that nature? This is a binding agreement between our
state and the Chinese government, the People’s Republic of China. This is a cover-up.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Davis, you know that is not a point of order. There is nothing I can
do about it.
Business of the house
NOTICES
Notices of motion given.
Members statements
WESTERN SUBURBS TREE PLANTING
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(09:47): The pandemic reminds us of how important it is for our physical and mental health to have
green open spaces close to home. I was really thrilled that the 2021–22 Victorian budget committed
to planting 500 000 new trees in Melbourne’s west, which will create cooler spaces for families in the
western suburbs to enjoy for generations to come. The Labor government will invest $5 million to
plant the new trees in growth areas across six councils, providing more shade and green spaces, driving
down pollution and improving air quality. These new trees, ranging from saplings to more mature
trees, will also help reduce the urban heat island effect, which leads to high temperatures and lower air
quality. Currently I understand that the western suburbs experience the greatest urban heat island effect
across metropolitan Melbourne.
Funding will also be made available through grants to community organisations and local councils,
and organisations with projects already underway will be able to apply for funding to scale up those
projects. These new trees will begin going into the ground in September, providing vital new habitat
for urban biodiversity and increasing links between existing trees and connections between parks.
They will add to the thousands of hectares of new open space and parklands delivered under the Labor
government’s $154 million suburban parks program, including 22 new upgraded parks in
Melbourne’s west. I am so pleased these trees will mean more families in my electorate can enjoy the
physical and mental health benefits of having a cooler, cleaner environment around them.
COVID-19
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (09:48): Throughout the Andrews government’s fourth lockdown,
which genomic sequencing has revealed is caused by systemic failures in our hotel quarantine, my
electorate in Gippsland has not had one active case nor any exposure sites, yet the pain caused by
lockdown restrictions on small business, on our community sport and on programs is harsh and
unjustified. Gyms, dance studios, indoor sports, swimming programs, hydrotherapy for disabled and
rehabilitation sessions—the list of things that the Andrews government has ground to a halt is long.
Our pubs and our clubs are getting smashed. It is not only that the financial scattering of grant money
will not compensate, it is also the social dislocation that is just so unfair. Like many constituents who
have contacted me, I am concerned about the decline in our mental health and our physical health.
This government has to listen to sense, and I call on it to release regional Victoria to pre-lockdown
conditions this Thursday.
SEVERE WEATHER EVENT
Ms BATH: The Bureau of Meteorology has indicated that in Gippsland today we are in for a severe
bout of weather, with rain and potential floods and thunderstorms. I would like to sincerely thank all
of the service personnel who are out in force, who have chainsaws in hand or who are coordinating
this emergency response—our SES, our CFA, our Victoria Police—and certainly also a big shout-out
to the Gippsland incident control centre, which is above my office. I hope that everyone remains safe
and sound.
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TRANSFAMILY: AUSTRALIAN STORIES FROM LOVED ONES OF TRANS AND
GENDER DIVERSE PEOPLE
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (09:50): A few weeks ago I was honoured to be asked to launch
a fantastic new book, TransFamily: Australian Stories from Loved Ones of Trans and Gender Diverse
People. This book is the culmination of years of work by Sally Goldner, AM, co-convener of
Transfamily Victoria, and Lyn McDonald, Carolynne and Chris from Transfamily. Many families feel
all at sea when a family member comes out. They are not aware of the resources available to them and
often are not even sure how to initiate important conversations with the member of their family who
has come out. This book breaks down so many barriers by putting in print the lived experiences of
families with a trans or gender-diverse person, and so much of what is written is relatable to all. It will,
most importantly, allay fears for them—fear of saying or doing something wrong, fear of the unknown
for them—and give them tools on how to process what they are feeling. It will also serve as a
wonderful aid for inclusivity in the whole community.
RO ALLEN
Mr MEDDICK: On another note, I wish to congratulate the legend, the champion of the
LGBTIQA+ community, Ro Allen, on her appointment as the new Victorian equal opportunity and
human rights commissioner. Ro has been a beacon of compassion, of bringing communities together,
and her appointment will further strengthen that work.
DONCASTER DRAGONS
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:52): I rise to make a contribution in regard to a recent
announcement through the Local Sports Infrastructure Fund. I am really pleased to announce that the
Doncaster Dragons, who are situated at the Deep Creek Reserve baseball pavilion in Doncaster, are
going to receive $480 000 as a contribution towards the baseball pavilion redevelopment. I am proud
to say that this sizeable contribution that the state government is making to the redevelopment of this
pavilion will include female-friendly facilities as part of the overall redevelopment.
The Doncaster Dragons baseball club are a wonderful grassroots community sporting club who
support women’s sport. Doncaster Dragons have been supporting women’s baseball for over 20 years,
and I could not think of a local baseball club that is more deserving of an upgrade to their clubrooms.
Doncaster Dragons have claimed three Victorian women’s division 1 premierships, with eight
women’s premierships in total claimed by the Dragons women’s teams in the past five years. I would
like to say a hearty congratulations to the Doncaster Dragons, and I look forward to a return visit to
pitch the first ball or maybe even dust off my batting skills at their opening season match.
EUDY
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (09:53): I rise today to speak about a very special maremma
dog named Eudy. Eudy was 12 when she passed away last week and had just gone into retirement
after a long but joyful career. She had served as a penguin protector since 2006 on Middle Island, just
outside Warrnambool. The big, white, fluffy pooch and her sister Tula became famous from the
success of the 2015 movie Oddball, featuring Shane Jacobson, which I am sure we have all seen. Eudy
had become an icon of the globally recognised Middle Island maremma project but was also a very
important local icon too. I am so pleased to see that a public memorial on Middle Island is being
planned for Eudy. It was after all her favourite place. My thoughts go out to Trish Corbett, Professor
Rob Wallis and all of the volunteers who will dearly miss Eudy. Dogs are not just animals; they are
family. Rest in peace, Eudy, and we thank you for all you did in protecting the penguins on Middle
Island.
BUDDHA’S DAY AND MULTICULTURAL FESTIVAL
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (09:54): On 15 May I represented the Honourable James
Merlino, Acting Premier of Victoria, and the Honourable Ros Spence, Minister for Multicultural
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Affairs, at the ceremony of Buddha’s Day and the opening of the Multicultural Festival 2021 at
Federation Square. Buddhism teaches the pursuit of kindness, wisdom, tolerance and compassion.
These are values all Victorians can relate to and have embraced through the global pandemic we have
fought together. Witnessing the kindness of Victorians in so many organisations tirelessly supporting
communities through difficult times demonstrates how our state pulls together with support and
compassion. I thank the organisers of the Buddha’s Day and Multicultural Festival, now in its
25th year. I am proud to be part of a government that celebrates Victorian cultural diversity and
vibrancy.
ROTARY INTERNATIONAL
Dr KIEU: On another matter, Rotary International has been working to eradicate polio for more
than 35 years. Two weeks ago I attended a fundraising night by the Rotary Club of Springvale City.
The club raised an astounding $12 000 towards the eradication of polio that night. I want to extend my
appreciation to Rotary for their tireless humanitarian contribution to those in need across the world.
On the same occasion it was a great honour for me to be recognised as a Paul Harris Fellow of the
Rotary Foundation of Rotary International. I was truly humbled by this kind recognition.
COVID-19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (09:55): I want to make a
comment on the need for public health transparency. We are about to lock down the state for a longer
period effectively by putting a circle around where people can move. It is outrageous that the
government is doing this without proper transparency and without the release of the health advice. The
chief health officer has given advice. It is time that this information came out publicly, and I welcome
Ms Crozier reading the bill into the chamber today, the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
(Greater Transparency and Accountability) Bill 2021, and pay tribute to the work done by
Mr O’Donohue on that bill. That bill will try and crack open this secretive government.
It is one of the most scandalous things that millions of people have been locked down without the
reasons being provided. Surely the chief health officer can provide this information. Why is it
5 kilometres, 10 kilometres, 15 kilometres or 25 kilometres? What is the science behind that? Is it
proportionate? Is it transparent? Is it accountable? The answer to all of this is: it is not transparent and
it is not accountable. It is an outrage that this information is being withheld from Victorians. Businesses
have been locked down, lives ruined and schoolkids harmed in a whole range of ways, and the
government and the chief health officer will not release this information. It is time for openness, it is
time for transparency, it is time for accountability and it is time Daniel Andrews and his government
came clean.
Members interjecting.
Dr Cumming: On a point of order, President, you have ruled before that members statements
should not be interjected on.
Ms Shing: Further to the point of order, President, I think that in line with your previous rulings
Dr Cumming might do well to listen to some of that advice herself, given the level at which
interjections are able to be heard from her on a very regular basis.
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no point of order. Interjections are not welcome in the house,
and again members cannot interject if they are not sitting in their allocated seats.
Ms Shing: On a point of order, President, I actually just heard Dr Cumming make a noise directed
at me after the point of order that I raised. I would actually seek that she withdraw that.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Ms Shing: Again, Mr Finn, be careful, because I am sick of hearing noises from you as well
whenever I make a comment. I hear chicken noises from you, Dr Cumming, and ‘Hello, Cocky’ from
you, Mr Finn, whenever I make any contribution in this house. It is absolutely disgusting, and I am
sick of it.
The PRESIDENT: Dr Cumming, may I ask, if you made that comment, please withdraw.
Dr Cumming: President, I made a noise—
Ms Shing: And an action.
Dr Cumming: Yes, I did too. That is exactly right.
Ms Shing: Withdraw it.
Dr Cumming: I am more than happy to withdraw it.
The PRESIDENT: When I ask for something, you withdraw and you sit down.
COVID-19
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (09:59): I speak today about the blanket restrictions that
were put in place at the beginning of this lockdown. Imagine my surprise when I came into Parliament
last week to find the gardeners working in these grounds. During the first week of lockdown gardeners
elsewhere were prevented from working, even though they have COVID-safe plans in place. Last year
I spoke about the government’s absurd restrictions on a number of industries that were unable to open
throughout the lockdowns, including gardening, landscaping, mowing services, home cleaners and
gyms for mental health, just to name a few. The government does not seem to have learned any lessons
from the lockdowns last year, and here we are again with the blanket restrictions, as well as a blanket
lockdown for the whole of Victoria. It was not targeted, it was not proportionate and it was not lifted
as soon as it could have been. We did not get to see the advice that it was based on despite this chamber
calling consistently to see the health advice. You are playing with people’s lives and their mental
health, so show some humanity.
And if you wish to laugh while I am making my members statement, government members, feel free.
Ms Symes: Dr Cumming, I was having a private conversation with Ms Shing. It was a humorous
conversation, but I apologise—it was not directed at you.
SIKH VOLUNTEERS AUSTRALIA
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (10:01): All the way through this pandemic we
have seen Victorians supporting each other in so many ways—by dropping off groceries to others,
checking in on someone who might be struggling or supporting local businesses. I have countless
inspiring examples of people going above and beyond to care for others. One which stands out is the
selfless contribution being made by the dedicated team of volunteers at Sikh Volunteers Australia,
who are continuing their amazing efforts to prepare, cook and distribute free meals to people in need
across seven municipalities during the circuit-breaker lockdown.
Each day around 30 volunteer drivers are helping to deliver around 1100 freshly cooked vegetarian
meals that have been prepared, cooked and packed over a 12-hour period across two shifts by teams
of volunteers to the elderly, single mums, the self-isolated, the unemployed, international students, the
homeless and those in need throughout the south-east. Narre Warren SES volunteers are amongst the
volunteer drivers who, like so many others, have been on the receiving end of these meals during
natural disasters like Victoria’s floods and bushfires. During last year’s lockdown Sikh volunteers
made and distributed over 140 000 meals.
These unprecedented times have asked a lot of everyone, and Sikh volunteers have met this challenge
with altruism, energy and commitment to the welfare of others time and time again. Their kindness is
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welcomed and contagious, as evidenced by the support they have been inundated with and the
messages they have received, like this one:
I might have been able to keep it together when you were here, but as soon as you left, the tears really flowed.
I cannot wait until we are back on our feet and can contribute to your incredible cause.

To the entire Sikh Volunteers Australia team, thank you for the amazing and inspiring work you have
done and continue to do, making such a difference in the lives of so many in our community, changing
lives and exchanging food for a smile.
BOWEL CANCER AWARENESS MONTH
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (10:02): June is Bowel Cancer Awareness Month, and
that is why I am wearing this red-apple ribbon today. I would like this opportunity to encourage all
Victorians to learn more about the risks of bowel cancer and to help spread awareness of the
importance of screening. Bowel cancer is not only the third most common type of newly diagnosed
cancer, with almost 300 Australians being diagnosed each week and over 15 000 per year, it is also
the second-deadliest cancer in Australia, taking the lives of over 100 Australians every week and more
than 5300 every year.
The experts tell us that early diagnosis is the key to being successfully treated. However, fewer than
50 per cent of cases are detected early enough. With nearly 4000 Victorians diagnosed with bowel
cancer in 2019, it is critical that we raise awareness of the risk factors and promote better and more
regular screening. Between the ages of 50 and 74 it is recommended that Australians undertake
screening every two years, which can be done simply at home. This non-invasive and easy-to-do test
is one of the most important tools we have in preventing death from bowel cancer.
Finally, I would like to acknowledge the work of Bowel Cancer Australia during this month and every
month in the year. Their website is a valuable resource, and I encourage everyone to look at it this
June. Let us all get behind this cause and raise awareness about bowel cancer.
WESTERN BULLDOGS COMMUNITY FOUNDATION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (10:04): Last week I attended the Sons of the West online
graduation ceremony organised by the Western Bulldogs Community Foundation. Western Bulldogs
young player Cody Weightman also joined us virtually for this event, along with a few Wyndham city
councillors. The Sons of the West program is in its eighth year now, and it covers several topics,
including mental health, nutrition and food sustainability, healthy masculinity, cancer prevention,
Aboriginal culture and history, and more. The program runs over the course of 10 weeks. The Western
Bulldogs Community Foundation delivered this program in partnership with Wyndham City Council,
Western Leisure Services, WorkSafe, Australian Multicultural Community Services and other local
service providers. Twenty-nine men graduated from the Wyndham program. The program was
delivered across 13 different sites to over 400 men.
This program reflects the rich cultural diversity we have in the Wyndham city and the diverse state of
Victoria. I wish to thank Dimity Gannon and Alyssa Huxtable from the Western Bulldogs Community
Foundation for bringing this event together. I wish to thank Kashif Bouns, the GM of the foundation,
for his hard work and leadership. The Western Bulldogs Community Foundation’s Daughters of the
West women’s health program starts in July, and registrations will open shortly. I urge women from
the Western Metropolitan Region to register if they have not already done so. Thank you to Western
Bulldogs for promoting excellent health initiatives for both men and women and conveying its
importance to our diverse communities in the west.
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Bills
EMERGENCY POWERS SAFEGUARDS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr QUILTY:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:06): I rise to speak on the Emergency Powers Safeguards
Legislation Amendment Bill 2021. What I want to do is to talk about these amendments as they are
proposed by Mr Quilty to the substantive act, and in doing so I want to talk about the basis for which
the government will not be supporting Mr Quilty’s amendments. In doing so, I need to put on the
record a number of elements that comprise the current operation of the state-of-emergency powers and
then to compare and contrast them with the frameworks which exist in other jurisdictions. It is really
important that when we talk about Victoria’s response to the pandemic we have a benchmark against
which we can talk about regulation in other states and the way in which Victoria, along with every
other state, along with so many other jurisdictions around the world, requires a proper foundation upon
which to make decisions which are guided—notwithstanding any claims that we may hear from those
opposite—by expert public health advice and which are proportionate, reasonable and necessary in
order to safeguard the health particularly of those in our community who are most vulnerable. This
includes the elderly, those who are immunocompromised and immunosuppressed and those who have
pre-existing conditions which preclude them from access to the vaccination program which is rolling
out at a great pace in Victoria and which hopefully will continue to escalate in urgency as the
commonwealth meets, albeit late, its own obligations under the vaccination program.
Now, the current situation that we have around case numbers, exposure sites and transmissions around
Victoria has sharpened the focus of the public discourse and debate around the need for emergency
powers to be able to contain the spread of any outbreak and to ensure that appropriate measures are in
place to prevent the spread of the virus in the Victorian community. What we have seen in the course
of this particular outbreak has been a variant, the delta variant, and another, the kappa variant, which
are, according to the chief health officer and to the epidemiological experts, 50 per cent more virulent,
which spread at a rapid rate of knots. We only have to look to India and South Asia to see the
devastation that these variants are causing as they cut a swathe through other jurisdictions.
We know that we have no choice but to face the awful reality of this pandemic, and we also know—
and this is something which again is a reasonably recent development in our understanding of the
virus, at least when we look at Dr Nick Coatsworth’s commentary around earlier views held by him
that this was not airborne—that this is a virus which is not transmitted by microaerosols but rather
transmitted by droplets which come to rest on surfaces. Every day our understanding of the way in
which this virus and its variants behave is continuing to evolve, and it stands to reason then that every
day we must be in a position to meet our obligations across the state to keep our vulnerable cohorts
safe while we roll out that vaccination program, as I mentioned.
Last year we as a state worked too hard to contain the outbreaks which shut us down for much of the
year to now forsake these gains in favour of a bill and an amendment such as this one. We have seen,
as has occurred in other countries, that one case becomes 10 cases becomes 100 cases and that then
the add-on work, the extra benefit of contact tracing—which, as the chief health officer has indicated,
is not magic but an important component of our response to the virus and the necessary health advice
to contain it—is not effective once the case numbers reach a certain tipping point. We have seen this
in the UK. We have seen this in the US. We have seen this in continental Europe. We have seen this
in Asia. The devastation is tragic.
So what we need to do in Victoria is continue the work associated with declarations of states of
emergency while we work on pandemic-specific legislation. This is something which other
jurisdictions already have by way, effectively, of ongoing capacity to make declarations without the
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need to seek extensions. This is the case already in New South Wales. This is the case, as I understand
it, in Western Australia. I am very, very happy to be corrected on that point, but we know that other
jurisdictions around our country have the means and the mechanisms within existing regulatory
frameworks to extend states of emergency for as long a period as is reasonably necessary to effect
public safety measures to contain pandemic outbreaks such as the one that we have now and other
matters that extend to states of emergency and/or disaster.
This is—the existing framework—an integral part of the jigsaw of public health action taken at every
level of the state. From the legislature through to the executive through to the way in which police and
law enforcement activities are undertaken through to the work of our healthcare workers across the
board—from clinicians through to hospital cleaners, from orderlies through to porters, people who are
moving into situations of inherent risk to themselves—we know that measures such as those which
have been enabled under the state of emergency as it currently operates are reasonable and necessary
and we also know that they work.
Face coverings and specifically masks have been a key part of our response to the pandemic. Hand
sanitiser, QR codes and, as a point of hardship but a point of necessity, restrictions which have
confined the movement of people in order to break chains of transmission are all reasonable and
necessary and proportionate. Yes, there is a degree of sacrifice—in many instances a huge degree of
sacrifice—required in order to stop this virus from taking hold. We need only look to other
jurisdictions to see how quickly this can occur.
The chief health officer has been very clear that one case can become 100 in a week, that within two
weeks one case can become 1000 cases. Daily press conferences, question-and-answer sessions,
ongoing briefings and materials being provided at length and in great detail to members of the public,
to members of the health sector and to members of Parliament, should they wish to avail themselves
of it, have all been really important around a measure of transparency and the greatest measure of
certainty that we can provide against the backdrop and landscape of extreme uncertainty given the
nature of the virus itself. We know from the UK variant, from the South African variant, from the delta
and kappa variants, that this virus is more innovative in the way in which it evolves than a static public
health response can adequately tackle. This virus evolves. This virus is by its very characteristics able
to continue to change and continue to become more effective at transmission, and we need to evolve
with it.
It is inherently important that when we discuss the state of emergency we are not thinking about this
as a theoretical exercise—that we are in fact grounded in the practical consequences of allowing this
virus to run its course. We know from the public discourse on this that leaders, in particular in this
country conservative leaders, have argued very strongly for the economy to open, for borders to remain
open, for aged-care visitation to remain open. Had we been in that position whereby that advice had
been adopted, our situation would be different around daily case numbers, the number of
hospitalisations, the number of people whose lives may yet be impacted, whose wellbeing and quality
of daily life may yet be disadvantaged through what we are continuing to learn about the nature of this
virus—that long COVID is in fact something which other countries are seeing as occurring to
compromise the quality of life and the health and the wellbeing of patients for many, many months
after they are no longer symptomatic.
We need mechanisms here in this state which sit alongside those frameworks which already operate
in other Australian states to be able to make the necessary decisions based on evidence, based on public
health advice, based on the views of the experts to take action—no more than is reasonably
proportionate or reasonably necessary, no more than is required in order to safeguard our vulnerable
cohorts and to enact frameworks that secure our long-term health and wellbeing. And not just in a
physiological sense, not just in an individual sense, not just as it relates to families or to specific
workplaces or to specific cohorts and specific communities—it is about the entire state. It is about the
way in which measured decisions can be taken—again, as we have seen with the easing of
restrictions—to flex our response in a way that balances the competing priorities of economic
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investment and growth, of jobs, of security, of enabling families and workers to put bread on the table
and to pay their bills. But we also know that without a proportionate health response these other
elements will simply not be possible. They will not be possible because of the strain on our health and
hospital system. They will not be possible because of the ongoing need to expedite the
commonwealth’s vaccination program. They will not be possible because we are yet to see dedicated
quarantine facilities, such as Howard Springs, being constructed in other states—despite state
jurisdictions across the board calling for the commonwealth to actually meet its obligations under
section 51(ix) of the constitution.
We have so much work to do to make sure that we evolve and that we have the regulatory mechanisms
in place to do this. The public health directions issued under the state-of-emergency declaration must
comply with the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, and they must also comply with the Charter
of Human Rights and Responsibilities. Depending on the government of the day the charter has either
some work to do, a lot of work to do or, in the case of what we saw in the previous coalition
government, no work to do. The Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities, at least as far as we
are concerned, being a Labor promise that we delivered on with former Attorney-General Rob Hulls
in this very Victorian Parliament, is something which is an inherent recognition of the rights as they
may be affected by individuals and by specific cohorts in the development and implementation of
legislation. The charter is a hugely important part of the work that we do in scrutiny, as a Labor
government in particular, of the impact of legislation and of declarations such as those which are
enabled under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act in the context of a state-of-emergency declaration.
What we have in this particular instance is a state of emergency that can be extended until
15 December this year. This is crucial again beyond the theoretical context. It is crucial because we
know, as we have seen from the colder weather and the way in which Victorians move around and the
way in which families live in Victoria in different ways to other states and other jurisdictions, that the
winter period is a particularly risky season for the transmission of COVID. People gather together in
warm environments where due to the nature of the difference between external and inside temperatures
it is not in fact important or considered to be a priority to provide ventilation in the terms necessary to
minimise spread. There is a reason that restrictions have excluded use of indoor public pools, spas and
saunas. It is because of the very nature of these confined spaces where microaerosols and these
microdroplets can actually hang around in the air. In the same way that we know that hotels are not
built for quarantine, we know that there are some environments and circumstances such as those that
I have just referred to which are particularly risky.
We also know that there is going to be a need for emergency powers beyond December. Other
jurisdictions also know this. That is why, as I referred to earlier, we are continuing the work in earnest
to develop standalone pandemic legislation. Pandemics are not new to Victoria or indeed to the world,
but we now know, based again on expert health advice and modelling, that pandemics are likely to
become more frequent, are likely to require proportionate, reasonable and necessary implementation
of actions by governments, responsible governments, to contain their spread. We are in fact revisiting
history in the way that we lived it or at least our grandparents lived it in the course of the Spanish flu,
where masks were required, where rules were in place to safeguard the public. There will always be
people who object, as is their right, to these public health measures, whatever they may be, and they
will object on the basis that any such action by a government involves an impingement upon personal
rights and freedoms, which is a detraction from the right to live freely in our state and to make up the
rules as we go along. The social contract, however, that we have in place in this state has laws in place
which require people, as part of enjoying the protections and securities that come with a framework
of rights, of legislation and of regulation, to also comply with laws and regulations that are enacted,
such as those relating to mask wearing, such as those which limit activities and such as those which
have put in place requirements such as the rule to work from home if you can work from home.
What we also know from the restrictions which have been in place is that there has been a very delicate
balancing act, particularly around permitted workers and authorised activities. The restrictions are not
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just about a four-page summary table. They are about nuance, about the distinctions in geography
which have by reference to local government areas separated metropolitan areas from regional
boundaries and from regional LGAs which, as Ms Bath indicated earlier today, have been required—
and in many people’s views unfairly or unreasonably—to comply with restrictions despite the lack of
cases in regional Victoria. When I think about the occurrence of a breach in the metropolitan regional
boundary by somebody who then went from, as I recall, Mount Waverley to Orbost and closed that
town down because of the risks associated, particularly for vulnerable cohorts, with transmission, I
think about the worry and the confusion and the uncertainty caused not by regulation, not by public
health advice, but by the existence of a positive case in that community. And I think that in fact it was
reasonable and it was necessary and it was proportionate to have in place that ring of steel that existed
during the lockdowns that we have all experienced.
We do not have the ring of steel this time around, and we do not have it because the advice has
continued to evolve from law enforcement as part of public health responses, as part of the allocation
of resources in an efficient and proportionate way. What we have had is a collective effort in our
frontline workforces to minimise transmission. We have seen herculean efforts, often at great cost and
sacrifice, by everyone, from our paramedics through to our teachers, from our cleaners through to our
police officers. We have seen contact tracers work tirelessly to release information about hundreds of
exposure sites. We have seen a relentless commitment by those on the front line to continuously
improve, to continuously get better, to match the evolution of this virus as it moves from variant to
variant, from strain to strain, without regard for borders, without regard for the wishes of communities
that things were different.
We all want things to be better. We have all experienced in our own ways enormous damage caused
by this particular pandemic, caused by this virus and its variants. This is a challenge which we will
continue to need to face into the future, and that is why pandemic-specific legislation is necessary. I
look forward to the debate on that particular legislation, and I look forward to the measured discussion
of the need for a capacity to enact states of emergency by declaration when and as they are needed.
These decisions are not taken lightly. Anybody claiming that any of these actions taken by government
have been flippant or have been undertaken for an improper or nefarious purpose is peddling
conspiracy. Anyone claiming that this is some form of agenda to undermine personal rights and
freedoms without actually thinking about case numbers, about exposure sites, about chains of
transmission and, fundamentally, the damage caused by this virus, directly and indirectly, is tilting at
windmills.
We have so much work to do to be unified as a Parliament in the way in which we work toward
combating and tackling existing case numbers; managing risk associated with future transmission;
growing and recovering our economy; and crucially taking care of, as the Acting Premier has said, the
long tail of this pandemic as it relates to mental health and wellbeing. We have so much work in
addition to that to prepare for and to be ready for future pandemics.
The commonwealth’s belated welcoming of a plan to build a quarantine facility at Mickleham or
Avalon is a really great step forward. The commonwealth’s work to continue to engage with the best
version of a vaccination rollout that it can—it is late, but it is better than it was. The commonwealth’s
preparedness, at least early on, to engage with income support and welfare engagement for those who
are most vulnerable through JobKeeper and JobSeeker was a welcome development.
We need more, however. We need more beyond the investments that we have made, which include
just under $500 million—half a billion dollars—in business support, including for SMEs and for sole
traders; the $450 payment that exists for individuals who need to get tested because they are
symptomatic and are waiting on the results; and the $1500 payments which are available for those
who are required to isolate and quarantine in certain circumstances or who are taking care of somebody
in those circumstances. We are paying at the rate of about $2 million a day to assist people through
these mechanisms. We are doing our best to create the best environment possible to enable crucially
hit sectors and industries to recover and, with the travel vouchers, create the capacity to support
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particularly our regional economies, particularly in winter months, where in the snow season these
businesses are reliant upon people coming to their doors and staying and spending money.
We are keenly aware of the impact of the state-of-emergency declaration as it has formed the basis for
restrictions that have been reasonable and proportionate and necessary. We do not shy away from the
reality of what these declarations and the subsequent restrictions have meant for Victorian
communities. It is hard—it is devastatingly hard. It is traumatic and it is distressing. It is isolating and
it is disconnecting. And the work goes on to make sure that we can emerge from outbreaks and we
can tackle not just these variants—the kappa and the delta—but future variants until such time as we
have dedicated quarantine facilities built by the commonwealth in a way which means that they are as
secure as Howard Springs, the only quarantine centre, in the Northern Territory, not to have had an
outbreak. We are doing everything necessary to help our economies recover and to help people—
fundamentally this is about people—to recover.
It was an interesting debate yesterday in relation to the State Taxation and Mental Health Acts
Amendment Bill 2021 and the need for investment in a completely new mental health system. As we
heard from those commissioners who were part of the royal commission—who contributed alongside
clinicians, industry practitioners, workforce representatives and those, most importantly, with lived
experience of mental illness—these issues are real, and they are real against the backdrop of existing
health concerns and crises which require our immediate attention.
As we saw after Black Saturday in 2009, as we saw after 1.5 million hectares were destroyed by
bushfire just over a year ago, the devastation of major events and catastrophes, which include
pandemics and other such devastating events, requires ongoing investment, but it also requires the
dexterity of those in positions of expert knowledge and understanding to be able to make decisions as
they see fit. We are seeing this occur in other states. We are seeing this occur in ways which are
proportionate. We as a government have not acted lightly in taking the decisions that we have.
The Premier did not act lightly when he stood up for more than 120 days in a row to take every question
from every journalist present at every single one of the press conferences and public updates. The chief
health officer has not shied away from taking every question pointed in his direction. The chief
commander, Jeroen Weimar, has not shied away from every question asked about the public health
response and about what is occurring necessarily and in a proportionate way and reasonably in order
to understand where chains of transmission are, where exposure sites are, where cases are and what is
being done to end those chains of transmission where they arise.
We know that limitations on movement, as hard as they are, work. We have beaten outbreaks before.
Today’s case numbers give us confidence and comfort that the same thing is working again now, and
it is working because of Victorians’ preparedness to do the right thing, as hard as it is. It is therefore
our responsibility to continue to have these frameworks in place through the capacity to make and
extend states of emergency by declaration to continue this work into the future. We reject Mr Quilty’s
amendment for those reasons.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (10:36): I rise to speak to the bill introduced by Mr Quilty
on behalf of the Liberal Democrats, and I want to commend his efforts in putting this bill to the house
because it is an important debate we are having. It is an important debate because what this bill does
is seek to curb the powers of ministers and public officials in exercising emergency powers. We have
seen over the last 15 months the extent of how the government has exercised those extraordinary
powers and the impacts that that has had on Victorians.
Now, Victoria is in its fourth lockdown—fourth lockdown. No other state is in this position. I listened
to Ms Shing as she was debating against this bill, and she spoke about other jurisdictions around the
country. Well, none of those other jurisdictions are experiencing a fourth lockdown; none of them are
having the impacts that we are seeing with our children—the massive impacts on mental health, the
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self-harm and the huge issues that are surrounding those circumstances for children who have spent
over two terms not going to school. These are massive issues.
Ms Terpstra: That’s a lie.
Ms CROZIER: I hear the interjection, ‘That’s a lie’. Well, look at the data, I say, Ms Terpstra.
Ms Shing said also that QR codes and restrictions on movement are in place. We know the debacle
that has been going on with QR codes. I was calling for a single QR code app last September. This
government could not get it in place until just 10 days ago. Other states have had this in place, and yet
this government refuses to take note of what other jurisdictions are doing.
Ms Shing also said there were restrictions on movement and on liberties and freedoms. Well, there are
liberties and freedoms that we all appreciate in a thriving democracy, but one wonders where we are
going with democracy in this state when our restrictions so limit us, as we saw by the curfew decision
of last year made not by the chief health officer and not on health advice according to the chief health
officer but by government officials. This bill addresses those extraordinary powers and seeks to curb
them. It is a reasonable request that as Victorians we want to understand what is going on. We
understand there needs to be a mechanism in place when there is a state of disaster or if it is a bushfire,
as we saw just 18 months ago and on Black Saturday, which has been referenced. Of course we need
to have mechanisms in place for states of emergency and states of disaster, but this state of emergency
is ongoing. There is no break to this state of emergency.
This government cannot get anything right, and of course we are enabling the government to impose
these restrictions on us. Today we are seeing the dribbling out to the media about the release of
restrictions on Friday. They are saying Melburnians will be out of lockdown—no, they will not be.
They can travel 25 kilometres. Give us the advice, not these extraordinary powers that are exercised
under the state-of-emergency and state-of-disaster bills. That is what Mr Quilty is asking for in terms
of putting it to the Parliament and having the power of the Parliament, of us as elected representatives
that represent all Victorians in this house and in the other place, to have a look at those, and I think
that is absolutely, entirely reasonable. I want to say that Mr Quilty’s reasons are, I think, concerns that
we had when we debated the state-of-emergency extensions last year. Many of those issues were raised
at the time.
There is only one thing—and I have actually spoken to Mr Quilty around some of the concerns I
have—that I will just flag to the chamber in relation to the penalties applied. I am not disputing that
offences should be in place for a health official, minister or anyone else in relation to some of these
decisions, but the penalties around those are fairly steep, I would have to say. I do not want some
public official to be unnecessarily caught up in something if the government of the day is demanding
that a decision is undertaken rather than what has actually been said. We need more transparency on
this, and I would hate for any unelected public official to be caught up in that part of the bill. So I just
flag that at this point.
I know we have got limited time to be able to debate this bill because of the number of speakers who
want to speak, so I am going to just say in conclusion in relation to Mr Quilty’s bill that he has brought
into the house that the Liberals and Nationals share many of the concerns that he has highlighted both
in his second-reading speech and through the information that he has provided to us. This is an
important element: that the exercise of power by unelected officials that we are seeing today, that we
are all experiencing today, does not go unchecked. That is, I think, an important element as to why
this is an important debate that we are having today.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (10:42): I am pleased to speak in support of the
Liberal Democrats’ Emergency Powers Safeguards Legislation Amendment Bill 2021, but I am also
dismayed that we need to debate democratic decision-making and accountability in this place. Ever
since the state of emergency was first called in March last year I have done my utmost in this place
and in the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee to find out how the government justifies locking
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up 6.5 million Victorians and restricting their human rights without a vote. I have asked many different
questions, all in good faith, but the answers amount to the same thing: the harms are not measured,
there is no published medical advice and the human rights assessments are secret. I feel the same
frustration as my constituents when they tell me they are not being heard by the government. The
government are not listening to members of Parliament either, largely because this seemingly endless
state of emergency means they do not have to. When I asked senior health bureaucrats about the mental
health impacts on kids who are not coping with online learning, they admitted their decisions have
nothing to do with the safety of children, just some vague idea about preventing movement in the
community.
Since the government cannot say what the harms are, I have had to turn to feedback from my
constituents. This has come in the form of phone calls, messages on social media and letters. These
people are not activists; many are just mums and dads who are worried sick about their kids, business
owners worried about going bankrupt and people who live alone who worry about their own mental
health. A social media page, Voice for Victoria, has provided a great service by collecting hundreds
of these stories from people struggling under lockdown on its Instagram and Twitter pages. I am not
going to read the worst of these, because some are extremely harrowing. However, I will tell you a
few to give you an idea of the kinds of messages I receive and I assume other members of Parliament
also receive.
A young mother said lockdown had caused maternal healthcare workers to cancel all of their
appointments. Her 18-month-old had not had a single health professional lay eyes on her in 14 months.
The young mother described the experience as ‘isolating and extremely worrying’. Another mother
said that during the first two lockdowns her toddler stopped going to child care. When the parks opened
up she would become hysterical any time another child came within a metre of her. She said damage
during that time was far worse than the slight risk of either of them contracting the virus. Another one
said how all three of her girls, aged 13, 11 and eight, have cried their eyes out at some point and are
pessimistic about their futures. They do not understand why the government does not care about their
mental health. Another told of a daughter who was so depressed that she would not get out of bed. She
put on 15 kilograms of weight, and then when she went back to school she was bullied. Another said
her 14-year-old son became totally disengaged from school last year. He has not left his bedroom
except to eat since it started, and he is really worried about his future. A worker at a school with many
disadvantaged students told of being approached by a student who was crying because her home was
not safe.
Hearing stories like these creates a terrible feeling of helplessness for me because there is only so much
that I can do. My heart goes out to them. I can point people to support services. I can make an
occasional speech or raise an issue in Parliament, but I cannot make a meaningful vote about any
individual lockdown or other specific measure taken under the state of emergency, and this is a
travesty. This is not how democracy should work. Members of Parliament are here to represent the
people so they can be heard at the highest level. That is why we are here.
I understand that some of you may baulk at elements of the bill that would jail politicians or bureaucrats
for recklessly issuing unlawful orders, but if an individual can be jailed for unlawful imprisonment of
one person, why shouldn’t a politician or a bureaucrat be held accountable for locking up millions?
Accountability is the element that has been missing, and this bill will rectify that glaring omission and
put an end to the undemocratic, state-sanctioned bullying that we have witnessed over the last year.
I would urge my fellow members here to ask themselves whether they are truly reassured that all of
the directions are proportionate and the least restrictive of rights as required by the law. When the
underlying medical advice and the human rights charter assessments are not made public, how can
you truly know if the actions of the government are legal? How can anyone?
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Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:47): I rise to make a contribution in opposition to this
bill. I just want to start with some key facts. I listened to the contributions of Ms Crozier and also
Mr Limbrick. I have been listening to the contributions, and as Ms Shing put it in her contribution,
pandemics are not a new thing. We have been quite fortunate in this country at least to have not
experienced a pandemic for quite some time. It is concerning to me that much of this debate has
included suggestions or imputations that the state government is trying to act in such a way as to harm
people, to hurt people or to somehow take actions that are designed to impinge on people’s human
rights.
It is something that comes with being in a position where you have to govern: you have to take
responsibility for the actions that the government takes. I can assure everybody in this chamber, and
anyone who is watching at home, that members of Parliament who are sitting on the government
benches take every action possible to ensure that the actions they are taking are based on the best
medical health advice available. I think the theme that is coming through this sort of debate is that
when people do not understand something or think there is a lack of information, the natural reaction
is to immediately assume that there is some type of conspiracy against the people at large, and that is
not the case.
I think it is actually good that people are asking questions, because you should ask questions. If you
do not understand something, ask questions. And the questions that are being asked are being
answered. I think if I reflect on Ms Shing’s earlier contribution, our Premier stood up for 100-andsomething-odd days in a row answering questions from Murdoch journalists. These were tough
questions, and they were questions that—not like this place, where you come in here and there might
be Dorothy Dixers written by people to be answered—were asked by journalists who were
independent and turning up to press conferences and asking tough questions, and legitimately so, and
those questions have been answered.
I might also point out for members in this chamber and for anyone watching along at home that every
day the Department of Health publishes information on its website, and actually the Department of
Health has been quite responsive to any requests for updated information or changed information or
to have greater detail, more granular detail, about the sorts of information that is available. Those
requests have generally been agreed to, and websites have been updated. I will just give you an
example. I was looking at the New South Wales data on active cases, for example. Now, the way that
we report our active cases here in Victoria is we report cases that we know have come out of hotel
quarantine or community transmission. In New South Wales they simply say ‘active cases’. Now,
there are actually questions to be asked, and I wish the media would ask the leadership in New South
Wales, the Liberal state government, about why they only report active cases. Why don’t they say
whether some are community transmission or whether some are in hotel quarantine? I think that is a
legitimate question. So I can point to greater transparency in the way that our information is being
presented. Again, what I have noticed is that any time a request is made for greater information it is
generally given.
Having said that, I just want to thank Professor Sutton and the entire team at the Department of Health,
who in good faith turn up and answer questions from journalists and are responsive to requests for
information—Allen Cheng, Jeroen Weimar, Emma Cassar and the team, the thousands of people who
are behind the scenes working to keep Victorians safe, and also those contact tracers. The response to
this most recent cluster emerging was amazing, considering the quick response times within which
cases were identified. And I have got to thank the Victorian public as well for turning out in record
numbers and getting tested to help us keep this pandemic under wraps. It is an incredible amount of
work.
I just want to point out to those opposite, particularly Mr Limbrick and Mr Quilty, that the majority of
Victorians are with us on this, despite what you say and despite the concerns that are being raised. And
I note your concern, Mr Limbrick, about the stories you have had from people contacting you in your
electorate. I think every member in this chamber has had those same stories, and what I would say to
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you is: the best advice that I can give to anybody is to say that if you have people who are struggling
with mental health concerns, you are not a doctor and the best thing you can do is actually ensure that
those people get the help that they need and point them in the right direction so that they can get the
help they need. People have a lot of complex issues and problems going on in their lives, and there is
no doubt that this pandemic has presented a number of challenges, not only for the general public but
also for members sitting in this chamber who will be struggling with this as well. We are all human.
Despite what some people may think and want to have you believe, we are all human, and we have all
got our own ways in which we deal with our own mental health challenges. So none of us are any
different, and, yes, these things are challenging.
I just want to point to what Ms Crozier said earlier about lockdowns. I was just sitting here looking up
the amount of lockdowns that countries have gone through, and I could go through actually a very
long list of countries that enact lockdowns. So, again, to somehow suggest that a lockdown as a
response to a pandemic is not a viable response is not correct. Like I said earlier, I am all for people
asking questions so that there is transparency, but I think what happens is that when someone does not
like the answer or does not understand the answer the immediate response is, ‘Oh, it must be a
conspiracy’. That is dangerous, it is unhelpful and it does nothing to reassure the public that the best
health advice is being acted on by this government. Like I said, ask all the questions you like, ask for
transparency, ask for greater information to be made available—that is all perfectly fine—but just to
suggest that there is a conspiracy because you do not like the answer or your do not agree with it is
inappropriate, unhelpful and dangerous.
I think, from what I understand, this bill is going to go into committee stage. There will be some
questions that I am going to read into the record in a second, but it would be useful for Mr Quilty to
answer some of these questions in committee stage or perhaps even in his summing up.
Ms Taylor interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Even ahead of time. Whatever is most helpful to all those who might be playing
along at home and watching this debate—whatever. Again, these are the questions that I will just read
on the record now.
The premise of these amendments is that the use of public health powers in the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 has not been appropriate or proportionate. However, the use of these lockdowns
is not unique to Victoria or even Australia. We have seen these measures used around the world in
New Zealand, the United Kingdom, the United States, Canada, South Africa, Malaysia, Russia—and
the list goes on. I just alluded to that a second ago. In fact the lockdown last year and the hard work of
all Victorians are what have made Australia a unique example in the world of having such low cases
in the community and low levels of death. I believe in India at the moment some of the daily deaths
over there are in the order of 3000 deaths per day. It seems there has been a peak over there and those
numbers are declining, but that is astounding. So one of the questions I would like Mr Quilty to address
in committee or in his summing up is: what evidence does the member for Northern Victoria have to
support that these measures are not warranted?
The next question: given that the World Health Organization has declared this a global pandemic and
has yet to declare that the pandemic has ended, what evidence does the member have to support that
the emergency has ended when the World Health Organization has declared that it is an ongoing
emergency?
This bill seeks to introduce an offence for the minister to knowingly or recklessly make an invalid
declaration given that the bill allows this Parliament to disallow a declaration and ignore the public
health advice of experts. Why aren’t there similar offences in the bill for parliamentarians who vote to
put their communities at risk of this deadly virus?
Debating the state-of-emergency extension every single month would take up an extraordinary amount
of our time and the time of our staff at Parliament given that Parliament can only practically consider
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a certain amount of issues every sitting. Which important bills is the member willing to forgo to debate
these bills or these arrangements instead?
In October 2020 our public health response allowed us to quickly and effectively manage the spread
of COVID-19 in Shepparton and Benalla, with measures such as mandatory isolation and record
keeping a key part of stopping the spread in northern Victoria. Given that this bill puts the use of those
measures at risk, what assurances can the member give his constituents that this will not put their loved
ones’ businesses and way of life at risk?
I know I have got about 5 minutes on the clock. I will just go to some of the standard lines that seem
to come out about human rights and those sorts of things. Human rights are incredibly important, and
this government has a strong record of ensuring that people’s human rights are honoured and respected
when appropriate. Mr Limbrick and Mr Quilty should be aware of this. If they are not, I will be very
surprised, because they come in here and talk about people’s human rights and the rest of it all the
time. But particularly in regard to human rights, the issue of restriction of human rights was actually
tested by the courts in the Loielo case. This was done in some detail, so I find it quite curious that again
you come in here and say that people’s human rights are being curtailed. I always hear Mr Limbrick
and Mr Quilty talk about human rights—‘My rights, my rights’—but I never hear them talk about
their responsibilities. You also have responsibilities. You cannot talk about this in a singular fashion.
It is unbalanced, unhelpful and inappropriate to kind of spin and continue to say, ‘My rights are being
impinged’. You have responsibilities to the rest of the community, and I do not hear you talk about
those responsibilities. So let us talk about what the Loielo case said.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: You can laugh, Ms Crozier, and I note that you, as the alternative Shadow
Minister for Health, as a former nurse, are somebody who constantly comes in here and seeks to
undermine public health advice. What an embarrassment. Shame on you. Shame on you. You are a
disgrace. And you stir this on—
Members interjecting.
Ms TERPSTRA: You have no basis to make those undermining comments and statements, and
you get briefed on these matters. You are a disgrace. Just so you can get your social media grabs—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Order! Ms Terpstra, you will direct your comments
through the Chair, please. And those opposite will contain themselves so the member can be heard in
silence.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you, Acting President. I would like to be heard in silence, because, again,
the level of interjections in this chamber has been unacceptable of late.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, to follow on from the comments just made by
Ms Terpstra, the fact of the matter is that she has been extraordinarily inflammatory with her
comments. She has been insulting. She has been offensive. For her to complain about interjections is
just appalling and outrageous. I ask you to rein in her comments toward members on this side of the
house.
Ms TERPSTRA: Further to the point of order, Acting President, there is no point of order there
raised by Mr Finn, and I would ask you to dismiss it.
Members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Thank you! Members will direct their contributions
through the Chair, please, and members are entitled to be heard in silence. Please continue for the
remaining 2 minutes on the clock.

BILLS
Wednesday, 9 June 2021

Legislative Council

2087

Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you, Acting President, and I will, if I receive any more interjections, ask
that the clock be reset so that I can reclaim my time.
As I was saying, the Loielo case clearly decided the matter of curtailment of human rights, particularly
in regard to the health advice—that for the government to ask people to remain in their homes on the
basis of public health advice to ensure that the pandemic did not spread and the virus did not spread
was not a curtailment of someone’s human rights. When someone’s human rights are being curtailed,
it has to be likened to something that happens when someone is imprisoned, and people were not
imprisoned in their homes. Again, the common theme of this debate is very distressing to many of my
constituents, who are afraid of the level of fear that is being peddled in this debate. It is inflammatory,
it is unhelpful and it is not based in science or medicine or fact. For somebody to be requested to stay
in their home in order to help contain the spread of this virus is not a restriction on anybody’s human
rights. The courts have decided that, but again I do not hear any of those opposite talk about that. It is
constantly about ‘my human rights’. You have got to talk about responsibilities as well. That is called
being responsible.
So again I strongly urge members in this chamber to vote against this bill. I look forward to Mr Quilty
answering the questions that I have read into the record in regard to this bill. The questions are relevant
and pertinent questions. As I said, I urge every member in this chamber to vote against this bill and to
continue to ensure we have public confidence in the health advice that is being given to this
government by the best medical experts that we have. It is important that all of us play a role in
ensuring that we do not undermine public confidence in health advice. It is incredibly dangerous and
reckless, and I again encourage every member of this chamber to vote against this bill.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (11:03): I rise today to support the Emergency Powers
Safeguards Legislation Amendment Bill 2021 moved by Mr Quilty. Victoria’s parliamentary
democracy is underpinned by timeless principles, including the consent of the people through their
representatives, scrutiny of executive government decisions, trust and ministerial accountability and
responsibility. This bill enshrines all of those principles, and to oppose it is to oppose the very system
which we serve. The first victim of democracy in a dictatorship is government abrogating
responsibility and accountability.
It has now been 450 days since the first state of emergency was declared on 16 March last year by
then Minister Mikakos. Over the past year we have seen extraordinary use of government power
enabled by the state-of-emergency and state-of-disaster declarations. We have seen government
trample over lives, livelihoods and liberties. Now, whether you think that these actions were justified
or not, if you believe in the importance of the Parliament over unfettered executive governance, then
you must support this legislation.
Clauses 3 and 5 of this bill will introduce the necessary parliamentary scrutiny of these declarations.
The bill is aptly titled as a safeguard. That is exactly what this legislation serves to do: act as a
safeguard, as Parliament is designed to be, against government overreach and action without the
consent of the people. There are a number of important safeguards included in this bill. First is the
increased threshold for state-of-emergency and state-of-disaster declarations to pertain only to
circumstances in which extraordinary action is necessary to eliminate or reduce a serious risk to public
health.
This is a logical threshold to have for such extreme powers, and rightly acknowledges that the actions
authorised by them are extraordinary. Second, the requirement of parliamentary consent through both
houses as soon as practicable for the continuation of these declarations is appropriate. To oppose this
requirement is to suggest that the many diverse voices in this chamber and the constituents groups
who they represent ought to have no say on the use of these extreme powers. Third, there are penalties
for ministers who knowingly or recklessly make invalid state-of-emergency or state-of-disaster
declarations. Why shouldn’t those holding public office be held accountable for their actions? If
ministers break the law, they should be liable, just as citizens are when they break the law. My
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colleague Mr Limbrick has demonstrated the examples of citizens who have broken the law and have
been arrested for breaking the law in this pandemic. There is no serious argument against this
provision. In essence it is nearly identical to the tort of misfeasance in public office, which has been
part of common law for over 300 years. Those who suggest that this provision is inappropriate have
seemingly never raised their concerns over this tort.
An important purpose of this bill is to restore the trust of the Victorian people in this Parliament and
indeed in the democratic process of this state. It is about ensuring that this government or any that
follows it can never again ride roughshod over the principle of accountability to Parliament as the
representatives of the people. Throughout this pandemic we have seen, time and again, the disdain that
this government has for accountability of any form. The cancellation and truncation of parliamentary
sessions is the most obvious example. Sittings are already pathetically rare, but the last year has been
deplorable. But it is not just that. The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC) has been
sidelined, cabinet government suspended. Instead we have had a Premier and his gang of eight, and
look where that has got us. Even the concession to scrutiny by this government highlighted their
pseudo-despotic tendencies. The neutered Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
COVID scrutiny inquiry, chaired by a Labor member, is an insult. In parliaments across Australia and
the world, governments have acknowledged that scrutiny committees cannot be chaired by
government members. But here? No. We have the government in control of everything. All of this
matters because our system is based so fundamentally on trust. Yes, we have legislation, standing
orders and procedures, but a significant amount depends on precedent.
The public are not fools. When they see the Premier cutting parliamentary sittings, refusing to answer
legitimate questions from the opposition, introducing legislation with no time for scrutiny, refusing to
release scientific evidence relied upon for lockdowns, ignoring SARC and neutering PAEC, how do
we expect them to react? They become distrustful. Some of them go too far, of course, but those that
decry the anti-vaxxer movement, the fringes of the anti-lockdown groups and the generalised mistrust
of authority must realise that it stems directly from government, and this Premier in particular, acting
in the way we have seen this last year.
It is a controlling mentality which we have seen outside the Parliament too. Every time ministers fail
to release advice, to explain the curfew or the 5-kilometre radius, mistrust rises. But it is so much
worse when we see the over-hyped sensationalism which has been used to justify the extraordinary
degradation of civil liberties in our state. Even in the last few weeks we have heard about this ‘absolute
beast’ of a viral strain. The Acting Premier doubled down, saying, ‘We’ve got to run this to the ground
because if we don’t, people will die’. We have heard overstatements of transmissibility and scare
stories about how much quicker symptoms develop, despite the consensus from epidemiologists and
infectious disease experts that they can see no basis for them. What they, including infectious diseases
physician Peter Collignon, can see is the use of language that is ‘inducing a level of fear that is not
warranted’. The government are treating the Victorian public like children, trying to scare us to hide
their own mistakes on hotel quarantine, on the efficiency of testing centres, on contact tracing. It is
painfully transparent. People simply will not be taken for fools. They understand the story of the boy
who cried wolf.
All of this matters because trust really matters when we talk about emergency powers. We all
understand that there are limits on how quickly parliamentary government can operate and that in
some circumstances it is essential for the executive to make decisions without reference to the
legislature, hence the existence of state-of-emergency and state-of-disaster legislation which enables,
to put it crudely, the suspension of democracy. Governments have this power and have always had
this power, and we simply have to trust them. It is part of the democratic contract which exists between
citizen and government, and abusing it is catastrophic for the health of our constitution.
I personally regret that this bill is necessary, but I cannot ignore the evidence of my eyes. This
government cannot be trusted, and sadly we must therefore legislate to prevent any repetition of the
incredibly arrogant, cavalier and ultimately damaging behaviour we have seen in the last 15 months.
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Frankly, the arguments against this legislation I have heard during this debate have been ludicrous.
Members of the government have argued that we need mechanisms in place to allow the
implementation of lockdowns to respond to COVID-19 and no doubt other future pandemics or health
risks. This bill does not prohibit or prevent such measures. All this legislation does is require the
consent of Parliament. If you oppose this bill on that basis, you believe that these measures are
necessary but the people should get no say in their implementation. You believe that you know better
than Victorians, that you know what is best for them and that they are ignorant and clueless. I do not
subscribe to this condescending, big-government, appalling viewpoint. I believe that the people of this
state do know what is best for them and their communities. I believe that individuals should be able to
contact their parliamentary representatives and persuade them to vote in accordance with their beliefs.
The Labor government has said that emergency powers will be needed after December. I do not
subscribe to that view either. We must vaccinate the population of this country and then return to
normality. We cannot live under the heavy hand of government forever. I support this legislation and
the crucial safeguards that it places on emergency powers, and I implore all those on the crossbench
to support it too.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (11:13): I will be brief. I rise to speak to the Emergency
Powers Safeguards Legislation Amendment Bill 2021. In preparing for today I looked back at my
speech concerning the amendment of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to extend the state of
emergency last September. Nine months later I stand by every word I said then. Last September we
were in lockdown, and here we are again in lockdown. I said that as a state we needed to figure out
how we are going to adjust to COVID and find ways to do so where we do not have to rely on people
being in total lockdown and ultimately we do not have to rely on state emergency powers to manage
our response. I spoke of stories from my community, which was and still is worst hit by COVID. My
community are still contacting me. They are still frustrated, they are still angry, they are still suffering,
they have financial problems and they are suffering anxiety and depression. I spoke of the black-andwhite nature of the rules. There need to be shades of grey. I spoke of those that saw an extension to
the state of emergency as the loss of their democratic rights. So has the government learned anything
in the last nine months?
The role of this Parliament includes representing the people and holding the government to account
for its policies and its actions. Last year, by your amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008, you took that away from us. You have not provided the health advice that we have been
asking for. You have no intention of being held to account. This bill brings back that oversight, that
scrutiny, and it will make sure that the voices of our community are being heard in any decisionmaking. It does not compromise the ability to respond quickly or nimbly to eliminate risk. It holds
politicians and public servants accountable if they abuse the emergency powers. In private businesses
directors and executives are accountable, and the same should apply here. This government have had
over 12 months to come up with specific legislation and they have not. Instead they have chosen to
patch existing acts. If we had that legislation, if we had received the public health information
requested, if we were not still going through blanket lockdowns, perhaps we would not be debating
this today. I applaud my colleagues on the crossbench. I will be supporting this bill. The government
can do this better, and so they should.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (11:17): Here we have democracy at work. We are
debating this bill, as we should be. That is good. I will be fairly brief myself, but I just wanted to attend
to some of the issues that have been raised in the chamber because I think that is appropriate.
I want to firstly address criminal liability for ministers. I think the risk that this would pose is probably
more pronounced than one would realise. It would actually cramp the ability of ministers to attend to
any number of emergency responses. It does seem to be an overreach and quite a significant overreach,
because it would have quite a drastic, and I would say counterproductive, impact on ministers. Instead
of them focusing on the health advice and regulatory advice in front of them, they would be focused
on perhaps avoiding criminal sanctions. I think that would be counterproductive to optimal decision-
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making in reality. So that particular element of the amendments—we actually cannot support the
amendments straight out, but we cannot support that. I hope there is respect in the chamber that there
has been a lot of thought and consideration, but that just would not work, in a position of authority,
ministerial responsibility et cetera, for decision-making.
With regard to the pandemic, I understand that there is conjecture in terms of the experience of the
pandemic, how serious it is and the signals that do, I have to say honestly, come across when people
vehemently oppose our state-of-emergency legislation. I respect people asking questions. They should
ask questions; that is what democracy is about. I am not criticising that in any way, shape or form. It
is hard to say this without saying something that is already well known, but it is incredibly serious,
this pandemic. There is no way the government would make these decisions unless it was absolutely
necessary. I know Minister Merlino, our Acting Premier, over and over has said that there actually is
not a choice in this regard because you do not have just a little bit of COVID. Unfortunately it is like
a domino, and we have seen what the domino does around the world. It has had devastating
consequences. On not such a serious note, I have a cousin in the United States who is a physio, and
she has attended to people who have had COVID and had the post-COVID side-effects, which have
been pretty significant and pronounced, so she has seen it at the coalface. Obviously in the States they
had mass deaths, so for them it is very apparent.
I think here it is a credit to our public health team that they have the courage to make unpalatable
decisions to protect the safety of the community. Sometimes I think it comes across in the debate that
there is a sinister underlying purpose to the government’s decision-making with regard to the
pandemic, but there is not. If I can assure people and reassure them, it is only on the premise of what
is an extraordinary situation of a pandemic that these extraordinary decisions are having to be made. I
just want to emphasise that, because unfortunately I think what comes through on some of the social
media and some differently informed discourse is that somehow we have an ulterior, conspiratorial
motive. Let me tell you: no-one in the government has any keenness to have to make any of these
decisions, but when you take on the position of Acting Premier, Premier or a minister, unfortunately,
while you can make decisions which you greatly enjoy, there are others which are simply unpalatable
but necessary to protect the community. You could swing to the other pole of the equation and say
there is criminal responsibility—which is part of the amendments here—if you do make certain
decisions. Well, what about if we just let it rip? What if we did not take appropriate measures? Where
is the liability then? I am not suggesting we should do that either, but there are polarities either way.
That is what I am saying: the ramifications of these amendments may be—and indeed on our legal
advice would be—far more significant than perhaps meets the eye when you initially read these
amendments.
In terms of transparency, it is good to have that public debate in the media and that questioning and
needling through all the elements, but I am not sure what else people are looking for. At the end of the
day I do not believe that the dynamic in terms of those interviews is in any way oversimplified. I think
actually it is quite a technical conversation that the chief health officer and others are having with the
community in those pressers every day. They are very detailed, and they are absolutely—and I say
this as a layperson but a member of Parliament—getting to the nuts and bolts of what is the tipping
point for each of the restrictions that are put in place. I do not believe that there is this terrible
conspiracy and mystery. I think what you are seeing is what is exactly being transacted in each of those
pressers. It may not meet what you want to do—I get that. It is not palatable. It is no different to when
a doctor says to you, ‘You have diabetes; now you have to inject yourself with a medicine four times
a day’. That is not palatable, but if you do not do that, the consequences can be profound. I am not
trying to oversimplify this debate—
Mr Ondarchie: Yes, but they give you all the information. They provide you with all the
information, unlike here.
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Ms TAYLOR: To your point, there is more that I can say to that in terms of being able to get the
information with regard to this. I do want to round this up, I do not want to elaborate—I know there
are other speakers. But I just did want to acquit some of the matters in this regard.
On transparency—let me finish on this point, because I think it is quite a sensitive point in the debate—
the Parliament and its members have had an important role to play throughout the response to the
COVID-19 pandemic. We have had the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry and the
inquiry by the Legal and Social Issues Committee into contact tracing, and then in February we heard
debate on the state-of-emergency extension legislation; we were debating it in the Parliament, and lots
of these issues were canvassed at that time. In addition, like all members of this place, we note,
Mr Quilty, you have had the opportunity to be briefed and ask questions of the chief health officer
every month about his advice and to scrutinise his report to Parliament on the extension, so it is not
that that has been denied—I am just putting that forward. Finally, if I can end on this note to reinforce
it: to suggest that this government wants to see restrictions last any longer than they have to in order
to keep Victorians safe is outrageous. Not one minute longer—can I just reassert that to the chamber.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:25): I am pleased to rise to throw my support as a National Party
member behind Mr Quilty’s Emergency Powers Safeguards Legislation Amendment Bill 2021. In
doing so I too have reflected on the journey that we have been on in this place but more importantly
Victorians have been on, standing in their kitchens and in their workplaces and listening to the radio
and watching the television, and the impact that it has had on those Victorians. Now, I reflected back
on March 2020, when the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 was amended and implemented, and
we have had some subsequent rollovers and extensions and extensions. And many people were
collateral damage in that, including Ms Mikakos, who is now sitting at home, probably shaking her
head at the government as well.
A member: She called the Premier a liar.
Ms BATH: She did; she called him out. Now, one thing that I think is really important that we need
to put on the table is that these emergency powers have provided the chief health officer with an
extension of his powers, with the power to lock us down, but I do not believe that he was provided the
powers to have such alarmist language go out across the airwaves, into people’s lounge rooms. I do
not think that is sensible and I do not think that is responsible. These are some of the responses to this
particular legislation. The chief health officer said:
… we’re neck and neck with this virus and it’s … an absolute beast.

Now, this is not just various people in this place saying that this is a danger, that this is very concerning;
these are health professionals. Professor McCaw, Professor Bennett and Professor Collignon have said
this, and I will quote what they have said. I will quote Professor Bennett:
We are being locked down because of their fear that they don’t know what they don’t know and there could
be more out there that they do know …
That is never grounds for a lockdown, not even for continuing one.

Professor Peter Collignon said:
If it was as infectious as the language was making it out to be, with the high number of testing, there’d be
more unlinked cases, which we are not seeing.

Now, I put this point because over on the other side the government benches have been saying how
responsible they have been. Well, I say that that is not being responsible. Enabling the chief health
officer to go to these lengths and other bureaucrats to stand in front of us and say, ‘Trust us, but be
afraid’, is not respectful or responsible. The government should be releasing all the data. Indeed
Ms Crozier’s private members bill that will be debated in the coming weeks goes to that very heart.
Victorians deserve to be respected, and they deserve to have the knowledge in front of them. Bring
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people along for the decisions, but do not lock us down—lockdown number four, locking down
regional Victorians—without oversight.
I will keep my comments very brief. I have lots of things to say about the harshness of these
lockdowns, particularly on rural and regional Victorians, the ones that the Nationals particularly cast
our eye over. But I will endorse Mr Quilty’s bill. It really does seek to limit this one-sided control and
restore democratic decisions made within this place. It puts some oversight there that has not been
there through the government. I do have concerns that one element of the bill provides some fairly
significant penalties. As I say, I have those concerns, and we will address those in the committee of
the whole. But overall I think this is an important and measured bill and indeed should pass through
this Parliament and give Victorians some confidence and some oversight.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (11:29): I rise to speak on the Liberal Democrats’ Emergency
Powers Safeguards Legislation Amendment Bill 2021, which Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party will be
supporting. Lockdowns hurt people. Whatever walk of life you come from, lockdowns and our
restriction of freedom are not things we take lightly. Australia should be the freest country in the world,
and yet a once-in-a-lifetime pandemic has made this not so for a long period of time. I have been lucky
during this pandemic. I have kept my job, I have been locked down but with my family, I have had a
roof over my head and I am not in a high-risk category should I get the virus. I know there are people
who have not had any sense of stability or support in this pandemic, and so our support for this bill is
with those people in mind.
I sympathise with the government to some extent in that there is no manual on what to do in a pandemic
when things go south. However, I would like to stress that there needs to be regular scrutiny on
governments, not just ours but across the globe, to ensure that those restrictions are not enforced
beyond what is required. This scrutiny in Victoria’s case resulted in the Coate inquiry. Whilst this was
a disappointing inquiry to some extent, it did have a number of recommendations on how to improve
the systems we were using at the time. These included things like better PPE protocols and not having
hotel quarantine workers employed across multiple sites. It became apparent that this inquiry was
needed to push accountability onto ministers, public servants and employees in hotel quarantine, and
we saw this through many resignations, but we really should not have needed an inquiry.
There should be regular, impartial oversight over arguably the most important program in the state
right now, but we are not seeing that oversight. Just recently two senior Department of Health officials
were stood down. They were supposed to be ensuring that the correct protocols were being followed
by everyone else but could not even adhere to the rules themselves. It is these examples of distrust in
the government and its employees that make the people of Victoria hesitant and resistant to the
continuation of lockdowns and state-of-emergency powers.
Proposed new section 24AA in the bill creates an offence for a person who issues an unlawful direction
or in situations where directions are made that are not necessary to address a serious risk to public
health. The penalty holds a maximum of five years imprisonment and is aimed at ministers, the chief
health officer and other officials. This unfortunately will not keep ministers accountable for their
departments and some poor decision-making by officials. I think it is more reasonable, though, that
this penalty is limited to those situations where that reasonable person knew, or was reckless to have
not known, whether their actions were lawful. Further to that, as we all know, even in the most awful
circumstances of rape, murder and all the other serious offences, it is rare that the maximum sentence
is ever given.
I also note an interesting point the Liberal Democrats have cited, in supporting this penalty, on
industrial manslaughter laws, which the government strongly persisted with and passed in this
Parliament. These laws brought in penalties of up to 25 years imprisonment or $16 million in fines for
employers or other duty holders who are negligent and where it results in a death in the workplace.
The government has now set a standard through its Workplace Safety Legislation Amendment
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(Workplace Manslaughter and Other Matters) Bill 2019 where they believe accountability should be
placed on managers and ministers, with serious consequences.
At the crux of this bill is increased oversight and regular scrutiny of the extension of a state of
emergency, requiring parliamentary approval for all extensions to a state of emergency. Our party has
always voted down extensions of emergency powers. We just cannot believe that these powers cannot
be specifically legislated rather than letting their declaration rest in the hands of an individual or the
government. As Mr Limbrick consistently points out, the government refers to health advice regularly
as the catalyst for enacting restrictions on us, yet this health advice has not been provided.
And what about the mental health effects these irregular lockdowns are having upon our communities?
How long will the negative impacts of a virus, for which we now have a vaccine, override the negative
impacts upon the livelihoods and emotional wellbeing of community members? It is widely known
and accepted that the lockdowns affect our most vulnerable communities at a disproportionate rate to
the wider community. In particular women and young people are most at risk of succumbing to mental
health issues and family violence. In fact the Australian reported on 4 June this year that there had
been around a 50 per cent increase in the number of young people admitted to hospital following selfharm or suicidal tendencies as compared to pre-COVID levels. In March this year the ABC reported
in relation to family violence incidents that they had increased by 9.4 per cent, the highest number on
record, and there was also a reported 10 per cent rise in sex offences. The ABC report referenced Liz
Thomas from Wayss, a domestic violence support service in Melbourne, and it said, and I quote:
… the violence they saw during the lockdown was more sustained—lasting days, not hours—and the women
were more traumatised.

Given all of that, there must come a time when the consequences of lockdowns become more of a
health concern than the virus itself. Mark my words, the consequences of lockdowns for the mental
health of our vulnerable community members will last years beyond when this virus is any risk to us.
Why we have not pursued other options, such as soft lockdowns, baffles me—why we cannot have in
the first instance a soft lockdown identified in a hotspot, where the measures are more targeted to the
one area rather than the one state. If the numbers rise during the soft lockdown, then widen the zone
to be more nuanced to the targeted areas and introduce stricter measures. Instead we seem to be more
interested in a broader, heavier lockdown across the state, affecting millions of people, rather than
protecting the limited numbers at risk of being infected.
The effects of lockdowns have affected every moment of every Victorian’s life for over a year now.
Schoolchildren have not been able to go to school or see their friends or play sport; those with
undiagnosed illnesses have put off check-ups; and families have been separated for births, deaths and
marriages. It has been heart-wrenching. Most recently, the family of Cooper Onyett, who tragically
drowned in a pool in Port Fairy, had organised to hold his funeral in Warrnambool on the Friday, the
first day of the state’s seven-day lockdown. Had the funeral been one day prior to the lockdown, all of
Cooper’s friends and family could have come together and grieved the loss of their loved one. Their
request for an exemption was denied. I cannot imagine the hurt that community and the family felt
losing a precious child, only to have their request for a full and proper farewell denied.
To have regional Victoria, which in many parts has maintained zero cases, under the same lockdown
measures as a hotspot in Melbourne is bizarre. Like I said before, at what point do the negative impacts
of a virus, which has never existed in some parts of Victoria, override the negative impacts upon the
livelihoods and emotional wellbeing of rural and regional members? The request for the exemption to
Cooper’s funeral was denied and mourners were limited to only 10 people. At the same time that the
funeral was to proceed, you could find many crowds through supermarkets in Melbourne and on public
transport and even some high-profile sporting clubs being exempted to train together. It makes no
sense.
The effects on small business have been indisputably enormous. I have been in contact with a number
of small business owners and sole traders and they are bleeding, not only financially but mentally.
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Many feel they are getting no support, no confidence and are frankly ready to shut the doors
permanently. Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party has always stood by small businesses, and the impacts of
COVID have made our support for them even more important. We also stand with regional and rural
Victorians, who have suffered and continue to suffer from a virus which many have never been
subjected to directly. On that note, I commend this bill to the house.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (11:37): I just rise to say a few words and I will be very
quick. I just want to thank Mr Quilty for bringing the bill to the house. I have always been a supporter
of the supremacy of Parliament, especially in this really overextended state of emergency, and I have
always advocated that the government bring in pandemic-specific legislation, which is really sorely
missing in our system at the moment. I do not agree with states of emergency that last a year, and I did
oppose that extension. But I have concerns about this bill. While it has got some good mechanisms
there for parliamentary oversight of the government, which is a very important thing to support and I
do support that, I have very grave concerns about the criminal sanctions and the severity of them that
are in this bill. So I am happy to support the bill to get it into a committee stage where we can debate
those measures.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (11:38): Thank you, everyone, for your contributions on this bill.
The bill does three key things. Firstly, it restricts the ability of ministers to declare a state of emergency
without parliamentary approval, so it can only be declared when necessary. Secondly, it allows the
Parliament power to disallow specific directions. Thirdly, it creates a new offence that targets the
people who wield emergency powers, and it carries a five-year penalty for those issuing unlawful
directions. I have heard many contributions and a good deal of support for the legislation, but I would
like to address some of the criticisms.
Capability—some members went on at length about the dangerousness of COVID and the need for
emergency powers. This is a red herring. This bill does not prevent the government using emergency
powers. It merely makes the government accountable to the Parliament for its use of emergency
powers and requires the government to use the powers appropriately. The bill is about honesty, and I
am not surprised this government takes issue with that.
Onerousness—some members argue that it would be too difficult to assess and approve the significant
number of health directions used under these emergency powers. This is an admission that the
government is exercising these powers with such excess that they consider themselves not to have the
time to consider them.
Severity—some members argued that five years was far too serious a punishment. In my view this
penalty is, if anything, lenient. Unlawful imprisonment carries a maximum penalty of 10 years in jail.
Using emergency powers government officials have forcibly locked millions of people in their homes.
Unlawful directions can cause severe harm to literally millions of Victorians. It is important that the
penalty for abusing these powers reflects the severity of the harms these powers can cause.
Unusual nature—it is true that Westminster systems do not usually level legal punishments against
ministers who misuse their station. It is perhaps time we amended that system. Politicians should not
be above the law and should take the use of state power seriously. And, I might add, under the
industrial manslaughter legislation we brought in earlier this term the government has opened the door
to ministers being held accountable—legally accountable.
The state of emergency is not a way to run a democracy. It is an extraordinary measure intended to be
used in only the most serious circumstances. It should end as soon as is possible. Instead in Victoria it
has become business as usual, the new normal. We have seen in the last two weeks that proportionality
is not even a consideration when health directions are made. You lock down the entire state, throwing
businesses into chaos and despair, for a small outbreak in Melbourne, and you refuse to show the
science and evidence behind the decision-making. It is not possible this is proportionate, and if it is
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proportionate, you will not show us. Why? The directions are unlawful, and yet there are no
consequences. For this government, with great power comes no responsibility at all. That must change.
Your pandemic management has been incompetent, but you have used the emergency powers like a
club, smashing the people of the state to cover up the systemic failures, and there are no consequences
for this. It is in the interests of all Victorians to maintain the integrity of the Parliament and to
implement strong accountability measures that protect citizens from unlawful abuse. When citizens
act unlawfully, they face the full force of the law. When politicians use the extensive resources of the
state and the full influence of their position to break the law and abuse human rights, there are no
penalties. This is an injustice, and this bill seeks to correct the injustice. I will just add, to end up: you
need to show us the evidence.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Mr QUILTY: I move:
That the committee of the whole be adjourned until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
WEST GATE TUNNEL SOIL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (11:43): It gives me a great deal of pleasure to move:
That this house revokes Hume planning scheme amendment C248, pursuant to section 38(2) of the Planning
and Environment Act 1987.

I do not know about other members of this house, but sometimes I go back to my lodgings after a long
day’s sitting and I think, ‘What have I achieved today? How have I made people’s lives better by being
in the Parliament today?’. Some days that is very easy to answer. Some days I can very cheerfully say
I have done A, B or C and I can very happily pat myself on the back to a degree. Other days not so
much. Today every single member of this house has an opportunity to do a community of tens of
thousands of people a huge favour. Today you can make the lives of people who live in Sunbury and
Bulla so much better by passing this motion.
I would ask you to consider Sunbury Road just at the minute. It is a hive of activity. I do not know
how many of you get out to Sunbury—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Well, there are a lot of trucks, there is no doubt about that. But beyond the trucks,
Mr Ondarchie, there is a hive of activity. We have three new residential developments going on there.
One of those residential developments has a wonderful view of a site that is being proposed as a waste
dump for this toxic soil. Immediately across the road from the toxic soil dump we have a new
residential development that is being built as we speak—probably not as we speak, because it is
pouring outside, but that is the situation. We have this incredible situation where the government has
approved three new residential developments and a dumping pit for carcinogenic PFAS material all in
the same area—all in the same area. This is insanity. This makes no sense. It is dangerous. What on
God’s earth people were thinking of when they supported this and when they allowed this to happen,
I do not know.
And, you know, the government is promoting this. The EPA, which claims to be the Environment
Protection Authority, should change its name to the Environmental Destruction Authority, because
what we have seen from the EPA over the last six or seven months is shameful. The political
interference in that body makes it totally irrelevant to the environmental needs of the local area in
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Sunbury and in Bulla or indeed anywhere else in the state. The EPA—you might as well pull the plug
on it, close it down and start again. It is a disgrace.
Let us consider what is being proposed to be dumped in Sunbury Road at the Hi-Quality facility
opposite these residential developments. It is PFAS. Some of you, I am sure, have heard of PFAS.
Others might not have. It is highly carcinogenic. It is in fact poison. It is the same stuff that caused all
the problems at Fiskville, and now they want to bring it to Sunbury. Quite extraordinary. Now, some
people, including the Acting Premier, have said it is safe. I ask you: what is a safe level of PFAS, and
how do we know that we have a safe level of PFAS? Do we find out in three or four or five years when
we have a cancer cluster in Sunbury, when we have a cancer cluster in Bulla? Is that when we find out
if this is safe or not? That is a question that I do not want to know the answer to. I do not want to find
out in four or five or six years by the number of kids that have got cancer in Sunbury or in Bulla.
Colleagues, that is what we are debating today. That is the crux of what we are debating today. Are
you prepared to support this motion and protect those people who may well come down with cancer
as a result of this material being dumped across the road and indeed in their neighbourhood?
I have to at this point in time declare a personal interest. I have lived in Sunbury or Bulla for pretty
much the last 25 years, and my connection with Sunbury goes back a very long way, almost 50 years.
So I have a very, very close personal connection with this area. And my family, my wife and my
children—we all live in Bulla. We do not want this in our neighbourhood. Nobody in Sunbury or Bulla
wants this in our neighbourhood.
I have got to tell you I am absolutely staggered—and I do not want to make this overtly political—
and extraordinarily disappointed by the performance of the member for Sunbury in the other place.
Mr Ondarchie: Who?
Mr FINN: Well, exactly. He has been negligent, in my view, in his attitude towards this issue. He
has turned his back on his constituents and he has walked away. He does not want to know about it.
That, to my way of thinking, is something that not just he but indeed the entire government should be
ashamed of, very much should be ashamed of. But this is a matter that we all should take very, very
seriously indeed even if Mr Bull does not. I tell you what, if I were Josh Bull, I would not want to be
walking the streets of Sunbury at the minute because there are a lot—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN: Not that he ever will, that is true. But there are a lot of people in Sunbury who are very,
very, very, very angry with him.
Now, one of the issues that we face, apart from the whole prospect of this carcinogenic material being
dumped near homes and near schools, is the dust that we will have to put up with. Anybody who lives
in that part of Melbourne will tell you that it is one of the windiest places. That is why the airport is
nearby, because the wind helps the planes lift off. That is why they build airports near windy places.
That is what we face in Sunbury Road. The wind will pick up the dust and it will distribute it
everywhere. It will distribute it at the new developments. It will distribute it at the Goonawarra estate.
It will distribute it in other parts of Sunbury—at the schools, at the shopping centres. It will pick it up
and carry it onto cars that are travelling down Sunbury Road. As members might be aware, that is
thousands and thousands of vehicles on a good day. Not so many at the moment but that may be about
to change, although I am not putting a huge amount of money on that. That dust is something that we
will all breathe in—carcinogenic, poisonous dust. We will all breathe it in. Is that going to be good for
anyone? Can somebody from the government get up here and say, ‘This is going to be good for your
health’? Because we have heard from the government over a long period of time now that health is a
priority over everything. Well, if health is a priority over everything, they will support this motion.
They will support this motion if that is what their belief is.
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We are also going to see, if this proposal goes ahead, significant leaching into waterways, because we
have creeks—Deep Creek is one that springs to mind immediately—that will contain PFAS and that
will flow into the Maribyrnong River and then into Port Phillip Bay. It will not be just the waterways;
it will be the banks, it will be all of those areas surrounding those waterways, including the market
gardens in Keilor. We are going to be poisoning one of the food bowls of Melbourne with this PFAS
material. As I said before, it absolutely staggers me that anybody could seriously put this proposal
forward that we dump this material in Sunbury Road where it will leach into the waterways and poison
waterways for many, many, many kilometres around.
I am bemused, I have to say. I am bemused by people who in years gone by claimed to be keen
environmentalists—people who say that they care about the environment, that they care about having
a clean environment for us all. I am staggered and I am amazed that those very same people are now
supporting the destruction of the local environment in Sunbury, in Bulla and indeed beyond. What
they are doing—and this, coming from the Labor Party particularly, quite astonishes me—is they are
putting the profits of a multinational company, Transurban, ahead of the health, indeed the lives, of
people in Sunbury and in Bulla. That is what this government is proposing. I am just so livid. I am
furious that they would do that to people in my area. I am furious that they would do that to my family.
It is indeed a despicable act of negligence on the part of this government and one I believe they should
reconsider immediately, and it is not too late, because there are other options available. This is certainly
an easy way out for the government to a very large extent, but there are other ways to remove the toxic
soil that they need to get rid of.
I am not one easily given to getting down on my knees and begging, but if I have to on this, I will. I
will because this is just so important not just to my family, not just to my friends, but to an entire
community, to tens of thousands of people—maybe hundreds of thousands of people—right through
the north-west of Melbourne. This is absolutely important to their future, to some even to their survival.
This is not something that we should take lightly, and I would ask members to take on board my
comments today and ask themselves if they will take personal responsibility for what happens as a
result of this vote. I ask them to consider how they will feel if in four or five or six years we see a
cluster of kids with cancer coming from Sunbury and Bulla. I ask members to consider if they will
take personal responsibility for what occurs as a result of them voting this motion down today, if
indeed that is going to happen.
This is, as I said, an exceedingly important motion, arguably the most important motion that I have
moved in this Parliament in my time here. This will have, if this motion is defeated, far-reaching
consequences—consequences that I do not even want to think about, that are horrifying, that are scary.
I do not want the sorts of things that we are talking about to happen, so I beg the government, I plead
with the government, and members in the house today to support this motion, to support the people of
Sunbury, to support the people of Bulla and to support the people of the north-west of Melbourne.
Members, I ask you all: please support this motion.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
MEN’S BEHAVIOUR CHANGE PROGRAMS
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (11:59): My question is to the Minister for Training and Skills,
representing the Minister for Corrections in the other place. My question relates to an outcome of the
family violence reform implementation monitor report, and I direct it to the corrections minister as it
relates to men’s behavioural change programs and community correction orders. The monitor report
stated that there can be at any one time upwards of 500 offenders on the waiting list for men’s
behaviour change programs in the community. My party and I would firmly propose that, if an
offender wants to attend a program or is required to by their sentence, they should have access to
address their offending appropriately. Minister, why is funding not keeping up with the continued
demand for men’s behaviour change programs?
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Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:00): I thank Mr Grimley for his question and his ongoing interest in rehabilitation. I
will refer the matter to the Minister for Corrections, Ms Hutchins, and in particular the issue that you
refer to—that you indicate that there is a waiting list for offenders in the community.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (12:01): Thank you, Minister, for passing on that question.
This monitor report further raises the issue that it is not uncommon for some men to have their
community correction order expire before being able to complete a program. This is a huge concern
for us as it implies that someone’s sentence could effectively be useless. If offenders do not actually
have to complete any rehabilitation due to a lack of availability, then that is extremely concerning.
Minister, in the 2019–20 year, or in the 2020 calendar year if it is easier to calculate, how many
offenders finished their CCO without completing a men’s behaviour change program as part of their
sentence?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:01): I thank Mr Grimley for his supplementary question. This is a question that requires
a fairly detailed answer and the ability to source accurate information, and that matter will be referred
to the Minister for Corrections for a response to you.
COVID-19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:02): My question is for the
Leader of the Government, noting she is a member of the COVID cabinet. I ask: have you been briefed
on the lifting of the Melbourne lockdown tomorrow night and, if so, have you been briefed on the
proposed 25-kilometre radius?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:02): I thank Mr Davis for his question. I am a member of the Coordinating Ministers
Council, which is eight members involving the lead ministers of each department. We are briefed on
all things COVID related. It is not my intention to go through the details of those meetings, because
obviously they are subject to cabinet in confidence. However, of course we have discussed the easing
of the restrictions that has been announced today, including the 25 kilometres.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:03): I thank the minister for
that response, and I ask therefore: what is the basis of the 25-kilometre radius, and in particular will
you release the health advice that underlies it today?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:03): I thank Mr Davis for his supplementary question. I believe that the chief health
officer and the Acting Premier have been out today announcing all of the easing of restrictions, which
I am sure will be welcome news to Victorians. The 25 kilometres will ensure that people in Melbourne
have got greater freedom to move around as they—
Members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT: Do you mind if I listen to the answer?
Ms SYMES: Twenty-five kilometres is an increase on what it is. Obviously there are still
discrepancies between regional Victoria and metropolitan Melbourne for the safety of all Victorians
to confine the spread of any cases. The health advice has been that these restrictions are proportionate
and necessary for hopefully only the next week as we step ourselves out of these lockdowns and get
back to the freedoms that we enjoyed earlier in the year.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, it was a very simple question about whether she will
release the health advice. She has chosen not to answer that.
The PRESIDENT: I believe the leader has answered your question.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: LEADERSHIP FOR WOMEN IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT
PROGRAM
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:04): Today I would like to provide an update to the house
on the new $1.8 million Leadership for Women in Local Government program announced in the
2021–22 budget. This will provide 120 women across Victoria with the training and support needed
to take leadership opportunities in councils and in other community organisations as a pathway to
being elected to office in local government and also to other important leadership roles in local
government and other spaces. The Leadership for Women in Local Government program will be
developed by the newly formed Gender Equality Advisory Committee, led by Juliana Addison and
Kat Theophanous, two fantastic MPs. I have got to say that members of that new committee have
come to me and said how impressed they are with the way they are leading this group.
It is intended that this program will target 30 councils where women comprise fewer than a third of
the councillors following the 2020 council elections. But, in saying that, after the last elections Victoria
is leading the country with the highest percentage of women councillors, at 44 per cent. We still have
a bit of a way to go to reach our 50 per cent target for women councillors and mayors at the next
election, but with the great work that Juliana, Kat and this committee are doing I am sure we will get
there. The funding will ensure women are encouraged and supported to run for council and represent
their communities at the next election to assist us with that goal. I once again want to thank Kat and
Juliana. I can think of no better people to lead this work.
TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:06): My question without notice is to the minister
representing the Treasurer. Minister, I read regularly in the newspaper about the government’s big
transport cost blowout. The Age reported in May that transport projects alone have gone over budget
by almost $4 billion in just two years. The metro trains program faces a billion-dollar cost overrun,
there was a multibillion-dollar blowout in the West Gate Tunnel, and suburban rail projects have
blown out by $127 million. I then read that the Treasurer has justified paying an extra $5 million a day
of taxpayer money, as if it is Monopoly money. These figures are eye watering. My question is: if the
government continues to fund these big carbon-emitting projects, will the Treasurer provide taxpayers
with the good governance and accountability they deserve to stop these government contracts from
billion-dollar blowouts?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:07): Mr Hayes, there is a fair bit in your question that I think would probably be better
directed to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. There are also some matters that you may wish
to put on record for me to respond to in the budget debate tomorrow; I am sure this will be a topic that
we cover. Having said that, I will pass your question on to the Treasurer for a response.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (12:08): Thank you, Minister. Many of the transport projects
seem to be quoted with fixed-price contracts. Why is it then that the government allows these fixedprice contracts to become flexible-price contracts? Can the Treasurer please identify if the issue is nonadherence to fixed-price contracts, or is it other issues like inadequate contractual oversight or flawed
project scoping that is the problem?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:08): Thank you, Mr Hayes. I will pass that on to the Treasurer for response.
CHIEF HEALTH OFFICER
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:08): My question is to the Attorney-General. Attorney,
can you advise whether the Victorian chief health officer, Brett Sutton, is currently directly or
indirectly under Victoria Police investigation?
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Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:09): First of all, I am not quite sure how that is a matter for the Attorney-General. This
seems to be another case of jumping on a rumour and putting it into the house for a question. I really
do not think it is a matter for me, but I think Mr O’Donohue’s question was whether I could confirm
or not, and I am certainly not in a position to be able to do that.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:09): Attorney, is it government policy that any senior
public servant, including the chief health officer, stand down if under Victoria Police investigation
until such time as the investigation is completed or their status is clarified?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:09): I am a bit concerned about the line of questioning, particularly given that it was
directed to the Attorney-General in the first instance, who I do not think is the appropriate minister. I
do not think it is appropriate for the police minister to even know who is under a police investigation.
My response to this question is: in relation to the policies, I will take it on notice and have a look at it,
but I am quite concerned about the scurrilous nature of this question.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION AND INNOVATION
PROGRAM
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:10): The COVID-19 pandemic
has emphasised to all of us just how important innovation is to the Victorian economy. It has enabled
so many Australian businesses and indeed our society to adapt, to keep trading and to stay connected
through last year and this year, which is why the government is continuing to support our techies,
entrepreneurs and innovators to drive economic growth well beyond this pandemic. The Andrews
Labor government has backed 133 small to medium-sized Victorian businesses to implement digital
solutions or create new innovative products that improve productivity, drive growth and create jobs
through the technology adoption and innovation program.
The $6 million program awarded grants of up to $50 000 to eligible businesses, which also co-funded
their nominated projects across two distinct streams. Stream 1 provided grants of up to $50 000 for
Victorian SMEs to adopt technology or digital solutions to improve their processes and productivity
and support their future growth, and stream 2 provided grants of up to $50 000 for Victorian tech
companies to implement defined projects to develop commercial technology or digital product.
Recipients of the tech adoption and innovation grants were from right across the state, with impressive
projects spanning a range of sectors, from ecommerce to construction technology, artificial
intelligence, ag tech and medical devices. Victoria has always led Australia in its innovation and techbased capability, and there is no doubt that the projects funded from this program will spur the creation
of many new and exciting opportunities, create jobs and economic growth and further cement
Victoria’s position as a leading tech hub.
WORKERS INSURANCE CLAIMS PROCESS
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:12): My question today is for Minister Stitt, the Minister
for Workplace Safety. This past week on 1 June it was Injured Workers Day. I heard the horrific stories
of two workers, Graham and Paul, who have been injured at work. They have been treated so
appallingly throughout their recovery, especially by multinational insurance companies that only care
about their bottom line. We must treat our workers better. These blokes did not go out and hurt
themselves on purpose. However, they will suffer from their injuries for the rest of their lives.
Therefore my question is: what is the government doing to ensure that workers who are injured at
work are being treated fairly and with compassion throughout their insurance claims process?
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:13): I thank Mr Barton for his question and his ongoing commitment to the health and safety of

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 9 June 2021

Legislative Council

2101

Victorian workers, something that I share with him. Every worker deserves to be treated with absolute
dignity and respect and also be given the supports that they deserve to fully recover and be able to
return to meaningful work.
The member would know that we have introduced some significant legislation to improve support for
injured workers quite recently in this place, and that is in response to, as you know, the 2019 Victorian
Ombudsman’s report which found that far too often the experience of injured workers was not fair.
The Ombudsman made a number of important recommendations to both the government and
WorkSafe, all of which were accepted in full. The government is committed to implementing those
recommendations, including the recent legislation that we passed in this place to create an arbitration
power at the Accident Compensation Conciliation Service to provide workers seeking justice to have
a more timely and inexpensive resolution of disputes about their workers compensation claims and of
course the important reforms to include provisional payments for workers who make a mental injury
claim so that they can have that incredibly important early access to medical support to put them back
on track. We know that early intervention is really important in terms of getting good return-to-work
outcomes.
Mr Barton, while I cannot speak about the individual cases that you have raised today, if you were
willing to provide some further details to my office, I will ensure that those matters are raised and
followed up with WorkSafe.
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:15): Thank you, Minister. An area of particular concern
to me is the independent medical examinations. This process is meant to provide an independent
medical opinion regarding a worker’s injury and treatment. This examination has a direct impact on
the decisions made about a worker’s recovery, return to work and entitlement to compensation. This
is why I was surprised to discover that these examinations are not carried out by an independent
occupational physician but rather insurance companies can choose the examiner for most injuries. As
you stated, in 2016 and 2019 the Ombudsman identified this was open to abuse as insurance companies
were selecting examiners who support termination or rejection. Since the report, WorkSafe has taken
over booking all psych IMEs while all other examinations remain at the discretion of the insurer.
Therefore my question is: what is the government doing to reform the current independent medical
examination system to make it fairer for injured workers?
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:16): I again thank the member for his question and his interest in these really important issues. In
response to the Ombudsman’s recommendations I can confirm that WorkSafe established a centralised
complaints management process, and that is the introduction of the Workers Compensation
Independent Review Service, which provides injured workers with the opportunity to have decisions
reviewed if they would like to challenge the original decision of the IME. Since the establishment of
this system I am advised that WorkSafe has observed an improvement in some of those outcomes, and
this includes clearer communication with injured workers about their claims and better engagement
between agents and the treating practitioners. I am additionally— (Time expired)
SMALL BUSINESS SUPPORT
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:17): My question is to the Minister for Small Business.
Minister, my constituent Mr Jake Wright, the owner of multiple gyms in regional Victoria, including
in the Eastern Victoria Region at Wonthaggi, Leongatha, Moe, Pakenham and Warragul, has lost tens
of thousands of dollars in revenue because of this fourth lockdown. Further, he advises that his casual
staff have missed out on thousands of dollars of lost wages, with a significant impact on the local
regional economies in which they live. Minister, do you accept that for businesses such as Jake’s the
compensation on offer, taking into consideration as well the announcements made by the Acting
Premier today, is so token as to be next to meaningless and insulting in the context of the losses that
he has had to bear to continue his business?
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Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:18): I thank Mr O’Donohue for
his question. There are a small number of business types—not a small number of businesses but a
small number of business types—that have been operating in regional Victoria over the last week, in
the second week of this current circuit-breaker, that have been particularly impacted because the health
restrictions have required them to be not operating and the income support provided by the federal
government is not being paid to them. Dance studios—Ms Bath’s question yesterday—are recognised
as being in this particular predicament, as are gyms as well as indoor swimming centres and a small
number of other types of business.
We recognise this is extraordinarily difficult for them, and the lack of income support is particularly
challenging for casual employees and indeed for employers and business owners and operators who
had previously depended on it. We are in a very different set of circumstances than we were for the
five-day circuit-breaker in February of this year, and that hardship—that significant hardship—I think
has been evident to all of us who have been contacted by members of our community who have been
so impacted.
Businesses that have been supported through the government’s business restrictions package are those
that have been impacted by the restrictions, so gyms in regional Victoria have been able to access the
second tranche of that payment, which overwhelmingly went to businesses in Melbourne that were
part of a second week of much more significant restrictions. We certainly recognise that impact. We
made sure that our business support package was responsive to this, but for casuals who have no longer
any income support this has been a very, very challenging period. For business operators and owners
who have also required income support through this period it has been very, very challenging. Our
business support package—
A member interjected.
Ms PULFORD: Well, sole traders are eligible, so you can just stop putting around misinformation.
The criteria that we have developed and the supports that we have provided have been responsive to
the circumstances. They have been very, very significant amounts of funding, bringing to a total now
$7.5 billion of business support.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:21): I thank the minister for her lengthy answer, but I
note she did not deal with the actual impact of the loss of income that Mr Wright has experienced.
And whilst the minister asserts that the business support packages have been responsive to particular
needs, they have not gone anywhere near to compensating for the losses that business owners such as
Mr Wright have experienced. Minister, Vic Active, which represents the owners of around 500 gyms
and fitness centres around Victoria, including those of Mr Wright, issued a media release yesterday
calling on the government to release the data that supports the chief health officer’s statements that
gyms are high-risk settings even when stringent COVID-safe protocols are in place. Will you now
advocate to your cabinet colleagues for greater transparency and the release of the relevant data that
has justified the lockdown of large swathes of our economy, including the gyms operated by my
constituent Mr Wright? I must say that I know Mr Wright takes his COVID-safe practices very, very
seriously.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:22): I thank Mr O’Donohue for
his further question. The chief health officer has spoken to the rationale behind his advice to
government on an almost daily basis now for well over a year. I, as Mr O’Donohue would appreciate,
have no portfolio responsibilities for public health advice. But I have absolutely no doubt about the
exceptionally high standards that gym operators are applying. I have observed this in my own
community and I have observed this in my work with the small business community, but also as a
very intermittent attender of my own gym. Overwhelmingly our business community are deeply,
deeply committed to doing the right thing, and they absolutely understand the relationship between
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the restrictions and the ability to resume trade as quickly as possible. It is a source of great challenge,
and we recognise that the packages seek to respond to that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: TAFE SECTOR
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (12:23): I am proud to rise to acknowledge the outstanding work of our TAFE teachers
and support and administrative staff in seamlessly adapting to online delivery. If last year taught us
anything, it is that when a government properly invests in TAFEs they can respond with agility. There
are many examples from last year where TAFEs delivered fantastic online training. Face-to-face
learning is the priority, but blended delivery sets up opportunities for TAFEs to offer more flexible
options for students, and I want to share some examples from 2020.
At Box Hill TAFE fashion students hosted a virtual runway event to showcase the designs created
during the 2020 lockdown. TAFE students in hair and beauty, design, virtual merchandising and
floristry helped to bring this amazing virtual event together. At the Gordon a new system, Miro, was
incorporated into the graphic design courses. It is a collaborative space where students can work with
their project teams and share ideas and resources and interact with each other in real time.
I thank TAFEs for stepping up during the latest circuit-breaker lockdown. Chisholm TAFE was able
to transition over 10 000 students to online training within 24 hours, and I want to read a quote from
Melanie, who is studying a diploma of early childhood education and care:
This COVID era has proven that a classroom is not a place, rather, it is a person that we call ‘teacher’.
Therefore, it is to our Chisholm TAFE teachers that we owe the seamless transition of face learning to online
classes. Their values of kindness, enthusiasm, and understanding have smoothed the online learning journey
while they have continued creating connections, inspirations and guidance in preparation for us, students, to
our future career path.

I want to take the opportunity to offer big thanks to everyone at TAFEs and indeed the wider TAFE
and VET system.
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:25): My question is for the Acting Premier. Regardless of
who is leading this government, the result is the same. Regional Victorians get shafted the moment
there is a problem in Melbourne. We have strong evidence that locking down border towns was
unnecessary and did not help reduce the spread of COVID. This government is yet to produce any
evidence to the contrary. There is good reason to think that most of regional Victoria was never in
danger. We do not live in crowded apartment housing, pack ourselves into trains and trams or work in
densely packed CBDs alongside thousands of other people. Dense cities are high-risk areas for
COVID transmission; country towns are high-risk areas for senseless government policy. Acting
Premier, will you make public any evidence that contributed to the decision to force regional Victoria
into the recent lockdown? Every time we have asked for evidence, it has been denied. Every time we
have asked to see the human rights impact statements, it has been denied. This government has never
once demonstrated that its lockdown rules are proportionate.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:26): Thank you, Mr Quilty, for your question to the Acting Premier and your ongoing
advocacy for regional Victoria. I can confirm that at the commencement of the unfortunate outbreak
that Victoria has been experiencing for about a month now we had concerns about cases in Bendigo,
Axedale and Cohuna. There was a function at the Axedale hotel from which, from memory, about
188 close personal contacts were asked to self-isolate. Obviously with the Axedale hotel, being a
regional hotel, we were concerned about the movements of those close personal contacts after the
exposure, and therefore the decision to place restrictions on regional Victoria was in response to the
cases that we knew were potentially moving in and around regional Victoria all the way up to the
border. Fortunately all of those close personal contacts returned negative results and have been able to
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remove themselves from isolation, and as a result, as you would be aware, restrictions were eased in
regional Victoria a week ago, and they will be further relaxed on Thursday at 11.59.
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:28): I thank the Attorney-General for her response. While it
goes to some reason as to why Bendigo might have been locked down, it does not explain why Mildura
or Wodonga or—
A member interjected.
Mr QUILTY: Warrnambool. Public health directions are subject to human rights assessments and
are required to be proportionate and the least restrictive of rights. Health directions without these
qualities are unlawful. This government has abused executive privilege to keep these human rights
assessments secret. They have deliberately hidden this information from the public. This is dishonest
and despicable. Information supporting and explaining the basis for the decision to lock people in their
homes and shut down businesses is in the public interest. I will never understand people who know
they are being lied to but continue supporting the people lying to them. It is not too much to ask for
honest government. Minister, why is this government hiding lockdown-related evidence and human
rights assessments from the public?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Resources) (12:28): I thank Mr Quilty for his supplementary question. I can confirm that all changes
to directions are based on health advice, including epidemiological evidence, as well as legal advice,
including compatibility with the charter. At the relevant time all directions must be reasonably
necessary to protect public health, and the chief health officer or indeed a delegate must act in a way
that is compatible with the charter. And, as I have previously stated, under the charter it is the
responsibility of all public authorities—in fact, they are bound—to give proper consideration to human
rights in making all of their decisions.
COVID-19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:29): My question is for the
Minister for Small Business. Minister, small businesses in strip shopping centres, particularly cafes
and restaurants, have been hit hard during COVID. One council, the City of Monash, appears set to
reinstate outdoor permits and fees for cafes from July. Glen Waverley trader Christo Christophidis has
said to me that this will kill businesses struggling to stay afloat. The removal of outdoor dining support
at this time is not just bad public health policy but will also be a body blow to businesses seeking to
build up their cash flow and business model. I therefore ask: will you insist that councils not slap these
heavy charges on struggling cafes and restaurants by ensuring there is an order preventing it?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:30): I thank Mr Davis for his
question. I am concerned to hear that the City of Monash is taking this approach. The program of
grants and the regulatory arrangements that have been put in place to support councils to facilitate
outdoor dining are not directly within my portfolio responsibilities, but I am very happy—more than—
to take up this issue with my colleagues who do have and have had responsibility for them. Outdoor
dining has been a lifesaver for so many small businesses. It has presented an opportunity to cater to
more customers, to change the business model, and even though it is a bit cold now, it remains a really,
really popular option with patrons. I can certainly offer an opinion about this, and I do not think that
councils should be making it harder for businesses to trade successfully through the pandemic in any
way at all, and I would encourage Monash to rethink their approach. As for the programs that have
enabled this and supported this, I will confer with colleagues to make sure that we are taking a united
front on this issue in support of our small businesses.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:32): Well, Minister, I think it
is important that you do advocate, and I note further that the traders, not just the Glen Waverley traders
but others, have said of Monash council, ‘The council do not even consult us business stakeholders,
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who we thought meant something to them’. They say that Monash have swallowed up those funds
contributed by other governments through their pure mismanagement. And, Minister, this is consistent
with Liberal and National policy, which would prevent gouging by councils in this way. So I ask: will
you, statewide, advocate and insist that councils are not able to gouge in this way and hit those traders
with fees for outdoor dining?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:32): I will resist the temptation
to go freelancing into questions about local government budgets and local government decisions
across 79 different organisations, each with their own responsibilities to their ratepayers, but I will
absolutely commit to making sure that we as the Victorian government are making clear to councils
our expectations about them making life easier, not harder, for small businesses through this pandemic.
Many councils have done an outstanding job in this regard. If there are councils that are not acting in
the spirit of the partnership approach and recovery effort that is required, then that is very concerning
to me. Small Business Victoria have worked with all 79 local councils on red tape and other measures,
including fees and charges, to minimise regulatory burden. It has been a wonderful project, and this
sounds like it is very much not in the spirit of that agreement.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: KINDERGARTEN FUNDING
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
(12:34): I rise today to update the house on access to kindergarten services, with four projects being
fast-tracked to create over 200 additional enrolment places for children thanks to the Andrews Labor
government. We are fast-tracking these four Building Blocks grants worth more than $6 million to
upgrade, build and expand four-year-old projects across the state, allowing more places for local
children to start their early education sooner. These projects include $2 million to construct a new
family and community centre in the growing south-east at Clyde, a $2 million grant towards building
an integrated children’s centre at the site of Pinewood kindergarten in Mount Waverley and a $952 500
upgrade to deliver another room for three-year-olds at Irymple Kindergarten in Mildura. The funding
also delivers a one-room modular kindergarten building to expand the Beaufort Early Childhood
Centre.
It is part of Australia’s first almost $5 billion investment to deliver a full 15 hours of three-year-old
kindergarten to children across the state over this decade. We are upgrading infrastructure to deliver
this through a $1.68 billion co-investment with the early childhood sector to build and deliver
expanded kindergarten facilities across the state. It is this unprecedented investment in early childhood
services across Victoria that will help our kids and their families to access better quality programs and
facilities. We are proud to be boosting early childhood services in Victoria because we know how
important the early years are in setting up our kids for the rest of their lives.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (12:35): Regarding questions and answers today: Mr Grimley to Ms Tierney,
question and supplementary, two days; Mr Hayes to the Treasurer, Ms Symes, question and
supplementary, two days; and Mr O’Donohue, supplementary, one day.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (12:36): My constituency question is for the
Treasurer, and it concerns small businesses in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region.
Hundreds of Victorians have died and millions of Victorians are locked down because of the failures
of the Andrews Labor government. Melbourne’s north has experienced job losses, business closures
and social isolation resulting from the lockdown. To make matters worse, Labor has ruled that any
small business not registered for GST will get no support. So many businesses which earn under
$75 000 a year will miss out. They are not big players, they are small microbusinesses. Viv, for
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example, runs a small nail technician or nail beauty service from her own home. She is not wealthy,
she does not make $75 000 a year, she is not a big business, she is not registered for GST and this
Labor government has said she is not going to get any support. They do not recognise her as a business.
So my question to the Treasurer is: will the government to do the right thing and stump up support for
these sole traders?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (12:37): My constituency question is directed to the
Acting Premier, Minister for Education and Minister for Mental Health, the Honourable James
Merlino. The Victorian budget has allocated $277 million in new support for our schools to ensure
mental health and wellbeing. This includes establishing a new $200 million School Mental Health
Fund. The proposed funding will significantly expand the Mental Health in Primary Schools pilot,
reaching 100 schools. A partnership with the Murdoch Children’s Research Institute, the pilot enables
schools to employ a mental health and wellbeing coordinator while also supporting staff to better
understand and respond to mental health and wellbeing issues affecting their students. My question to
the minister is: can the minister update me on how the mental health support boost for schools will
benefit the residents of the Western Metropolitan Region? The new fund will be rolled out to all
regional and rural government schools as a priority from term 3 in 2022, with the metropolitan schools
to follow from 2023.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:38): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Community Sport. Last week the government committed to provide a $10 million loan for the
redevelopment of the Northcote Aquatic and Recreation Centre as part of its 2020–21 community
sports infrastructure loans scheme. I would like to remind the minister that this is a $63.5 million
project, the single largest investment in Darebin council’s history. It will be a facility of regional
significance, drawing people from all around the region. It is the first in Australia to be built without
reliance on fossil fuels, and a significant job creator. In order to achieve this great outcome for the
community, the council will have to borrow funds from the bank to finance it. A project of such
significance deserves to be funded by the state government. Why has the government chosen to loan
Darebin a fraction of the cost of the project rather than providing meaningful support through direct
funding for this shovel-ready project?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:39): My constituency question is for the Acting Premier,
and it concerns his continued failure to release the key stages of the Shepparton Education Plan. Will
the Acting Premier provide dates as to when both the higher education and skills and the primary
education stages of the Shepparton Education Plan will be completed and released to the public? The
early years and primary stages of the plan were finally released on 23 April after missing three
government-imposed deadlines and, when published, only included the early years component. The
details of the vitally important primary component of the plan are unknown. The higher education and
skills component, the final stage of the Shepparton Education Plan, was originally due to be completed
and published in June 2019. When the government failed to meet this deadline its completion was
rescheduled for early to mid-2020. True to form, the deadline was ignored, and it was rescheduled
again for May 2021. We are now into June, and still the higher education and skills stage of the
Shepparton Education Plan has not been completed and released.
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (12:40): My constituency question is directed to the Minister
for Local Government, Minister for Suburban Development and Minister for Veterans, Shaun Leane.
My question relates to his portfolio responsibilities in local government. We know that gender equality
is an issue on councils, and it was great to see more women elected to the councils in the Northern
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Metropolitan Region in the 2020 elections. But we still have a long way to go to achieve our goal of
50 per cent women councillors and mayors by 2025. Can the minister update me on what the Andrews
Labor government is doing to ensure that women across the state are encouraged to participate in local
government and take up leadership roles within our community?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (12:41): My question is for the Minister for Health in the
other place, and it is from Katherine in West Footscray. How does the minister expect people in
Victoria to have faith in vaccinations when vaccinated people are still put into lockdown? Katherine
has neighbours that are completely vaccinated and are currently 100 per cent in lockdown. They were
classified as tier 1 contacts despite being in an open-air venue, having worn masks the entire time and
not actually coming into contact at the venue with anyone except their children. They are unable to
leave their home, are still paying for child care and are not eligible for sick or annual leave. If anyone
thinks that this is acceptable, they clearly have not been faced with financial stress or hardship. If
vaccination is the way out, let them out. Give them their full freedom.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:42): My constituency question is to the Minister for Health.
The people of Footscray and the wider inner west remain deeply concerned about the prospect of a
drug-injecting room in their community. After the debacle in North Richmond, locals are genuinely
afraid of the impact such an injecting room will have on their businesses, their families and indeed
their way of life. Locals are not in any way convinced by government assurances that such a facility
will not happen. They remember the monstrous lie told to the people of Richmond before the druginjecting room was established there. Will the minister provide any and all plans his department has
prepared to allow a drug-injecting room to be opened in Footscray or anywhere in the inner western
suburbs of Melbourne?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (12:43): My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Workplace Safety and Minister for Early Childhood, Ingrid Stitt, MP. My question relates
to the portfolio responsibility of workplace safety. We know that mental health is presenting serious
challenges for thousands of people across Victoria and indeed in the Southern Metropolitan Region,
and we know that attitudes are shifting. But we are still seeing a lot of harm done, particularly in
workplaces, whether it is increased stress or as a result of the pandemic. Can the minister please update
me on what the Andrews Labor government is doing to ensure that workplace mental health injuries
are treated with the same seriousness as physical injuries?
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:43): My question is for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. I was recently contacted by a constituent in Patterson Lakes who has a family
member in hotel quarantine. They have been issued permits for temporary leave from detention under
the guise of mental health to provide a 15-minute fresh air walk. My question to the minister is: what
is the process for getting these permits, and what policies underpin their use?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (12:44): My question is for the Treasurer and concerns the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s new centralised procurement policy. Local and regional
businesses will lose out on a huge volume of government work from 1 July. The requirements apply
to all 35 government departments and also to 125 government agencies, who must now use a
mandated list of suppliers for all non-construction procurement. The Victorian Regional Chambers
Alliance revealed last month that not one single regional or rural business was on the list—not one
business in my electorate of Western Victoria. It is extraordinary. I have always argued this centralised
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iron grip on procurement would be used to disadvantage smaller companies which are simply unable
to fill woke diversity quotas and still believe this will be a long-term consequence. Right now I would
like the Treasurer to explain how he will remedy this immediate and huge loss of business for regional
firms of all sizes.
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (12:45): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Agriculture. Some constituents in my region have brought to my attention the disturbing treatment of
animals on a property near Mount Duneed. Dead cattle have been disposed of by being dumped over
the fence into Thompson Creek. Observers of this property have seen multiple instances of animal
cruelty. They have also seen the constant arrival and departure of large numbers of cattle, now
numbering over 800. Many animals have been observed to be injured and in need of vet treatment that
was not provided, with these animals being shipped off again without treatment. There is a constant
delivery of feed on B-double trucks. What it looks like to any reasonable person is that this person is
running an intensive feedlot for cattle. Will the minister intervene and put an end to the suffering of
these animals and the loss of amenity for the neighbours?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:46): My constituency question is for the Minister for Education
in the other place, and it relates to the wonderful people that live at Carrajung South in my electorate.
Carrajung South Primary School has been unused for over a decade and is falling into great disrepair.
It has graffiti, it has broken windows and it has been left to rack and ruin. It is certainly an eyesore in
that area. It is surrounded by weeds and long grass and is a fire risk in a significant fire-prone area. On
behalf of the community and one particular constituent, I made representations to the minister last
year, and I am yet to hear a response. We need a positive outcome for this terrible, abandoned
education department asset. So the question I ask is: when will the minister respond to me? And can
the minister provide a time line of when the property will be properly disposed of and removed as an
eyesore in the area?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (12:47): My constituency question is for the Minister for
Planning and Minister for Housing. Many rural councils in Northern Victoria are facing a serious lack
of available housing in their communities. They have a backlog with planning applications and do not
have enough planners to process the work in a timely manner. They are restricted by CFA bushfire
and flood plain overlays, meaning land is at a premium. The impacts are widespread, with many stories
of locals unable to secure affordable housing; many are forced to spend more than 30 per cent of their
income on rent. Businesses are suffering as they cannot recruit staff to vacant positions as potential
employees are unable to secure accommodation. This limits the growth and viability of rural areas
already hit hard by the COVID lockdowns and border closures. Northern Victorian councils have
requested the reintroduction of the planning flying squad to push applications forward. What plans do
you have in place to ease the pressure in the short term?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:48): My question is to the Minister for Small Business
and, similar to Mr O’Donohue’s question, it is in relation to a local gym proprietor in my electorate of
Southern Metro. An email that I received from her, absolutely desperate, states:
•

we are still legally required to pay full rent PLUS deferrals as per agreements made for deferrals accrued
as part of the 2020 closures, after the Commercial leasing code protection ended in March

•

the ONLY option for us to remain with our head above water is to stand down staff …
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The email goes on to say:
We don’t want to stand down staff, we are trying to not put more pressure on the government support systems,
we just want to be able to run our business.
We need help
We need protection

This owner goes on to say that despite the to-and-fro between the federal and state governments it is
hugely disappointing that they still are left in the lurch and they still are feeling abandoned. So the
question from my constituent is: they have been highlighting the gap; what is the state government
doing to assist the likes of her business and, more importantly, those staff that will be stood down?
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:49): My question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. It relates to a program by the City of Greater Dandenong to demolish 12 bus
shelters which it regards as dilapidated. Bizarrely, the City of Greater Dandenong has started
demolishing these bus shelters as we move into winter—that is, at the time when they are most
needed—and no arrangement has been made for their replacement. A number have already been
demolished with more slated to be demolished shortly. There is no agreement between the Department
of Transport and the city as to how these bus shelters will be replaced or when they will be replaced.
Obviously this is a matter of great concern to those commuters who need to use these bus shelters. So
my constituency question to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure is: will she provide an assurance
that she will work with her department to ensure that those bus shelters are replaced this winter?
Questions on notice
ANSWERS
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:50): President, I just wanted to raise the issue of
outstanding questions on notice. I have a list of 19 outstanding questions to the Minister for Health.
All of these questions have gone beyond the 30-day period. Some I have been waiting on for over a
year, and I would ask that the minister provide an explanation. The numbers are 3443, 3485, 3488,
3489, 3490, 3499, 3500, 3502, 3533, 3546, 3567, 3576, 3577, 3578, 3579, 3581 and 3582.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business) (12:51): I thank members for raising
outstanding matters. I am obviously not in position to be able to tell you off the top of my head where
they are, but I will undertake to follow up with relevant ministers and seek responses in a timely manner.
Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, President, relating to outstanding constituency questions, I
draw your attention to the standing orders that require them to be furnished by the minister within
14 days. I have a question to the Minister for Mental Health that was asked on 16 June 2020—that is
358 days old—one to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety that is 41 days old and one to the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure that is 15 days old. I am just wondering if the minister at the table
can tell us where they are.
Ms Pulford: On the point of order, I would refer you to my comments from about a minute ago.
Motions
WEST GATE TUNNEL SOIL
Debate resumed.
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (12:52): I rise to speak to motion 574, put forward by the
opposition. At the outset this motion is based on no data, or inaccurate data, and in fact it is
fearmongering, and as such it is irresponsible. Indeed this revocation motion of the planning scheme
amendment is an almost unprecedented act of economic vandalism—it would be completely without
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precedent were it not the third time that the Liberal Party has tried to use this chamber to cancel this
urgently needed project for the west. The Victorian Liberals were rightly criticised by industry and the
community when in 2018 they used the Parliament to revoke the planning permission for this project.
Revoking this planning scheme amendment would put a handbrake on Victorian construction projects,
because this would not just be a threat to the West Gate Tunnel Project and more than 3000 people
currently working on the project but also to every public and private project that requires planning and
environmental approvals. It is not just a threat to major projects and big business but also to every
subcontractor and the entire supply chain. In the four years the Liberals were in government they did
absolutely nothing for the western suburbs.
Mr Finn interjected.
Dr KIEU: How many freeways did you build in the western suburbs? None. To the contrary, in
the last 12 months we have opened eight new major projects and road upgrades in the west. We
upgraded dozens of intersections and built new overpasses on the Federation Trail. We are increasing
train services on every train line to the western suburbs. The Metro Tunnel will mean Sunbury train
services will increase by 60 per cent and Werribee and Williamstown services will increase by 24 per
cent, with room in the city loop freed up. We made a commitment to get rid of 15 level crossings in
the western suburbs, and up to today five have already gone.
We are building new train stations as part of both our level crossing program and the Ballarat line
upgrade. As you heard, through the north-west we have made a massive investment in Sunbury with
a $2.1 billion upgrade of the Sunbury line, a new multideck car park at Sunbury station and, fasttracked, we have the removal of the Gap Road level crossing. And more work will be underway—
Mr Finn: That’s years away—years away.
Dr KIEU: We have to start from somewhere, don’t we? More work will be underway by the end
of the year on the massive upgrade to Sunbury Road, and we are investing in the business case of
planning work for a bypass in Bulla. And it is not just major transport projects, we are building three
new hospitals and 16 new schools in the western suburbs.
Now let me, in the few minutes left, talk about the West Gate Tunnel Project benefits. When complete,
the West Gate Tunnel will cut up to 20 minutes off a trip to the city from the west, from places like
Point Cook, Tarneit, Geelong, Melton and Ballarat. It will take 5000 cars out of the south of the city
every day, relieving congestion on King Street and Spencer Street. It will take 9300 trucks per day off
residential streets, with 24-hour, seven-day-a-week bans on trucks, and that will give local streets back
to local residents in the inner west.
And of course there are further local benefits. In addition to the massive benefits of the West Gate, we
are also delivering massive benefits to the local community, improving safety by reducing trucks and
traffic in the local streets, delivering new and better noise walls along the West Gate Freeway and,
environmentally, providing 9 hectares of open space throughout the west and 14 kilometres of new
and upgraded cycling and pedestrian paths. All of these benefits are at risk today as the Liberals try
for a third time to cancel the West Gate Tunnel Project.
The opposition is talking about PFAS, so let me go to the Hi-Quality proposal, which is safe and
appropriate. The planning and environmental approvals processes are rigorous to ensure the site has
controls in place and stringent conditions so that the health of the people of the community and the
environment are protected.
Mr Finn interjected.
Dr KIEU: Well, just to debunk the fearmongering, what is PFAS? PFAS is a group of
manufactured chemicals used in many industrial and household products and also in medical devices.
It has been around and been used widely in Australia and globally since the 1940s. In Victoria it is in
low background levels. In fact over most of the earth we are exposed to very low levels of PFAS in
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our daily lives. PFAS is not new; it has been widely used for many years, as I mentioned.
Understandably the community is concerned about that, just because of the fearmongering from those
opposite.
Mr Finn: Would you have it in your neighbourhood?
Dr KIEU: Well, we have the science. We have the science and extensive coverage of PFAS and
contamination. The Environment Protection Authority Victoria has extensive data on pollution levels
of PFAS, and the levels, typically under a low level, are present across most of the populated or
industrialised areas. The Environment Protection Authority will continue to monitor the presence and
the impacts of all emerging chemicals in our environment and continue to be a part of international
scientific developments. We do have the science, we do have the knowledge and we do have the
monitoring. The EPA does take a precautionary approach to PFAS, which means reducing exposure
whenever possible. This greatly varied risk is why the EPA regulates the disposal, use and
management of PFAS-affected materials in line with its very strict environmental guidelines.
I think I have 1 minute left, so let me just summarise and provide some concluding remarks. The HiQuality proposal is safe and appropriate. The EPA approving the Hi-Quality environmental
management plans means Hi-Quality has been assessed as equipped to protect environmental and
human health in managing the West Gate Tunnel Project. The amendment has gone through a proper
and vigorous process, and the views of the council, the community, the stakeholders and the people
were considered by the Minister for Planning. A purpose-built facility will be constructed on site and
Hi-Quality will be required to implement appropriate measures in accordance with this approval and
the relevant legislation and requirements. Victorians know how important this project is, and we know
that if the Liberals had their way, we would never have the project and never have the building.
Sitting suspended 1.02 pm until 2.05 pm.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14:05): Here we go again. Yet again in this house we are
scrambling to minimise the damage dealt by this government’s environmentally reckless Big Build
project. Again our communities and our environment are set to suffer to pave the way for the
government’s concrete state. We are not the Garden State anymore, we are the Concrete State. I
wonder if we will soon become the PFAS State. I wish we were here to discuss the latest renewable
energy investment or protection of our national parks; instead we are defending a community that the
government wants to turn into a dumping ground for toxic PFAS soil. What an embarrassment.
This government should be a world leader when it comes to environmental protection and preservation
of our ecosystems, but this government is floundering in the mud while other jurisdictions get ahead
of us. Later today I am going to detail at length how this government continues to spoil our green
wedges. This is an eerily similar predicament: a community at wit’s end, a government that does not
care for reasonable consultation. It is a recipe for disaster. Now, I have been contacted by dozens of
residents from Sunbury who are concerned about the planned proposal to dump this soil so close to
their homes in nearby Bulla. The residents are concerned about the very real health risks of toxic soil,
especially PFAS, and its location as close as 200 metres to nearby buildings. Sunbury is home to
40 000 residents, and they are being treated with disdain by the government. In fact it is a shame. They
are being treated with absolute contempt. If the ministers spearheading this decision continue to
undermine and downplay the health risks of PFAS chemicals, then will they volunteer to store some
of these chemicals in their own backyards? Would they welcome these chemicals? I think I already
know the answer to that one.
These man-made chemicals do not easily break down in the body or in the environment. Studies have
shown that they can linger for up to 15 years in local water supplies and surrounding areas. You know,
PFAS is emerging as an even bigger danger. It has been recognised in the United States as being a
very toxic and dangerous chemical, and I fear that it might turn out like lead, where they said there
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were safe levels but now they do not think there are any safe levels for lead pollution. I fear it may
well be the same with PFAS.
The facilities storing these chemicals border Emu Creek, which feeds the Maribyrnong River system.
A growing body of science has found that there are very adverse health effects from these chemicals,
as I have already mentioned. They include liver damage, thyroid disease, decreased fertility, high
cholesterol and obesity. We have been told there is enough contaminated soil planned here to fill the
MCG twice. Imagine the damage that could be dealt to this community.
Where are the government’s priorities? In this case the community strongly believes that the needs of
Transurban and the West Gate Tunnel are seen as far more important than the needs of the community.
Once again the community is expected to pay the price for the government’s construction-led Ponzi
scheme. The health of the local community and our environment especially, when we consider
downstream effects on farmland and our precious environment in the bay, must be put first.
Community and environment must be put first in any environment-altering project. There is nothing
more important in future planning for our state. I will end my contribution here, and I support the
opposition’s motion to revoke planning scheme amendment C248.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:09): I also have been contacted by a number of
residents and community groups regarding this amendment. Planning scheme amendment C248,
approved by the Minister for Planning in March, provides approval for Hi-Quality to commence works
on a spoil processing facility just a kilometre from Sunbury. Sunbury is home to 42 000 people, and
this site is just a few metres from the 20 000 new homes that have been approved as part of the Sunbury
South and Lancefield Road precinct structure plan. An estimated 3 million tonnes of contaminated
tunnel spoil could be transferred for disposal and treatment, contaminated with over 60 contaminants
considered toxic to human health, including PFAS, and will include spoil from the site of Victoria’s
biggest chemical fire, Coode Island. This soil will travel to the site untested. I believe that it will be
watered and buried, which is a process often thought to be outdated worldwide due to the risk of the
contamination of the lining at the tip. Emu Creek is just 29 metres from the site. It is home to the
endangered growling grass frog, the Yarra pygmy perch and the Australian grayling. Emu Creek flows
into the Maribyrnong River and then into Port Phillip Bay. It is a recipe for environmental and
ecological catastrophe in the long term and is a direct threat to these species’ existence.
One community group contacted the CSIRO in relation to toxic spoil being disposed of dangerously
close to the waterways and the communities. Now, the CSIRO advised that they were contacted by
the Victorian government. However, they were not given enough time to complete and compile a
thorough review and response. Our leading scientific agency, revered around the world, was not given
enough time to participate.
The proposal will see 865 new daily truck movements through Bulla along Sunbury Road. It is
precariously steep and dangerous and winding. It is in very poor condition and an accident hotspot. In
some areas it is a residential road. These trucks will also travel across the heritage-listed Bulla Bridge.
The bridge was built in 1869 and never was designed to carry large trucks or large numbers of vehicles.
Already the bridge has significant cracking in the superstructure, and increased movement could put
the bridge at risk of collapse. Hi-Quality’s site is on top of a hill known for its strong northerly winds,
which would directly affect the new housing estate opposite.
Little information has been provided to the community by Transurban, the government or Hi-Quality,
and no public consultation process has been undertaken by any of these parties involved in the tender
process. Any documents made public have huge amounts of redacted information, leaving the
community feeling anxious and distrusting. In late 2020 a petition was tabled expressing the views of
3500 community members. I will certainly support this motion put forward by the Leader of the
Opposition in this Council calling for this planning scheme amendment to be revoked. Please give our
Sunbury community a break.
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Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:14): Before I talk soil I want to talk where it has come
from, and that is Transurban’s proposal to build the West Gate Tunnel and as part of the deal make a
very large amount of money by extending tolling on CityLink beyond its previous expiry date. You
cannot solve too many cars on the road by building more and more wide roads. We have been trying
that approach for decades, and our roads just keep filling up while our peak-hour speeds get slower
and slower. The West Gate Tunnel is no exception. By the government’s own projections, the tunnel
will be at capacity in the morning peak less than 10 years after the road opens, and that is after we have
sat through six years of roadworks, or maybe more. Those same projections show that the tunnel will
save people just 3 minutes off their 2016 travel time, and that is if they pay a toll. Major cities around
the world are moving away from building new and bigger freeways, but not all major cities have the
same relationship we have with Transurban. The Greens believe the West Gate Tunnel should not be
built.
This mess of a project is now leading to millions of tonnes of soil potentially being trucked to Bulla,
and the neighbouring community of Sunbury is understandably concerned about the huge quantity of
trucks and the soil that will be in them. If the community could be convinced that the pollution in that
soil, especially PFAS, could be contained, then this would just leave the truck issue, but can they be
convinced?
Another of the sites being considered for the West Gate Tunnel soil is Maddingley Brown Coal in
Bacchus Marsh. Leachate from the existing landfill there has repeatedly made it into the neighbouring
creek. The EPA has issued recommendations and cautions, and the local council has taken Maddingley
Brown Coal to VCAT over their planning permit conditions. Yet Maddingley Brown Coal has EPA
approval to take West Gate Tunnel soil. If the EPA cannot keep leachate from Maddingley’s existing
operations out of the creek, how can the people of Sunbury be confident they will keep it out of Emu
Creek and the Sunbury community?
The Greens have argued for a long time that we need an EPA with teeth. We got a step closer to this
when the new EPA laws passed the Parliament in 2018. In 2020, two long years later, those laws were
due to start. But when COVID came along the government used this as an excuse to push
implementation back to July 2021. The Greens raised in the Parliament and media that COVID did
not justify such a long delay. When these laws finally start, in just a couple of weeks, we hope that the
EPA will start doing a better job of making polluters contain their pollution and keeping communities
and ecosystems safe. But we suspect this will take a bit of political will, which is why the Greens will
keep speaking up in Parliament and the media about pollution as well as the need to properly fund the
work of looking after our environment.
The community in Sunbury has been fighting hard for proper consultation and for proper information
instead of blacked-out documents and for reassurances that they and their ecosystems will remain safe.
So far the government has not been able to provide these. The Greens will be supporting this motion,
just as we supported the motion to stop this soil going to Bacchus Marsh, but we do not support
handballing the soil from the Sunbury community to another community. I would encourage all those
who voted in favour of stopping the toxic soil going to Bacchus Marsh to show the same consideration
for the community in Sunbury.
We want the government to show the community that it can do its job and keep pollution from the
West Gate Tunnel contained. We need a government that puts its money where its mouth is and funds
environmental protection properly. We need an EPA with the teeth and the political will to hold
polluters responsible for their pollution, and we will keep raising these issues until something changes.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (14:18): I also rise to speak on this motion. It is yet another
revocation motion by the coalition to simply shut down the West Gate Tunnel Project.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr MELHEM: I do not believe Mr Finn, when he was making his contribution, was interrupted.
I have not said much. I am coming to it, Mr Finn. Hold your horses, mate. I do actually care about my
electorate. I actually live next to—
Mr Finn: Oh, do you? You’re not showing it at the minute.
Mr MELHEM: I do more than you, Mr Finn. You just talk. The only thing you do is talk and talk.
You never do the walk. I tell you what, do not come and lecture me about how much you care about
your constituents in the western suburbs. You did nothing when you were in government for four
years. You have not lifted a finger.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Exactly!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! Mr Finn as well. Can we at least get kind
of on to what we are meant to be talking about.
Mr MELHEM: Absolutely, Acting President. I am more than happy to do that. I am just replying
to some of the uncalled-for interjections from colleagues on the other side.
This is another revocation motion about stopping the West Gate Tunnel Project. Let me put that in
perspective in relation to why these planning schemes are put in place. I live in the western suburbs. I
am a member for Western Metro. These three sites have applied to receive the spoil from the West
Gate Tunnel Project. As part of that process the government could have done nothing. The government
could have said, ‘You already have your licence’. Each one of them is actually licensed to receive the
soil. Under the current licences in place they did not have to do anything.
But going back to what Dr Ratnam was talking about just a minute ago, about how the government
should play a role in making sure all of the environmental issues are being dealt with et cetera, I agree
with Dr Ratnam. It is going to be about 3 million tonnes of soil that will be excavated from the West
Gate Tunnel—and, yes, there is PFAS. All the scientists, all the tests, are showing it is well below the
acceptable level. In fact it is just below the drinking level, and you can swim in it. That is what the
scientists are telling me. It is well below the acceptable level.
I share the concerns raised by constituents from Sunbury, Bacchus Marsh, Caroline Springs and
various other areas because, as I said, it so happens I actually live a few kilometres—about 4 or
5 kilometres—from one of the major sites which is likely going to end up with the contract,
understanding that the contract has not been awarded. So all the work I have been doing behind the
scenes—and I will continue to advocate on behalf of my constituents, not grandstand here—is about
making sure all the necessary safety precautions are being taken care of.
Mr Ondarchie: Would you put it next to your place?
Mr MELHEM: Are you deaf, Mr Ondarchie? I said to you that more than likely the place where
the soil is going to end up is about 3 to 4 kilometres from where I live, so you are deaf. Put your
listening ears on.
Let us focus on the issue. The government has said, ‘If you’re going to receive that soil, if you want
to tender for that contract, you’ve got to do far more than what you’re doing today’. That is what this
regulation is about. It is about putting additional restrictions on the operator should they be successful
in winning the contract, if it is awarded to them by John Holland and CPB Contractors, because they
are the ones that are going to make the decision on where the soil is going—not the state government,
not anyone else. They are the ones who are going to make the commercial contract. What the state
government has done, as a result of lobbying by the other members in the Western Metro region, is
simply to make sure we implement additional safety and environmental requirements on these
operators.
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: You can laugh as much as you like, Mr Finn. I remember the last time. You talked
yesterday about being the member for Tullamarine. The Bulla landfill was there when you were a
member of the lower house, and you were a member of the lower house for a long time. Bulla was
already receiving toxic waste and all these sorts of things. But let us stop playing politics and driving
fear into our community—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Driving fear, and that is the problem. Stop it. Let us deal with the facts.
Mr Finn: That’s what we want—stop it. That’s what I’m saying. That’s what this motion is
about—stop it.
Mr MELHEM: We will revoke that in the next revocation motion. Did you do one for Ravenhall?
I think you should if you have not. It will be the next one, won’t it? Yes, it will be the next one, and
then after that we will have a revocation motion to stop the West Gate Tunnel. ‘Let’s shut it down!
Let’s stop everything! Let’s stop the Melbourne Airport link project as well!’. I saw some comments,
Mr Finn, in the newspapers this morning about putting that on hold. But that is the problem with you
lot: you put everything on hold.
Mr Finn: Just consult!
Mr MELHEM: We consult—
Mr Finn: Talk to the local people. Talk to them!
Mr MELHEM: We have consulted with people, and I will continue consulting with people.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms Tierney: On a point of order, Acting President, can I draw your attention to the fact that there
have been constant interjections during this debate. I also believe that there have been some
unparliamentary terms used as well. I ask you to bring order to the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): It is getting a little raucous in here. I thought I heard
something a little unparliamentary before, but I was not sure. I am sure Mr Finn said something that
was really nice, not unparliamentary, but can we at least let Mr Melhem get through his last 3 minutes
in silence, please.
Mr MELHEM: Thank you, Acting President. Let us go back to the process. When the matter was
referred to the Minister for Planning the minister consulted with Hume City Council under
section 20(5) of the Planning and Environment Act 1987. The Hume council provided a very detailed
response to the consultation under that section of the act. Hi-Quality also undertook engagement and
consultation with community groups, local landowners, authorities and key stakeholders. We can talk
about there being no consultation, but there has been a lot of consultation, and the same thing occurred
in Bacchus Marsh, the same thing occurred at Ravenhall, and we expect no less.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM: Bringing the community with you is very important—
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! Mr Melhem, one second. Mr Finn, you had
your go. We have got 2 minutes 15 or so. Let us just let it go.
Mr Finn: Tell the truth, then.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): It is Parliament, the truth is a casualty. Let’s just
move on.
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Mr MELHEM: Let us keep going with this. Going back to what I said earlier, I think it is time for
us to go back and deal with the issue itself, with the reality, instead of playing politics. Motion after
motion in this house is just simply to stop major projects that this state needs. There are thousands and
thousands of Victorians employed on that project. I am not discounting for a moment the concerns of
our citizens in Sunbury and whether it is in Caroline Springs or Bacchus Marsh. They are genuine
concerns and they need to be addressed. I believe they have been addressed, but any further work to
be done in relation to addressing these concerns absolutely should happen and will continue to happen.
But what I say to you lot is stop playing politics. Stop trying motion after motion to stop our major
projects in Victoria, because as I said that is going to be next. For the airport rail link, you are going to
put another revocation motion to stop that. Have you had a go at the North East Link? I think you
have. If you have not, I am sure you will. That will be coming soon. So basically you are going to go
back to the best thing you do in this state, which is to do nothing. The best thing you have done so far
is basically put a stop to everything and do nothing. That is what you do. You just do nothing.
The reason we will be voting against this motion is not because we are not concerned about the issues
raised by the people affected in the area and the citizens of Sunbury, it is because of the reasons behind
your putting this motion in place. That is the reason why. You just basically want to put a stop to
everything. You always hated that project. Do you know why you hated that project? It has got ‘west’
before it, because it is in the western suburbs. Stand up for the western suburbs, Mr Finn, for a change.
Shame on you. You are disgraceful.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:28): This is an important
motion. Mr Finn has led the debate on this, and he has been very passionate in defending the Sunbury
community. The truth of the matter is that the government has stripped down the environment effects
process—the environmental protections—and the rules that would normally be followed for these
sorts of permits by the EPA. It is clear, and documents I have obtained under FOI make it very clear,
that the government did direct the EPA staff, and the government continues to refuse to reveal who
they were in the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change’s office, who convened
meetings with not just the Treasurer and the environment minister but also the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure’s department.
Ministers’ departmental people convened the meeting, which was oversighted by the then Secretary
of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, to find a solution for the terrible problem that they had
created. They had signed the West Gate Tunnel deal with their mates at Transurban. They had
proceeded with that deal, that market-led proposal, despite the environment effects statement pointing
directly to problems with tunnel spoil and the likelihood that the tunnel spoil would be contaminated.
Who could be totally surprised, digging under parts of the inner west in old industrial areas? It is not
a huge revelation that you could end up with some contaminated soil. Despite the EES’s points, the
government has proceeded to sign that contract. Now, they had no solution, they had no outcome, for
the toxic soil. Then what they did—let us be quite clear on the history of this—is they stripped down
the approvals process. So they took away, they suppressed, the objectives of the act under which they
actually promulgated the works approvals, and under those arrangements—
Dr Cumming interjected.
Mr DAVIS: Yes, but the objectives of the EPA act are things, Dr Cumming, that the whole
community supports: clean air, clean water—those sorts of basic aims and objectives. They were all
suppressed with the works approval process that the government put in place. I sought to disallow that,
and Labor supported the suppression of the objectives in the EPA act and this stripped-down works
approval. If you get a works approval, off you go, chug away, you can dump as much as you like.
Then they have given three works approvals under that. First they gave one lot of works approvals,
but they botched the process. They have given three lots of works approvals, three planning approvals,
and they have done all that with a stripped-down process. I think the people of Bacchus Marsh, the
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City of Melton and also the people in the City of Hume in Sunbury, which are the subject of this
motion today, are at risk.
I do not think the government has had a proper process to assure the community that the dumping of
this toxic, PFAS-contaminated soil is actually safe, and that is why this disallowance motion is here
today. It is here today because the local communities understand that it is not in their interests, that
they are not safe and that the government’s stripped-down process is not an assurance that they are
okay. So if we are going to have proper environmental protections, we need to have a proper process.
In this case the EPA works approvals are dodgy, the planning approvals are problematic and indeed
the original regulations under which the works approvals have been granted are deeply problematic,
and I say the government needs to go back to the drawing board and get this fixed. It is their mistake.
It is their error. It is their truncation of process. It is their cosying-up to their Transurban mates. It is
their corrupt behaviour, the Labor government’s corrupt and crooked behaviour. Let us understand
what is going on here. It is corrupt. It is crooked. You have done a sneaky, bad deal with Transurban,
and you know it and your government knows it.
Ms Tierney: On a point of order, Acting President, the member is reflecting on the government,
and I ask him to cease.
Mr DAVIS: On the point of order, Acting President, I am entitled to reflect on the government.
Members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): One point of order at a time. Mr Davis, you have
had yours. Mr Finn is next.
Mr Finn: On the point of order, Acting President, there is nothing in the standing orders which
stops anybody reflecting on the government. In fact it is highly desirable that people reflect on the
government, because the government is deserving of being reflected upon regularly, and there are no
grounds for this point of order. She might not like what was said, but there is nothing in the standing
orders to stop the Leader of the Opposition from saying it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Thank you, Mr Finn. Sadly I will not uphold the
point of order, but let us at least have some level of decorum here, thanks.
Mr DAVIS: As you can see, it is something that I feel very passionate about, the mismanagement
of our major projects, and the West Gate Tunnel is one of those. They are $3 billion over budget. They
are at least two years behind time. I notice all the 2022 dates along the freeway have been torn off.
They are not going to be on time by at least two years and more likely three years. They are going to
be billions of dollars over budget. There is still a legal imbroglio with the government on this, and they
have cut the corners on the approvals process: the regulations, the works approvals and the planning
approvals. Why have they stripped the planning approvals from the local councils? Because the local
councils would not have approved this in a pink fit. The City of Hume would not have approved it,
nor would the City of Moorabool, nor would the City of Melton and so forth. They would have told
the government to go and take a jump, and they would have told Transurban, ‘We don’t want your
toxic spoil, because you’ve failed to find a way forward with this’.
So they have stripped the planning approvals from the councils, they have truncated the regulatory
process and they have given shoddy, sneaky works approvals that actually do not provide assurance
to the local communities. I say this motion should be supported. I do not believe there are assurances
that the arrangements at Sunbury are safe. I do not believe there are assurances that this is the right
way to go forward. That is why this motion is on the notice paper today, that is why Mr Finn has
brought this motion forward today and that is why we are saying the government needs to get these
processes right. Communities deserve to be safe, they deserve to have proper processes behind what
has occurred, and that is not—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
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Mr DAVIS: There is no transparency here. But what is clear from the FOI I have is that the
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet convened a secret and crooked meeting—a
crooked meeting—of the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change and the Treasurer, all under the tutelage of the secretary of DPC, ricocheting
emails backwards and forwards, coordinated in part by a staffer, a secret staffer that the government
will not reveal the name of, in the environment minister’s office. In document 2 in the tranche of
documents it is very clear that this was a problem for the government. They went to the highest level
meeting, they truncated all the processes. They leaned like a tonne of bricks on the EPA to cut the
processes out—to cut the processes, to strip them down and to move forward without proper
environmental protections.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DAVIS: It is actually. It is a shocking politicisation of an independent agency, or an agency
that is meant to be independent. It is meant to be the guardian, the custodian of the environment in this
state. It allowed itself to be monstered into doing regulations that suppress the objectives of the
Environment Protection Act 1970. And I say if people read those objectives, they will largely agree
with them. They will say those objectives were right, and they should be upheld and they should be
the legal reference point for what the agency does. Oh, no, but not this government. Nobble new
regulations? We can actually gazette regulations under an act and suppress the actual objectives of the
act. What a corrupt, crooked, disgusting and absolutely appalling way to go.
I mean, this is what this government is doing on a wide front: cutting processes, cutting community
involvement out. So where has the community involvement been in this Sunbury process? I see
Ms Taylor over there shaking her head. Where has the community involvement been here? Why have
they cut the council out of it, the City of Hume? Why have they just been rolled over? No, you can
roll your hands around as much as you like, but the truth is this is a very bad outcome.
Ms Taylor interjected.
Mr DAVIS: It is a fact. The planning processes have been done. The planning processes have been
done, not by the City of Hume but by the planning minister. The section 20, part 4s have all happened
and, let us be quite clear, the works approvals have been given by the EPA with a truncated set of
regulations that do not fully meet the requirements of the Environment Protection Act. I say this is a
terrible process, and I think there is every chance that in the future we will deeply regret it as a
community.
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (14:38): This is the third time that I have
contributed to a debate regarding the disposal of tunnel spoil from the West Gate Tunnel Project, and
once again I would like to thank the people that have contacted my office to share their concerns. Their
emails have been informed and courteous, and I would also like to acknowledge representatives from
the Sunbury soil campaign who set up a meeting with my colleague Tim Quilty’s and my office at
short notice. Once again, they were informed, spoke on behalf of many people in their community and
had the foresight to propose alternatives. There are some valid concerns that they raised: the proximity
of homes to the Hi-Quality site, the volume of trucks that would be required to travel over
infrastructure that is not ideal, and also the national environment management plan 2.0 on the
treatment of PFAS and Victoria’s absence as a signatory. These concerns are legitimate ones, and it is
right for the community to raise them.
The main concern, however, is about PFAS. I once again reviewed the science related to the possible
harms of PFAS. There is emerging evidence of the possible harms, some of which has been published
since the previous debates. There is still concern in much of the scientific community, however, about
the quality of evidence available for low-level concentrations. At high-level contaminations such as
those present at Fiskville there are certainly concerns about cancer risk, as Mr Finn has highlighted.
The thing about this proposal, however, is that the concentrations in the tunnel spoil are significantly
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lower. In fact they are similar to concentrations that would be considered acceptable in water for
recreational activities. Some members of the community have raised concerns that we do not know
the concentration, but I have been informed in meetings with the relevant authorities that there will be
testing on site and if they pick up any higher concentrations these will not be transported to the soil
treatment site. On balance I accept that this soil will be low concentration and a low risk to human
health.
One of the alternatives proposed by the Sunbury soil campaign was that there are existing thermal
desorption facilities, but I do not believe that this would be a realistic alternative as there would be
obvious capacity constraints for dealing with 3 million tonnes of soil. I acknowledge the advocacy of
Mr Finn for his community. However, the evidence tells us that a cancer cluster is not a likely
consequence of this project.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (14:41): I am pleased to rise to speak on this motion. I
notice that we have had a number of contributions relating to the West Gate Tunnel in this chamber,
and I wish to thank all the contributors and all my colleagues that have contributed to the debate. I saw
that some of them were relatively well reasoned, like Mr Limbrick’s last contribution, where he tried
to, I guess, do his own analysis of the situation and reflect on it from his perspective. But from my
perspective what I do find is that this is an attempt by the opposition to politicise yet another public
infrastructure investment in the west. During our term of government we have seen record growth in
the western suburbs of Melbourne, and we have also seen a record growth in investment in the western
suburbs of Melbourne. That is why I am proud to support this project proceeding, and any measures
to stall or prevent the delivery of this essential need, which is a transportation network need in the
west, I think would be to the detriment of the broader western suburban communities. So I think this
project needs to proceed.
I think the reflections made on the government and the Minister for Planning are grossly unfair. I think
there has been a broad process, and people know I have been contacted—I am a member for Southern
Metropolitan—by residents that were informed of the process by the offices of the relevant ministers,
the Minister for Planning and the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, about the
project, about the proposal and about, I guess, the measures taken to address genuine safety concerns.
I take that on board, and I think it was a little refreshing that Mr Limbrick had seen what Hi-Quality
was proposing and the government was proposing. But it is disgusting and appalling to see the Leader
of the Opposition reflect on government agencies like the EPA in such a manner. I think it is very
unnecessary, especially in this instance where, I guess, concerns have been taken into consideration in
developing a proposal that works and ensures that the works on the West Gate Tunnel can continue.
I did see that there were different reflections by others in the chamber. Some were addressing whether
there was a need for more roads in the west in general. I can tell you now, the record growth in
population means that we do need more roads, we need to fix rail crossings, we need more bike and
pedestrian tracks and we need more native trees in the western suburbs, and those are all projects that
the government is doing. So we are addressing the needs of the community. We are hearing the
community. I do understand that people were saying the west needs more roads, it needs more train
services and it needs more green spaces—well, that is exactly what this government is delivering. So
it is fantastic to hear that we actually have a lot of agreement in this chamber about what the west
needs, and I am pleased to tell you that the government is taking those concerns on board and is
actually addressing those concerns.
I will not reflect on the opposition when they were in government and what they delivered for the
west, because I was really trawling through the World Wide Web and struggling to find a major project
investment in the western suburbs. So it is really poor form to reflect on this government’s
performance in relation to our service delivery and infrastructure delivery in the western suburbs when
it is actually delivering. The others—I cannot recall one single project. That is actually the truth.
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Just off the top of my head—I do not live in the western suburbs—I can think of the Ginifer train
station rail crossing. I can think of a number of road projects.
Ms Shing: Footscray Hospital.
Mr ERDOGAN: Yes, exactly, Footscray Hospital. And now the good member for Melton,
Mr McGhie, says we are going to have investment in a Melton hospital. So we have got health, we
have got education, we have got schools, we have got road projects and we have got rail projects. I
even reflected in this chamber not too long ago about the V/Line services out west. So it is very good.
The train stations have been upgraded along the way. They look fantastic. With the connection
between public transport—bus, train—and now the road network, it is great to see a government that
cares about the people in the west. So I do not accept any accusation that there are shortcuts in regard
to safety. That is just wrong and false and untrue, to put it plainly.
I will go further, but I will not stoop to the level of others in this chamber in regard to the manner in
which I will reflect on their attempt to politicise this project. This project has major benefits for the
west. It will take 5000 cars out of the city and congestion areas. It should shave up to 20 minutes off a
trip to suburbs like Melton and out to Ballarat and regional cities like Geelong. That is the biggest
benefit. Another benefit is that over 9000 trucks should, hopefully, get off the residential streets and
onto this tunnel project, and I think that is fantastic. That is a common concern that people who live in
the industrial port hub of our city have, so it is addressing again more of the local concerns.
There is a lot to talk about with the project, but I guess the fact that the planning and environmental
process has been rigorous and that controls are set in place should give the community some comfort.
The EPA is doing its job, and I think this revocation motion is just another attempt to stop the delivery
of an infrastructure project in the west. As I stated, the minister’s office has had a broad consultation,
and before reaching a decision the Minister for Planning considered the council’s view. We talked
about Hume City Council’s view—well, that was considered in the process. Local community
stakeholders have been involved. There have been any number of community consultations—
Mr Finn, you are across it—with councils giving feedback to the relevant department’s office and the
EPA and the local authorities. So they have been involved.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ERDOGAN: They have been. Just because someone has a different point of view does not
mean you need to accept it, but it has been considered in the decision that we have reached. I think
that is important to understand. I think we just need to respect different people’s points of view. It does
not mean you need to accept everything they say. In this case I believe in the ability of the agencies to
carry out their roles. Mr Limbrick reflected on the PFAS levels and his inquiry into the issue, and I
agree with actually much of what he had to say. It is not often that happens, but in regard to his
comments about PFAS I agree with some of it.
This project is so vital. We all know—and Mr Ondarchie, Mr Finn, you should accept—that it is vital
that we get more road projects in the west. That is why this tunnel is needed and this government is
delivering it. We are not waiting around and just making cuts across the board. We are delivering it.
We are saying, ‘Yes, this project’s needed’. We need better roads, so we are going to invest in them.
This revocation motion I do believe is another attempt just to stall the delivery of this project for the
community.
We have talked about costs of infrastructure projects. That is a broader discussion, not necessarily
about this project. But I want to talk more about, I guess, the safety issues. That is what community is
about. Being close to residential homes is important. We are talking about a purpose-built facility here
that would manage the disposal of the soil in this case. All the plant and equipment that leaves the site
would be managed to ensure dirt is not discarded on local roads. I think that is important, because
obviously there will be a level of strain on local roads close by. But we have got to make sure it is
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done safely. I guess the EPA regulations for tunnel boring mean that soil will present no risk to the
community. Each site will be rigorously reviewed by the EPA to ensure that they comply.
I think that should give the community comfort. I have faith in our institutions and our agencies to
carry out their duties. They are trained professionals, so I will let them make the decisions and accept
the independent advice. But I think we need to understand the reason why this is needed. People are
saying, ‘Why?’. Because the landfill amount that is going to be generated from this project is
significant. We are talking about 3 million tonnes of soil to be created over an 18-month period. To
put it into context, annually in Victoria there are about 4 million to 5 million tonnes of waste, so we
need this extra space. Ultimately, like I said, I live in Southern Metropolitan, but having said that, I
can see this project will deliver great outcomes for our whole city, because obviously there will be
direct benefit for the people of the western suburbs. But we all travel and we live in a really connected
city. We travel from the east, from the south and from the north to the west. In the end I will be using
this road when it is built, so I look forward to seeing it delivered for our community. So I will not be
supporting this revocation motion.
Ms GARRETT (Eastern Victoria) (14:51): I am really pleased to rise and make a contribution on
this motion on this day. I know there is a lot of excitement in the house and there is a lot of passion
and agitation from those opposite, and for us on this side we would say we would just love to see that
same level of passion and excitement about building things, about getting things done, about looking
after people in the west rather than stopping things, saying no or doing nothing.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Again, I understand why Mr Finn is agitated, because he was part of a
government that did absolutely nothing for the west—nothing. So he sits here—
Ms Tierney: On a point of order, Acting President, again, the interjections from Mr Finn are
absolutely incessant, they are very loud and I cannot hear the speaker. Can you please bring the house
to order?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): I will uphold the point of order. Mr Finn, you do
get a 5-minute sum-up period. It will be all yours then, so could you keep it down a little bit.
Ms GARRETT: As I said, I do understand why Mr Finn is so excitable today, and I imagine in his
more quiet moments, whenever they may arise, he reflects on the time that he spent in government
and he says, ‘I’ve got nothing really to show for what we did in government, and I wish I could get as
excited about a full shopping list of things that I delivered for the west. But I can’t, so I’m going to
take out my frustrations now on a government that has since its inception systematically worked to put
projects on the ground’. I think it is worth at this point just going through what some of those projects
are before I come to the project in question. In the last 12 months alone, just the last 12 months alone,
this government has opened eight new major road upgrades—eight in the west—
Mr Gepp: Wow.
Ms GARRETT: I know Mr Gepp would like to hear what those upgrades are, so I am going to
share those with him and with the house. We have new lanes on Dunnings Road, Palmers Road,
Derrimut Road, Leakes Road and Dohertys Road and new interchanges at Forsyth Road and Duncans
Road.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms GARRETT: I think Mr Ondarchie only wishes he lived in the west and not north when he
hears about these exciting, exciting projects. On top of that—and again, I understand the excitement;
I feel excited too—we have upgraded dozens of intersections and we have built new overpasses on
the Federation Trail. That does not stop there. We have upgraded train services, as we should, and of
course the landmark project of the Metro Tunnel will mean many more trains services, including into
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Sunbury, with an increase of 60 per cent. We will see increases in trains going into Werribee and
Williamstown by a whopping 24 per cent, with more room in the city loop being freed up, as we know.
Again, if I can point it out to the chamber—and I know Mr Gepp wants me to say this as well—what
did the previous government do regarding the metro? Oh, my goodness, they did not build it. Of course
we come to the signature project, the signature 2014 election commitment. How many level crossings
do you think we have gotten rid of in the western suburbs? We have already done five and we have
got 10 to go, and we are also building new train stations as part of these.
And why is the West Gate Tunnel so critical a project? How long have we got? Well, I have got a
good 6 minutes and 20 seconds to go, and I do not know that I will fit it all in, Mr Finn. I do not know
that I will fit it all in, but I will give it a go. Anyone who has been born and raised in this town or come
to this town from somewhere else or whose parents or grandparents or great-grandparents did—for
time immemorial, but particularly these last 50 years—has called for a second crossing to the west,
and nobody delivered it until this government came along. This is a huge—
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Oh, Mr Ondarchie, I do not think you want to go there, with the side letter, but of
course I am happy to go there. So not only is this a project that is going to transform the way the people
in the west get around and through the city but indeed, as Mr Erdogan said—and now he has departed,
and I understand his was an excellent contribution and he needs a rest now—in his contribution, this
is a project that frees up the entire state. It means people can move from one part of the city to the next,
from one part of the state to the next.
Mr Finn: From one hospital to the next.
Ms GARRETT: Well, speaking of hospitals, isn’t it interesting. Let us talk about the Joan Kirner
hospital.
A member: Have we built something?
Ms GARRETT: I think we have built the hospital. We have built new maternity facilities. We
have built a new hospital in the name of the late great Joan. And of course I do not remember the
opposition, when they were in government, building a hospital. Do you? I just do not remember it. I
think I do remember the Honourable Ted Baillieu opening the new Royal Children’s Hospital, but I
do not believe that he was involved in the building of that. But I digress. I return—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Again, Mr Finn, keep the passion coming. Just let us keep it for the delivery for
the west, shall we? Four long years of nothing is where we ended up. So we are not just talking here
about what this project will deliver—and the doctor knows over here who do not want to deliver
anything, because it is easier just to sit there and criticise others—and it is not just the benefits flowing
for transport. We have got thousands of jobs on this project—thousands of jobs; thousands—that those
opposite would like to just say ‘Buh-bye’ to. ‘We don’t need those jobs, we don’t need the second
crossing. We don’t need all that it will provide for the people of the west’—the fastest growing region,
I think.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms GARRETT: Oh, we have got Mr Davis here now. It is fun and a free-for-all, and I think you
would be really interested in what I am saying, Mr Davis, because you certainly were here during the
four long dark years when nothing was built for the west. In fact nothing was built for the state, really,
was it? But anyway, I think the west suffered quite the most under your lazy rule, as they used to call
it. Nothing done, and I feel like you are all very comfortable over there wanting nothing to be done
again, whereas we on this side of the house know the projects that need to be delivered. And these are
hard projects to deliver, which is why those previous did not do them. The metro was hard. You know,
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you have to get the big tunnel-boring machines, you have to go underground, you have to shut streets,
you have got to shut train stations and you have got to take the public with you through what can be
incredibly disrupting times. And if you do not have the courage of your conviction to take the public
with you, you do nothing. Whereas here we are with the Metro Tunnel. It is going to absolutely change
the way Melbourne operates—absolutely change the way.
Mr Leane: They did one thing: nothing.
Ms GARRETT: They did nothing—nothing. Minister Leane is always good for a one-liner, and I
will repeat that, Minister. They did one thing: nothing. And of course the other one is—and this is a
major, major one—we have got the North East Link coming, and that is coming down the pipeline,
again, with thousands and thousands of jobs, which transform people’s lives. But more importantly it
will transform the lives of people living in our north-east communities and in our entire state.
And then, we will just touch upon again the benefits of the West Gate Tunnel before I wrap up my
contribution—unless someone wants to move an extension of time, Mr Ondarchie, and I am happy to
keep going.
Mr Ondarchie: No. I’m good, thanks.
Ms GARRETT: I feel like you want to hear more, and I have more to say. When complete the
West Gate Tunnel will—and I think you need to take some notes; in particular Mr Finn needs the
notes; it is your area, Mr Finn—cut 20 minutes off a trip to the city from the west, so places like Point
Cook, Tarneit, Geelong, Melton and Ballarat, fast-growing places. Most importantly—
Mr Davis: What year is it opening?
Ms GARRETT: Well, it will open a lot sooner if you do not run these rubbish motions, Mr Davis.
It is going to take 5000 cars a day out of the south of the city, which relieves congestion on King Street
and Spencer Street, and it takes 9300 trucks per day off residential streets. We know that is one of the
real bugbears for people living particularly in our beautiful inner west, who have to suffer the truck
traffic and all that means for their amenity. So this will help with that. That is just one thing it is going
to help with. I am out of time, but we reject the characterisation of this project by those opposite and
we stand by our projects as the way to transform this city, this state and people’s lives.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:01): Well, Ms Garrett obviously did not hear my
contribution earlier, because I did not even mention the West Gate Tunnel. What I spoke about was
my constituents. What I spoke about was the threat to their health, indeed the threat to their lives, of
the dumping of carcinogenic—which, if members opposite would like to know, means it causes
cancer—toxic soil opposite new housing estates in Sunbury, just up the road from new housing estates
even just a little bit closer to Sunbury, just up the road from Bulla, just up the road from thousands and
thousands and thousands of my constituents, because that is what this motion is about. It is not about
the West Gate Tunnel. It is not about infrastructure. It is about the lives, it is about the health, of tens
of thousands of my constituents. Now, members opposite can go ‘Oh’ as much as they like, because
clearly one thing we can draw from this debate today is that members of the ALP do not give a stuff
about the health of the people of Sunbury or Bulla. They just do not care. And I have to say: it is a
pretty poor effort on the part of this government.
But even they, in the midst of their contempt for the people of Sunbury, have admitted there is a risk.
There is a risk, but they are more than happy to take it, because none of them live near Sunbury. None
of them are going to have to worry about getting cancer or their kids getting cancer. This is something
that they do not have to worry about. No care, no responsibility—that is what this government on this
issue is all about, indeed on a lot of issues.
Now, Mr Melhem got up before and said that the government consulted widely. Why then is the Hume
council trying to stop this in the Supreme Court? Why is the City of Melton in the Supreme Court
trying to stop this as well? That is your level of consultation. They did not speak to anybody except
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those who they knew would support what they wanted to do. They certainly did not speak to local
people, and the very, very big crowd that turned out in Sunbury just a few weeks ago and indeed again
just a couple of weeks ago on the steps here on budget day, will testify to the fact that they did not get
an opportunity to have their say. There was no consultation with them. If you are on the government
side, you get a say. If you are not, forget it, they do not want to know. And that is an indictment, a
dreadful indictment, on the government.
The fact of the matter is that over the 18-month period of this dumping there will be an extra
251 000 trucks on Sunbury Road—an extra 251 000 trucks over the 18-month period. That is
horrendous. As someone who uses Sunbury Road quite often, it is bad enough now. It is horrendous
now. But this government does not care about the extra, as I say, 251 000 trucks that will be on the
road.
It is all very well for the members of the government, many of them from the other side of Melbourne,
to get up with their talking points from the Premier’s office. And they get up and they read them all
out—oh, they are all so clever. But they do not, and they refuse to, talk about the threat that this project,
the threat that this soil, poses to the people of Sunbury and to the people of Bulla. And again, it is
because they just do not care. You know, if people in Sunbury get cancer, if people in Bulla get cancer,
it is no skin off their nose. They just do not care, because none of them live anywhere near the area.
That is something that they will live with. They just do not care.
Lives may well depend on the vote that we are about to take here today. And I repeat what I said
earlier: are members here voting on this motion today prepared to take personal responsibility for the
cancer cases that will occur or may occur if indeed this motion is defeated today? Are you prepared?
Are members of this house prepared to take responsibility for the human carnage that may well result
if this motion is defeated? I urge the house to support this motion.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms

Cumming, Dr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Hayes, Mr
Lovell, Ms

McArthur, Mrs
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 20
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr

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

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

Motion negatived.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:13): I move:
That consideration of notice of motion, general business, 576, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
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Motions
LAND TRANSFER DUTY
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (15:14): For seven straight years our governments of both
major parties have boasted and bragged as Melbourne claimed the mantle of being the world’s most
livable city. From 2011 to 2017 the Economist Intelligence Unit said that Melbourne was the best
place in the world to learn, laugh, love and live. Since then we have been knocked off the pedestal
quite dramatically. Today in fact we have just dropped down to eighth place. Yes. What could be the
reason? Is it any wonder that we have lost our prime position?
The reason might be housing. There were other reasons quoted today too besides housing, but put
simply, housing is essential for survival. Availability and affordability of housing is a major indicator
of livability, and to be quite frank housing affordability in Melbourne is an absolute disgrace—and
our successive federal and state governments carry a lot of the blame. Domain data reveals median
house prices in Melbourne have jumped by a massive 17.9 per cent over the year to March, recording
a median price of $1.15 million.
Right now our governments are pursuing policies which have been systematically destroying the great
Australian dream of home ownership. Is this the legacy our governments want to be remembered for?
I note here that it is the federal government that has overwhelming responsibility for this situation,
with tax breaks for wealthy property investors, active encouragement of foreign ownership of our
property, the ludicrous negative gearing scheme and our dependence on a population growth explosion
that has sparked unrivalled competition in the property industry. But the state government has
substantial scope to alleviate the housing affordability crisis in Melbourne, and to a somewhat lesser
extent in Victoria, and it should send a signal to Canberra that this situation is not what we want.
Therefore I move motion 532 on the notice paper standing in my name:
That this house:
(1) notes that the government is assisting foreign purchasers to buy property in Victoria by allowing them
access to the waiver on land transfer duty;
(2) further notes that:
(a) Victoria’s vacant property tax has produced serious revenue shortfalls due to its reliance on owners
to self-report vacant properties, which is an inadequate form of revenue collection;
(b) the additional stamp duty levy on foreign purchasers is inadequate to preference Australian
residential property purchasers at its current rate;
(c) the government, through property taxes, is a beneficiary of Australia’s weak real estate moneylaundering laws, some of the developed world’s weakest, and has failed to call on the federal
government to strengthen these laws in line with the recommendations of the international moneylaundering watchdog, the Financial Action Task Force, made in 2006;
(d) increased competition from foreign purchasers makes housing more expensive for Victorian
purchasers;
(3) calls on the government to:
(a) cancel waivers provided to foreign investors for land transfer duty;
(b) end the self-reporting regime for vacant properties and introduce an effective proactive collection
regime for this tax by the State Revenue Office;
(c) increase the stamp duty levy on foreign purchasers of real estate; and
(d) publicly urge the federal government to strengthen laws against money laundering in the real estate
sector in order to take a strong stance on money laundering and defend the rule of law.

To start my contribution I would like to relay an anecdote from a constituent of mine who recently
fought the gruelling battle to achieve the elusive goal of home ownership in Melbourne. The
constituent, a 25-year-old male, lived in a dilapidated, water-damaged, 3-metres-square bungalow
with his partner and a German shepherd dog for more than a year to save the cash for a modest home
deposit. After years of renting and throwing away $1800 a month to keep a roof over their heads, they
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realised it was time to take on the Melbourne property market and spent a further six months
negotiating the trials and tribulations that the system presented. They went into the property hunt with
just one very humble prerequisite: a decent-sized yard for the dog. What they soon realised was that
this put them in direct competition with cashed-up developers desperate to get the most land per dollar
for future units. The young couple unsuccessfully bid on 17 homes which subsequently sold above
their advertised price ranges. Two of these homes were purchased by foreign buyers, as revealed by
the real estate agent. The constituent even relayed this paraphrased quote from the agent, ‘Don’t feel
so bad. There’s nothing you could have done. They have a lot more wealth than you to spare’.
It should not be so incredibly hard for Australians to gain a foothold in the market. The situation is not
sustainable, and it is only getting worse. In saying that, our more selfless citizens, even if they are
already home owners, look on aghast at the huge burdens rapidly rising prices have imposed on
younger people trying to make a start in life and start a family. But let us be clear: these huge increases
in house prices are welcomed by another group of people—investors and the investment industry, who
are more interested in appealing to greed than to people’s better natures. Where can you get capital
gains anything like investing in Melbourne these days—8 per cent to 17.9 per cent last year?
I put on record that housing is in reality a necessity, not just a chance to win the lottery. But that is not
what successive governments at both state and federal levels have seen it as. And now, with the
government’s help, investors, instead of looking to the stock market, speculate on a commodity that is
seen as essential for survival—in the pursuit of wealth. To that extent we have seen off-the-plan
housing titles being traded like shares. For the last 25 years successive governments have deliberately
encouraged our house prices to rise to among the most expensive in the world, while constantly talking
about the mirage of housing affordability. My motion today is aimed at implementing measures that
will help us on the road to real affordability, not merely big talk about affordability while in reality
doing things to push prices ever higher by subsidising sectors of the market.
The median price of a house, at $1 million, in Melbourne should be of real concern, but have we heard
a word from the Premier or any ministers about this affordability crisis? No, of course not, because
many of our leaders are part of the problem. They are not interested in real solutions. The state
government, through our tax system, has a direct interest in pricing up housing because of its very
reliance on stamp duty—the higher house prices go, the more stamp duty it collects on each
transaction. But the conflict of interest is obvious, and message boards on our major news sites all
have the same comments whenever a story about house prices is published. Is it any wonder that
people’s trust in the political system and politicians is dangerously low and that people believe even
politicians are cashing in on the very high house prices that they have done so much to encourage with
their policies, stimulus packages and legislation that drive up demand?
Helping foreign purchasers to buy a home is a case in point. Many people were astounded to read in a
story on news.com.au by Frank Chung late last year that the Victorian and West Australian Labor
governments are actually including foreign purchasers in their waiver on land transfer duty. Frank
Chung’s report indicated rebates of up to $27 500 are available to foreign purchasers in Victoria as
part of the rebate on land transfer duty designed to stimulate the pandemic-hit economy, and there
could be even more and greater incentives now due to the provisions in the budget—bigger waivers
on city apartments, which foreign purchasers will have access to. Quoted in the story was a real estate
agent who specialises in property sales to foreigners. She said:
Because of the pandemic, most foreign buyers don’t know about these incentives …
When we explain it to them, their eyes pop open.

I bet they do. How long does it take a young Victorian citizen working casual jobs, paying higher rents
and earning 0 per cent interest on their savings to save $27 500? Yet here is the Victorian Labor
government giving foreign investors taxpayer dollars to help them buy property. And the icing on the
cake is the same young people saving for a property are struggling to pay more of their tax dollars to
the Victorian government. It is a disgrace. And those tax dollars are then used by the Victorian
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government to help foreign purchasers buy Victorian properties, the same properties that these young
people are trying to buy themselves.
In the 2018–19 financial year $2.8 billion worth of Victorian property was purchased by foreign
buyers. This included almost $900 million worth of established dwellings, which is particularly
interesting to me. This is where the demolition of our heritage occurs. Foreign purchasers, believe it
or not, to get the federal government concessions here are required to knock these houses down to
provide vacant land.
Victoria has the highest volume of foreign purchasers buying established dwellings, at
505 transactions in that one year. The next highest is New South Wales, with a higher population, and
it only had 170 transactions valued at $310 million. Victoria’s is triple that. What is more, and it is
something else I discovered that significantly adds insult to injury, the commissioner of the State
Revenue Office may exempt a foreign purchaser who has a controlling interest in a corporation or trust
from the pathetic 8 per cent additional land transfer duty which is meant to apply to foreign purchasers.
An exemption from this 8 per cent can be made for a multitude of reasons, including—der—
significantly adding to the supply of housing stock in Victoria. Well, a lot of applications would meet
that, encouraging once again the destruction of our 20th-century and 19th-century heritage. This
exemption alone will cost the budget $184 million over the next four years, according to the
Parliamentary Budget Office.
Now, when I talk about foreign buyers I am not singling out any one country. There are a host of
purchasers who are citizens of many nations. However, of course the rich and powerful nations of the
world are well represented. And it is not only housing that I am concerned about; it is our farmland as
well. So in the first part of my motion I call on the Victorian government to end this disgraceful policy
of rebates and exemptions to foreigners immediately.
I will move on to the second part of my motion—the much-vaunted vacant residential land tax. The
Victorian government’s vacant property tax is a classic example of talking big on tackling housing
affordability but doing nothing. We saw just last year in the pandemic measures to prevent hoarding
at supermarkets. Limits were placed on the purchase of certain items to prevent some people buying
more than they needed, hoarding goods and leaving others with nothing. Yet when it comes to
hoarding houses and keeping them empty in the middle of a housing crisis, as far as this government
is concerned it is all systems go. Leaving houses vacant for long periods takes houses out of the rental
market, puts prices up, and that means rents are also higher. When we see homeless people on the
streets we should remember this government tolerates and even allows people to buy houses and keep
them empty. A good number of empty houses are owned by foreign purchasers who come from
countries that see Australia as a safe place to store their wealth and rapidly boost their wealth by buying
houses and keeping them empty. It is a form of land banking.
Now, what is the problem with the government’s vacant property tax? Well, it is self-reporting. Yes,
that is right. The government has a touching faith in the honesty of owners to report that their property
is kept vacant and pay the tax. Given that the government sees self-reporting as a viable way to achieve
its objectives, will the government now make speeding offences self-reporting? A driver doing
70 kilometres an hour in a 60-kilometre zone could write to the government, self-report and receive a
fine in the mail. This would save a fortune in speed cameras and highway patrols. Self-reporting is a
farce, and we all know it. The government’s stated aim to stop homes being kept empty is completely
ineffectual, and it is a classic example of talking a big game on housing affordability but in reality
doing nothing—doing the opposite even. Premier Andrews warned in 2017 when the tax was
announced that there would be significant penalties for those who failed to report. So where are the
penalties? There are none—no penalties. The Premier said the tax would send a strong message to
property owners that they needed to rent their property or sell it. So what strong message was sent?
The tax was predicted to raise $80 million in four years. Well, the tax raised just over $5 million in its
first year. This is a sign of failure, with so many reports of vacant dwellings out there.
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The Prosper Australia Research Institute estimated that the number of vacant dwellings in Melbourne
rose over 13 per cent in the two years to 2019 and nearly 5 per cent of the properties at the end of 2020
were empty. The institute said the tax is failing to prevent land banking. Its director of research, Karl
Fitzgerald, went as far as to say that the tax was built to fail, with no oversight and no fine issued for
a failure to self-report. Mr Fitzgerald believes that the main reason for the large number of vacant
properties was speculative behaviour. So here we go again: houses used as casino chips, not as places
to live in. What we need is the State Revenue Office to enforce this tax and end this charade of selfreporting. Houses should be for housing people, not for speculative gain. The Premier himself supports
my motion. To quote him from a few years ago:
While in the first instance this will be a self-reporting tax, there are opportunities through utilities data and
other data for us to check on compliance.

Well, the time has come because in the first instance and even longer than the first instance selfreporting is clearly not working. It is time for the State Revenue Office to enforce this tax, to use the
utilities data and other data talked about to check on compliance.
When it comes to foreign buyers, many Australians have expressed disapproval of the 2008 federal
Labor government’s change of rules, allowing foreigners to buy real estate. Since 2013 this policy has
been continued by the federal Liberal government. Once again, a very unpopular policy is supported
by both major parties and flies against democracy. It supports the rich and works against our citizens.
What is more, Australians are forbidden by the laws of many foreign countries, especially in this
region, to buy property in their country. And good on them; they put their people first. They are more
interested in housing their people than pumping up property prices. The stamp duty excess for foreign
purchasers as currently charged is inadequate, especially when exemptions are handed out, to make
sure Australians are given preference when it comes to buying property.
Once again I am not speaking about foreign investment. What I am talking about is foreign ownership.
There is nothing wrong with foreign investment in Australian enterprises, but there is plenty wrong
with foreigners’ speculation in our freehold titles. New Zealand, whose government is envied by
many, has put a stop to it. There are now restrictions on foreign purchasers buying property in New
Zealand. These were brought in relatively recently to stop property prices being pushed up by investors
who did not intend to settle in the country. I tell the house now: many Australians want to go back to
the situation before 2008 and make it very difficult for foreign purchasers to buy real estate here. But
of course our governments are interested in propping up the housing market, not in making houses
affordable. Economist Leith van Onselen, who has worked at both the federal and Victorian treasuries,
has stated that foreign buyers have helped drive the growth in Australian real estate prices. With the
pandemic, the number of foreign purchasers has decreased, but they are returning now in their droves,
as reported in the paper in the last few days. The government will be pleased to hear this. Property
professionals expect the number to pick up even further when the pandemic conditions end. And when
is that, and what form will that take? It is up to us here.
The stories of foreign purchasers paying for houses with suitcases full of cash are not fanciful. We saw
too with the Crown Casino scandal that foreign visitors arrive here with millions of dollars in cash,
which brings me to the last part of my motion: the incredible amount of money laundering which takes
place in Australian real estate trading and the complete failure of successive governments to do
anything about it. Way back in 2006 under John Howard the Australian government ratified the Paris
convention on money laundering in line with the Financial Action Task Force. In the wake of 2001
terror attacks, getting on top of money laundering was seen as vital in shutting down the operation of
terror groups, yet here we are in 2021 and, guess what, the government is more interested in keeping
up demand on housing prices.
Predictably, I know that it is the likely response that it is the federal government that has the power to
stop money laundering in real estate. However, the state government could do something to call on
action. Nathan Lynch, a financial crime intelligence expert, has labelled the federal government’s
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inaction on the issue as staggering. But what about the ALP when they came to power in Canberra?
What did they do about the laws? Next to nothing. And they have been silent on the coalition
government’s inaction. They do not want to take away the punchbowl from this out-of-control party,
but when it comes to criminal money being laundered in our real estate market our Victorian
government sits back and collects the stamp duty on these property sales; it says nothing to the feds.
This is condoning crime. But as we saw last year with my motion on banning property developers
making donations to political parties, the Labor Party and the Liberal Party seem to have interests in
maintaining the status quo.
Today with this motion I expect to be accused of being anti foreign investment, but such critics would
be wrong because selling real estate to foreign purchasers is not genuine foreign investment. These
sorts of sales are akin to selling the family silver. Real foreign investment, which my party supports,
actually adds to the productive capacity of Australia. So we need real foreign investment, not foreign
ownership that is helping price Victorians out of a home. We need to give Victorians and Australians
the first bite of the property pie, but for whatever reasons our state government is actively assisting
foreign purchasers to slide in and take away many of these opportunities. Nobody, not a single person
in this house, can stand up right now and say Australia’s property industry and house prices are fair,
sustainable and reasonable. They are not, so therefore I hope you can all support my motion, and I
look forward to the debate.
Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (15:34): I rise today to contribute to Mr Hayes’s motion. This
government acknowledges that housing affordability is a serious issue for so very many Victorians.
We have a strong record of supporting Victorians, particularly first home buyers, to enter the property
market. However, we disagree on a number of points raised by the motion, particularly in relation to
foreign purchasers. The rate of growth in the current housing market is pricing many young and
middle-income Victorians out of home ownership while at the same time yielding significant returns
for existing property owners and landlords. The Melbourne CoreLogic home value index is up by
5 per cent over the year, despite the economic challenges of the pandemic. In my region we also have
a shortfall of affordable rental homes.
The Renting in Victoria Snapshot 2020 reveals that 40 per cent of commonwealth rent assistance
recipients in Victoria were paying more than 30 per cent of their income in rent, the very definition of
‘rental stress’. In the City of Melbourne there is a shortfall of at least 5500 affordable rental homes, in
the City of Yarra one in four rental households are experiencing housing stress and in the City of
Darebin there is an estimated unmet demand of over 3750 affordable rental homes. These local council
areas are three of the top six councils in Victoria with the highest percentage of renters, and in the City
of Melbourne almost 60 per cent of residents are renting. We need to consider both rental affordability
and affordability of the property market together to make sure we have a housing system that works.
This government has long recognised that housing affordability is a serious issue facing many people
in our society. Since being elected in 2014 the Andrews Labor government has made a series of
interventions across Victoria to make housing more affordable. In July 2017 the Andrews Labor
government introduced the Homes for Victorians strategy, and under this strategy stamp duty for first
home buyer purchases under $600 000 was abolished and concessions were made available for
purchases up to $750 000, a strategy that has made it easier for many to buy their own homes. Indeed
before entering Parliament I benefited from this strategy and purchased my very own first home, and
as a sole purchaser and a charity worker who did it by myself, buying my first home remains one of
my proudest achievements. Since July 2017 we have helped more than 143 000 Victorians like me
buy their first home, saving them more than $2.4 billion in stamp duty. I have not had the chance to
personally thank the Treasurer, but I would like to put on record my thanks and appreciation for this
program and for supporting first home buyers in our state. Between 1 July 2019 and 30 June 2020
more than 40 000 first home buyers saved a collective $724 million in stamp duty across the state.
We have been making it easier for Victorians to enter the housing market. We are also looking to drive
prices down by increasing supply in the housing market. In the 2021 Victorian budget the Andrews
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Labor government announced the $5.3 billion Big Housing Build. This funding will deliver over
12 000 new homes throughout Victoria. This includes 9300 social housing properties, and this funding
will also develop 2900 mainly affordable housing dwellings, 25 per cent of which will be allocated to
regional Victoria. This package will boost our state’s social housing supply by 10 per cent in just four
years. Importantly, affordable rental options will be integrated into projects to create vibrant, diverse
communities and provide well-located housing to moderate-income working households.
At the edge of my region Big Housing Build funding is being used to deliver new social and affordable
housing in Flemington through a ground lease model. This will be the first of its kind for social housing
in Victoria. The current vacant land will be leased to a not-for-profit project group who will finance
design, construct, maintain and manage the site for 40 years before handing all the land and buildings
back to Homes Victoria. This project will deliver 240 social housing units, 126 affordable housing
units and 1755 jobs throughout this project. The development will include a range of dwellings,
including one-, two- and three-bedroom homes, responding to the changing needs of Victorian
households. This increased housing stock will put downward pressure on prices. It further highlights
how the Andrews Labor government is committed to addressing demand and supply-side factors that
price Victorians out of the housing market.
The rental reforms introduced by this government in March this year strengthen renters rights, better
protecting vulnerable renters and enabling people to turn the house they rent into their home. Renters
have a right to a safe, secure and affordable home they can call their own, and that is what these reforms
will achieve. Back in 2019 this government capped rent increases to once every 12 months, giving
greater security to vulnerable and disadvantaged tenants in precarious financial situations.
Mr Hayes’s motion makes a number of claims relating to foreign purchasers. In response to the
pandemic the government announced in the 2020–21 budget stamp duty waivers of up to 50 per cent
on properties valued at up to $1 million to help people get into the housing market and to stimulate
economic growth. However, the vital point that the motion fails to recognise is that the waiver does
not apply to the foreign purchaser additional duty. Less than 0.1 per cent of purchasers who have
benefited from the temporary land transfer duty waiver since November have been foreign purchasers.
That is only 25 foreign purchases out of more than 37 000 properties. And of course those foreign
purchasers still paid full FPAD, providing well over $1 million in additional revenue to Victoria—that
is the foreign purchaser additional duty.
The general claims made about the foreign purchaser additional duty in the member’s motion are not
entirely accurate. The Victorian government introduced the foreign purchaser additional tax to ensure
that foreign purchasers make a fairer contribution to Victoria. This recognises that foreign purchasers
will generally not have paid a range of state and other federal taxes over time. Since its introduction
the Victorian government has increased the FPAD to ensure that foreign purchasers pay their fair
share—I am not sure if that is how you pronounce the acronym, but I am going to go with it.
Mr Gepp: Good enough.
Ms WATT: Good enough, there you go.
Mr Gepp: I endorse it.
Ms WATT: Thank you so much. At 8 per cent the rate of the FPAD in Victoria and New South
Wales is higher than the rates in other states. South Australia, Queensland and Western Australia have
rates of 7 per cent and Tasmania 3 per cent. Therefore the idea that the government’s tax system
somehow favours foreign purchasers over locals just does not stand up to scrutiny.
Finally, it is important to recognise that many foreign purchasers contribute to Victoria’s overall
housing supply by investing in development projects in Victoria. These projects build new houses that
are available to all Victorians to purchase. Therefore it is important that the government finds the right
balance between prioritising local purchasers and not discouraging investment in our state.
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This government was also the first state to introduce a vacant residential property tax, right back in
our first term of government, before my time. We took this measure as we understood that housing
was becoming increasingly unaffordable due to a lack of supply. This measure provides a clear
incentive to reduce the high number of houses and apartments being left vacant in the inner and middle
rings of Melbourne. By helping to increase rental supply in the market this places downward pressure
on rental prices and in the long term improves affordability. The government was clear when it
introduced the VRLT that if the VRLT did not raise revenue, because all relevant properties were
rented out or otherwise occupied, this would demonstrate that the policy was indeed working as
intended. Consistent with longstanding practice for tax administration across Victoria, the VRLT
operates a self-assessment regime, supported by compliance and enforcement powers. The State
Revenue Office also undertakes appropriate monitoring and compliance activities, including data
matching from other entities such as utility companies.
In saying that, this government knows that there is still work to do on housing affordability and
improving housing supply. This issue is still a key reason for the dramatic increase in housing prices.
In positive news, Melbourne is the only capital where total listing numbers are now higher than the
five-year average, largely attributed to a 29.1 per cent increase in unit listings over the past year. I am
hoping that many Victorians join me in realising their dreams of owning their very own homes.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (15:44): I am pleased to rise and
make a contribution to the motion Mr Hayes has brought to the chamber. It is a long motion, as is
Mr Hayes’s wont. It is a motion that covers enormous ground. Much of it I agree with, but not all of
it. I do want to just step, in the 10 minutes I have, through some of the key points here.
I do fundamentally agree with him that we need to be very careful with how matters of foreign
purchase apply to property in Victoria. I do note that there are some perverse outcomes that are
occurring, and I do accept that there is a need, a significant need, for reform. I can put on the record
today that I will be writing to the federal Treasurer to make some commentary on these matters,
because I am concerned that a number of the arrangements may well lead to perverse and unintended
outcomes. I think that is a matter that we need to get just right. I am not a person who is opposed to
foreign investment in Australia. I do think that people coming from overseas—from a variety of
backgrounds and a variety of locations—bring skill, knowledge, energy and sometimes capital and
that they do create employment in many circumstances. I equally do agree with Mr Hayes, though,
that we need to be careful with how population growth is managed, and it has not been well managed
in recent times.
Since the Labor Party has been in power, for 17 of the last 21 years, we have seen enormous growth
in Melbourne and Victoria. The turnaround in population movements into this state began in 1997 in
the Kennett government period, and we saw a very significant turnaround. For 30 years before that,
Victoria had had a net outflow of people to other states and territories. It turned around at that time,
and until the most recent 12-month period we have had a net inflow of people from other states and
territories. I think that that is a very significant marker issue for how our state is going, and the
turnaround directly reflects the failures, in my view, in this recent period of the Andrews Labor
government—its failure to manage the unrestrained population growth that has occurred, in some
years up to 145 000 in a year. That is an enormous growth rate, and it means the government has to be
on its game to understand what is required in terms of services, schools, health facilities, transport—
all of those. And it is notable that when the Brumby government lost in 2010 Daniel Andrews gave as
one of his explanations for losing government at that time—one of his key explanations—that they
had not kept up with the infrastructure growth and the infrastructure needs of the state, and I think that
was right. I think that was part of it, and I think that there is a need, if you are going to run a very high
growth strategy, to have a massive capacity to deal with infrastructure needs.
You also need to work forward and say, ‘Really, do we want unrestrained growth? Do we want to
manage that growth? Do we want unrestrained growth that damages the livability of our city and our
state in the end?’. We are on the verge of that. We are actually seeing very significant damage to our
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state, to our metropolitan area—the unrestrained growth of the density of suburbs, the loss of tree
canopy and the loss of heritage buildings. All of these are very significant signs that the state
government has not protected the suburbs, not protected our key locations, not protected our heritage
and not protected our vegetation. In that sense I strongly agree with many of the points that Mr Hayes
has made. I too am concerned.
When I walk out from my house and I take the dog for a walk in an area where I have lived since the
early 1980s, I look at the changes that have occurred there—the loss of wonderful heritage houses, the
loss of tree canopy and the damage that is occurring to the quality and livability of our suburbs. And
this, as I said, is a longer term point. I do not put it all at the foot of this government, but I do put at the
foot of this government the huge growth in population that has been totally mismanaged for most of
the last period. For 17 of the last 21 years Labor has been in power. Labor has been allowing
unrestrained, forced densification of key parts of our suburbs, and we have seen huge damage occur
during that period.
Now, the additional taxes that have been placed by both levels of government on foreign purchases
have largely been ineffective. I think that is the truth of the matter. Very little has been collected, and
it seems to have made little difference to behaviour. So I say we need to be thinking carefully about
some of these points. We need to make sure that Australia actually does have the right settings in place.
We need to make sure that Victoria has the right settings in place. We have seen much more in the
way of taxation under this government. Thirty-eight is the number of new taxes that have been
introduced since November 2014. It is 38. Would you like me to get you the list, Mr Leane? I could
get you the list. In fact I think it is on my website if you want to go and have a look at it. There are
38 new taxes under this government. If you are feeling the need to go and look it up, you can go and
look up the list of new taxes. But I suspect—
Members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS: There were actually more last night. We saw more last night, didn’t we? There has
been a huge new hit on the property sector, the development sector and young families, pushing up
the cost of housing and making it more difficult for people to get in. The Labor Party have just spoken
about housing affordability. Well, they have made it much less affordable. New taxes on housing do
not make it more affordable. New land taxes, new stamp duties, all of those do not make housing more
affordable. I think we need to be quite careful in how much taxation we put on through these new
property taxes.
I do not agree with unrestrained taxation being put on in the way it has under this government. I do
not think that they have got the mix of stamp duties and arrangements with foreign investors right. It
is not fundamentally having the collection effect that they believed it would. I can tell you in this
chamber I was very clear when those new taxes came in. I said these taxes would not collect what the
government expects. People will run down to Bunnings. They will put watering systems on to run the
water through the property, they will have the lights turn on on regular occasions—all designed to
show that there is an occupancy when sometimes there is not. And there is significant evidence across
parts of the eastern suburbs and many of the towers—
Dr Cumming interjected.
Mr DAVIS: It is not really. I actually predicted it, Dr Cumming, and this is actually what has
occurred. They have not collected the money that they promised they would collect with this. It has
not had the impact.
I say the root cause of housing affordability issues in this state is not as laid out by Mr Hayes, it is
actually the additional duties and additional taxes and the restrictions on supply that have been put in
place. We are very conscious that within the urban growth boundary there are significant opportunities
to bring on precinct structure plans, and certainly prior to the last election we said we would have
brought on a number of those precinct structure plans within the urban growth boundary outside of
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areas that are impacted by green wedges. We believe in protecting the green wedges. We believe in
seeing our quality of life protected.
I think it is a seminal day that we have seen today. Right through the Baillieu government period we
were the most livable city in the world, and after 2016 that has dropped. It has dropped successively,
and today’s news is that we have been forced down to number 8—the eighth most livable city in the
world. We have been beaten by Adelaide, which is number 3, and I see Steven Marshall—
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DAVIS: It is a beautiful city. It has lovely churches. It has lovely parks and gardens. I do not
deny that. It actually has a very good premier in Mr Marshall. But having said that, I do think it is
indicative of what has happened in this state. The quality of life has been damaged. The misbehaviour
of this government, the mismanagement of this government has damaged the quality of life in this
state, and I make the point—
Ms Taylor interjected.
Mr DAVIS: I do not have a clue what you are saying, Ms Taylor. You seem to be shouting out
very loudly indeed. But leaving that aside, I think you would be worried about the quality of life in
Southern Metro. I certainly am, and I am worried about the quality of life across Melbourne.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (15:54): Australian land should stay in Australian hands;
that is my belief. And the west is the best of course, Leader of the Opposition.
I rise today to support this motion. It is very timely that we are discussing this today following
yesterday’s changes to land tax. Those changes made to land tax yesterday disadvantage mum-anddad investors, yet here we have a state government that is favouring foreign investors, that waives land
transfer tax for foreign investors. How do we expect Victorians to compete with foreign investors for
property? At the very least we need a level playing field. Further, it has been reported that real estate
is often used as a means for foreign investors to launder money. Last December I spoke in this chamber
about vacant land tax, an issue that had been raised by one of my constituents. At that time the Age
reported that landlords and owners were leaving thousands of residential properties vacant across the
city as the government—
Mr Gepp: Thousands?
Dr CUMMING: Yes, it is. In the City of Melbourne, Mr Gepp, there are so many empty
apartments it is not funny. There is vacant land across the city as the government fails to enforce a levy
on empty properties, and here we are in the CBD, where we have homeless people everywhere, and
there are vacant apartments absolutely just stacking up.
I see that water consumption is a key predictor of property use, and data shows that 24 042 properties
consumed zero water over 12 months. That is 24 000 properties, and we are meant to be looking at
30 000 a year to get on top of our homelessness issue. Just hearing the contribution earlier, that you
can go and get a Bunnings timer and actually turn it on just for a little bit and that you could play with
these figures, I thought that was ingenious from the opposition. I had not heard that from Footscray
but from someone from Brighton. All I can say now is: wow. I did not know that this is another way
of getting around paying tax to the government.
There are thousands of empty properties that could house more than 185 000 people. In 2017–18,
469 property owners self-declared—whoa, 469!—and there were 716 vacant resident sites declared to
the State Revenue Office. In 2018–19 the number fell to 587 properties. Why is the vacant residential
land tax not being enforced? With only a small percentage of landowners self-reporting, why isn’t the
government auditing the owners? The Treasurer responded that the State Revenue Office, and I quote:
… conducts compliance activities to make sure that vacant residences have been declared, and exemptions
have been correctly claimed.
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And:
The SRO’s compliance activity has resulted in hundreds of investigations being conducted, with a strong
success rate.

That is not good enough. We have a government that is more than happy to keep bringing on new
taxes, yet on the other hand it cannot properly manage the collection of the taxes that it currently has.
We need a level playing field for all property investors, we need taxes to be properly collected and we
certainly do not need to be complacent about foreign investors buying up our properties at a reduced
rate because of COVID and possibly laundering money. So I do support this motion, because I do
believe—and no-one disagrees—that foreign investment is needed here in Australia, but should they
actually own the land here in Australia? Our children cannot compete with these big bags of foreign
cash coming into Australia. Our children will always struggle with low-paid jobs to afford a new home
when foreign buyers are buying up and driving up the prices by buying our Australian land.
Sitting suspended 3.59 pm until 4.15 pm.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (16:15): I rise to speak on Mr Hayes motion 532 this afternoon.
Gee, after listening to some of the earlier contributions I think perhaps next Wacky Wednesday we
need to have a bit of a truth-o-meter—a fact checker or something that is inserted into this chamber so
that we can actually tell the truth from what is really going on. But continuing on the opposition’s
conspiracy theories in the last week, now Mr Davis—following Mrs McArthur’s suggestions and then
of course the Shadow Treasurer’s tweets—would have us believe that every vacant house in
metropolitan Melbourne is owned by some foreign investor, we do not know, who fitted them out with
a watering system where the taps come on with a timer and then somebody is there flicking the lights
on and off. I wonder if that is what Daniel Andrews is doing. He is running around Melbourne being
Wee Willie Winkie, turning taps and lights on and off in vacant houses. Perhaps that is what he is doing,
Mr Davis. Perhaps he actually owns, in conjunction with—I do not know—some foreign investor, 60,
70, 80 properties and he is running around turning on the taps and turning on and off the lights.
There is a serious element to this motion of course, but my friend Ms Watt dispatched some of the
things that Mr Hayes discussed in his contribution. But again, there is a need for us to ensure that in
all of these sorts of debates there is a proper level of facts that we are considering. I want to just take
a minute to talk about the government’s history on housing affordability in this place. Of course it is a
very important issue for this side of the house and that is why, since being elected in 2014, the
government has made a series of interventions across Victoria to make housing more affordable.
Ms Watt talked about July 2017 when the government announced their Homes for Victorians strategy,
where stamp duty for first home buyers for purchases under $600 000 was abolished and of course
concessions were available to purchasers up to $750 000.
Thereafter we have helped more than 143 000 Victorians buy their first home, saving them in excess
of $2.4 billion in stamp duty. Just between July 2019 and 30 June 2020, more than 40 000 first home
buyers saved a collective $724 million in stamp duty across the state. In regional Victoria, Geelong
was the top spot for stamp duty savings, with almost 2000 homebuyers having their stamp duty fees
either waived or reduced at a total saving of close to $31 million. I am proud to say that Bendigo as
well as Ballarat, in Mitchell and Baw Baw shires, rounded out the top five, with regional first home
buyers saving nearly $120 million. So there has been significant investment in public policy to reduce
the burden on first home buyers.
Then of course we announced through the 2021 budget the $5.3 billion Big Housing Build. That will
deliver over 12 000 new homes throughout Victoria and that will include 9300 social housing
properties and a further 2900 mainly affordable housing dwellings. Twenty-five per cent of those will
be built in regional Victoria.
I have been here for a few years now, and it is amazing the people who get up in these debates. They
talk about housing affordability and that they want a greater level of affordable housing, but they never,
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ever vote for any proposition that this government brings forward in this space. And I would invite
members in this chamber to review the voting records of people in this place to see who has put their
hand up for affordable housing time and time again compared to those who come up with all of these
responses to public housing and why it cannot be built here, why we cannot do it there. Suddenly it is
going to affect livability of people who live there. It is always the same catchcry.
I want to tackle just for a moment the issue of temporary land transfer duty waivers that Mr Hayes
talked about, and the data from the State Revenue Office is that less than 0.1 per cent of purchasers
who have benefited from this temporary land transfer duty waiver since November have been foreign
purchasers. I think that is very important, because the suggestion was that there were a whole lot more,
but in fact there have only been 25 foreign purchasers out of more than 37 000 properties that have
availed themselves of that temporary land transfer duty waiver.
Of course even those still paid the foreign purchaser additional duty, and just on that foreign purchaser
additional duty, it was this government that introduced that here in the state of Victoria. We wanted to
ensure that those foreign purchasers were making their fair contribution to our system here in Victoria,
and we acknowledge that without the introduction of this foreign purchaser additional duty these
people would not have made any contribution over time. It should also be noted as part of this debate
that the level of that additional duty, the foreign purchaser additional duty, stands at 8 per cent, equal
with New South Wales and higher than the other states and territories. In particular, South Australia,
Queensland and Western Australia have rates of 7 per cent, and Tasmania has a rate of 3 per cent. So
whilst you may well argue that it should be higher, in fact it is the highest in the nation, and we are
proud of the fact that we have introduced a scheme where those foreign purchasers do come in and
they are required to pay that additional duty.
Very quickly in my time remaining, on the vacant residential land tax, self-assessment is not new in
our taxation regime in this country. In fact it has long been a feature of our regime, and I know because
I used to work in the tax office, so I am very familiar with the regimes that were in place—in fact with
Mr Quilty. We are alumni of the Australian Taxation Office. I know he does not like to remember that
part of his life, because he is now opposed to tax, but when it was putting food on his table he was
happy. He is a graduate of the Australian Taxation Office. So we are alumni of the Australian Taxation
Office, and at least one of us is very, very proud of that fact, because I am not anti-tax. So as to the
idea that self-assessment is something new or something inadequate, it has long been a feature of our
taxation system, as it is in terms of the vacant residential land tax.
Again, if you listened to the contributions that were made around this point, you would think that the
State Revenue Office does not undertake any appropriate monitoring and compliance activities in
relation to the vacant residential land tax. But of course nothing could be further from the truth, and
they do in fact do that. Mr Hayes talked about many aspects of the federal taxation system. That is a
matter for the federal government of course. I note his call for the state government to call on the
federal government to do some reform in this area now, and he is more than capable of making that
point himself to the federal government. So whilst the member is absolutely right to raise these areas
of concern, it is also crucial that when we are making our contributions in this place we are doing so
based on facts, so that people who may well be following this debate are able to make up their own
minds based on those facts, rather than introducing notions such as Wee Willie Winkie running though
the town, turning on the lights and turning on the water taps of all the vacant properties in metropolitan
Melbourne. I hope it is not that Daniel Andrews who is doing that, because I am sure if you ask
Mr Davis, he is absolutely guilty.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (16:25): I am going to make a contribution to Mr Hayes’s
motion. I know that Mr Hayes has concerns around the issues that he has highlighted in this motion,
which talks about a number of things, including foreign purchasers buying property, the vacant
property tax, additional stamp duty levies on foreign purchasers and other taxes. I will not go through
them all because there is quite a list and he has gone through that and detailed it in his contribution in
the chamber this afternoon.
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But I would make the point that I know that he is very concerned about livability and maintaining the
amenity of our suburbs, and as we share the same electorate, Mr Hayes and I have spoken about this.
We have been concerned about what is happening across our electorate of Southern Metropolitan
Region. That livability that he spoke of is diminishing. We have seen that today in the reports that
Melbourne has slipped to eighth in the world’s livability stakes. That is a terrible indictment of what
is happening to our fabulous city, this wonderful city of Melbourne that was so vibrant and just had so
much energy and positivity and was an international city—it buzzed. It is like when you do travel and
go to those cities like New York, which does not sleep, or London. These big cities, they are exciting
cities, and Melbourne had that and we had so much going for us, whether it was the major events that
were attracted to the city—
Dr Bach: By Jeff.
Ms CROZIER: There was lots of work done at that time, Dr Bach, you are absolutely right, and
now we are a shadow of our former selves. In fact it is quite sad. As we are living through this
pandemic friends of mine who live in Sydney just cannot believe how we are living here in Melbourne.
Even friends that have travelled to Sydney cannot believe how they are living and how we are living.
If you walk down the streets of Melbourne, you will see a very, very depressed city, and quite frankly
I am terribly worried about it. It is not going to take weeks or months; it is going to take many years
to come back to that once vibrant state. I am not sure this government has understood just the extent
of the damage that has been done by these ongoing lockdowns of those businesses that are absolutely
on their knees being crushed. They have no hope. They fear that they will have another lockdown at
any stage because that is what those opposite do—it is a sledgehammer approach to not managing a
virus when it gets out of hotel quarantine or however else. There are many issues. The livability of this
once great city is really diminished, and it is a sad state of affairs. I want to just make those comments
because I actually think it is really important that we understand exactly where this city is at.
Mr Hayes spoke about various taxes, but can I just point to what the last budget has done in relation
to diminishing the aspirations of so many when stamp duty is going up. At a time when we are trying
to get an economic recovery in place this government is just jacking up taxes all over the place. I make
that point in this contribution because I actually think it is quite important. You can talk about all of
these things outlined in Mr Hayes’s motion, but you need investment, you need confidence, and there
is going to be a whole lot of I think negative impacts from the way this government has handled this
pandemic and how the confidence is going in this state. It is an indictment of how it is being managed,
it is an indictment of how little the government understands the economic impacts of what is occurring.
The MPs on the government benches laugh, but I fear they do not understand the management that
has gone on in terms of how we are operating in Melbourne compared to other cities around the
country, and that is the comparison that you want to look at, because in Australia we are incredibly
lucky to have a fabulous health system. We do not live on top of one another like in Third World
countries where this virus is having a horrendous toll—and nobody wants to be.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Well, the cities are more dense, Ms Shing. Why don’t you compare us to Sydney?
Through you, Acting President, Ms Shing never compares us to New South Wales: 5000—
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER: As I said, again through you, Acting President, there are 3500 people coming from
overseas and 5000 in hotel quarantine every single week in New South Wales. That has been—
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Well, I am just responding to your interjection—through you, Acting President.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Order! It is getting late in the day. I am getting a
headache. Can we keep it down a little bit, please.
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Ms CROZIER: Now, I am just going to finish this point—through you, Acting President—about
Ms Shing’s ridiculous interjection. The comparison is that New South Wales—and if only this
government had actually taken up and looked at what New South Wales was doing, their
management—are a stand-out.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER: Well, their livability is. The city of Sydney is vibrant. Our city is not. You want to
talk about livability, Ms Shing: compare the cities. You said it, the livability, and look where Melbourne
is. It is just right down the thing. We have got Adelaide number one and Melbourne has slipped.
Ms Shing: On a point of order, Acting President, I have been listening to Ms Crozier talk about
everything but housing affordability and this motion for many, many minutes now, and with the time
she has available perhaps she might come back to the actual motion as proposed by Mr Hayes—
through you, Acting President.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Just on that point of order, it is quite a broad motion
and I think probably it would be good if Ms Crozier could just get back to it. I will not uphold the point
of order, but if we can just kind of narrow in on where we are going, please.
Ms CROZIER: Of course, Acting President. Thank you. But I do make the point about the
livability, because Mr Hayes spoke about livability. My point is that Melbourne has slipped in the
world stakes on livability. We have gone from two to number eight, and our city is really struggling.
If you look at the livability of Sydney, where these issues apply as well, they are thriving, we are dying.
That is the difference—and it is all thanks to the Andrews government.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:33): The Greens agree with the underpinning
rationale for this motion, which is that housing affordability in Victoria is broken. I would make the
comment from the outset, though, that housing affordability is not broken just because foreign
citizens are able to purchase property in Victoria. It is broken because the entire system has been set
up to favour investors over people looking for a home and because of 30-plus years of government
withdrawing from the housing system. Housing affordability is a crisis because for decades housing
has effectively been handed over to developers and investors, designed for profit instead of livability
and affordability. In Victoria and in Australia we have turned housing into a commodity instead of
understanding it as a basic human need. The right to shelter has been superseded by a system that
encourages the purchasing and hoarding of property. And more broadly, when we have let
neoliberalism run rampant, where now wages are stagnant, government support in payments and
pensions are woefully low or entirely absent, we are left with an economy where property and land
are one of the major sources of wealth. So the housing system has become more about creating
investments than homes.
We have an entire generation being locked out of having a place to truly call their home and instead
being left to live very likely in other people’s retirement plans. And we are a place where people,
unable to access any affordable housing or rental housing, are sleeping in their cars or on the streets or
are forced to live in overcrowded and dangerous rooming houses. This motion acknowledges these
truths, the way that our housing system is now a property market and has been set up to work for
investors, including investors who live overseas, at the expense of everyone else.
Many of the most powerful levers creating the broken system are at the federal level, including
negative gearing and capital gains tax, which incentivise investors to build up their property portfolios
and gamble on the housing market, but as this motion notes, there are levers in Victoria which are
exacerbating our housing crisis. We hand out public money to private developers to build tiny amounts
of new social housing instead of spending it on plenty of new, quality, state-owned, state-managed
public housing. And if we did spend it on new public housing, we would get a bunch better return on
our investment than we do from expecting developers who are only interested in maximising their
own profits to solve our housing affordability crisis. To give an example, Professor Libby Porter and
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Dr David Kelly at RMIT’s Centre for Urban Research modelled the yield of public housing dwellings
possible from the $5.3 billion allocated for the Big Build, and they found that if the $5.3 billion was
spent in direct capital funding for public housing on public land, it would deliver approximately
20 000 public housing dwellings, a more preferable outcome than the 12 000 social and private
housing units under the government’s plan.
We spend millions on stamp duty concessions and land tax exemptions instead of overhauling the
entire tax system to address the root of the problem. Stamp duty just raises the cost of housing and
trying to solve this by spending more public money on reductions and concessions is just windowdressing. I will reiterate the points I made in the debate on the tax bill yesterday: ultimately too much
reform in the housing space is fiddling around the edges. We really should be engaging in genuine
property tax reform and abandoning stamp duty in favour of a land tax system. Taxing the value of
land rather than property changing hands would provide a more stable revenue source, easing pressure
on property prices, and also more accurately capture unearned wealth.
A move to a land tax system would also discourage owners from deliberately leaving land or properties
vacant. While in Melbourne we do have a vacancy tax in place, in some suburbs Mr Hayes noted that
the self-reporting system has failed in adequately capturing properties that are vacant. Owners simply
need to notify the State Revenue Office of any properties they own that are vacant in a calendar year,
and the penalties for not reporting are so low that there is no real incentive to do the right thing. So it
is clear that the tax is not working as intended and that there are still far too many empty homes in
Melbourne, which we can see in the figures.
According to Prosper Australia, the number of vacant properties in Melbourne rose 13.3 per cent in
the two years from 2017 to 2019—approximately 69 004 vacant and underused residential properties
across metropolitan Melbourne. Most of these are owned by investors and could be housing one of the
many households who rent or the 100 000 people on the public housing waiting list. Nobody should
be hoarding property in a housing crisis, and nobody should be sitting on vacant homes or land just so
that they can appreciate in value while hundreds of thousands of people are living in rental stress or
experiencing homelessness.
I would also note that these allegations of money laundering through property transactions are
concerning. Given that we know Victoria has previously provided an avenue for international money
laundering—see Crown Casino as a pertinent example—we support the call in this motion for stronger
anti-money-laundering laws.
I want to conclude by noting that while there are aspects of this motion that I support, as outlined
previously, I do have some concerns about the underlying tone of this motion. While Mr Hayes and I
may agree on the need to reform our planning system and address housing affordability, one of the
areas where we differ is on migration and attitudes to the international community. I am troubled with
the Australia-first and the anti-immigration attitude presented in the words of this motion. Xenophobia
unfortunately remains all too common in our community and is encouraged by rhetoric that constantly
frames problems as being caused by the other or the outsider. I am concerned that some of the framing
of this motion could encourage anti-migrant and anti-foreigner sentiments. Mr Hayes’s party,
Sustainable Australia, and its focus on questions of population, in my view, all too readily tips over
into xenophobia while ignoring the nuances of the debate about human impacts on our planet. Selling
a myth that somehow Australia is able to disconnect from the rest of the world is disingenuous and
dangerous.
I urge Mr Hayes and Sustainable Australia to rethink this approach because it has dangerous
consequences, especially for people like me: migrants to this country who needed a safe place to call
home. Throughout my life growing up in Australia I have seen how this rhetoric is used to demonise
and stereotype migrant communities. You just have to look at what is happening to that family who
arrived here from Sri Lanka who are being imprisoned on Christmas Island by the Australian
government to know where this type of rhetoric ends up.

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 9 June 2021

Legislative Council

2139

In conclusion, as I spoke to earlier in my contribution on the content of the motion, we agree that the
vacancy tax system as currently constituted is a massive missed opportunity, as it needs to be expanded
and tightened. We agree with the closer look at how property can be used for money laundering. While
we also agree that stamp duty exemptions that favour investors over home owners need to be
reconsidered, we do so in the context that we want to see a housing system that prioritises affordability
over making investors wealthy, including local, interstate and international investors.
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:41): I rise to make a contribution in regard to
Mr Hayes’s motion 532 on the notice paper, and I have also had the benefit of listening to the
contributions of other speakers in regard to this motion. I agree with some of what Dr Ratnam has just
put in regard to this. There is a worrying tone. There are a number of underlying propositions in this
motion that really do not bear out the facts or bear any semblance to reality, I think. I will just go to
that—this focus on foreign purchasers, for example. I know Mr Gepp touched on this in his
contribution as well, but I will just reiterate it here for the sake of completeness. In regard to foreign
purchasers of property, the Andrews Labor government introduced the foreign purchaser additional
duty, or the FPAD, to ensure foreign purchasers make a fair contribution to Victoria. Existing
temporary waivers do not apply to the FPAD component, and currently there is less than 0.1 per cent
of purchasers who have benefited from the current land transfer duty waiver that have been foreign
purchasers, and they still pay the FPAD anyway. So again, the motion seems to be predicated on this
idea that we are being swamped with foreign purchasers somehow, and even just referencing that
without going further and looking in much more depth around demographic data and the like, you can
see that that is not the case.
Again, today there has been a bit of a theme in here with the whole range of scare tactics and fear that
have been running through these debates. It is really inappropriate. We are all dealing with a whole
range of pressures at the moment, and to kind of suggest that we are in danger of being swamped by
people from foreign nations is a little bit out there. But if the point of it is to say—I am not sure what
the point of it is, actually. Is the point of this motion to say that we do not want foreign purchasers to
come here at all ever, or is the point of it to say if we want foreign purchasers to come here and buy a
property, then they have got to pay taxes? They kind of do that now anyway. So I am not sure exactly
what this is trying to achieve, but key to one of the fundamental principles that this government holds
very dear is housing affordability and actually encouraging people to enter the housing market. Yes,
there is competition for purchasing housing, and yes, it is very difficult for first home buyers to enter
the property market, but let us face it—there are some areas that we live in that are more expensive
and more exclusive than others. I think it would be pretty difficult for first home buyers to enter the
property market over at Brighton, for example, or Sandringham or one of those places. I mean, good
luck to them if they can afford to enter the property market in one of those very exclusive, wealthy
areas. I know I could not, and I am sure a number of us in this chamber on these government benches
over here could not have done that as a first home buyer or a first property buyer.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Look, it is challenging. But nevertheless, to kind of conflate that somehow with
the notion that we are being overrun with foreign purchasers—I will talk in a minute a bit more about
what the Andrews Labor government has done on housing affordability and homelessness. It is
important to note that we do have a range and a suite of policies that try to address the issue of housing
affordability.
Dr Ratnam in her contribution talked about some of the federal government levers, and I agree, which
actually have a bigger impact on driving up housing prices, so negative gearing and those other federal
mechanisms. There are things that are beyond our reach as a state government to influence, but
nevertheless we have certainly tried to do that. Again, Dr Ratnam mentioned this in her contribution:
we introduced the vacant residential land tax policy—we were the first state to do so—which means,
you know, if you have got a vacant property, either rent it out or pay tax on it. There is a theme running
this week; we have been talking a lot about taxes. It is important that government has the ability to
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collect revenue in order to support various government services, because otherwise how do you do it?
I do not know.
To talk about our history on housing affordability for the moment—have I done something wrong?
You are all looking at me—
Ms Shing: Because you are saying so many good things.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you; that is good. Just on the government’s history on housing affordability
for the moment, because this is important and again goes to the point about what we are doing to try
and make housing affordable for people who want to enter the housing market. And it is difficult; I
am not saying it is easy. I have been in that position myself. It is not easy, but you get there eventually.
The government has long recognised that housing affordability is a serious issue facing many people
in our society. Since being elected in 2014 we have made a series of interventions across Victoria to
make housing more affordable. In 2017 the Andrews Labor government announced the Homes for
Victorians strategy. Under this strategy stamp duty for first home buyer purchases under $600 000
was abolished and concessions were available for purchases up to $750 000. Since then we have
helped more than 143 000 Victorians buy their first home and saved them more than $2.4 billion in
stamp duty. Between 1 July 2019 and 30 June 2020 more than 40 000 first home buyers saved a
collective $724 million in stamp duty across the state, with the local government areas of Casey,
Wyndham and Hume recording the highest numbers of waivers and concessions, so again a very well
targeted policy. You can see that it goes to those growth areas where housing affordability has been
targeted, and of course you would find a lot of first home buyers going to those areas because housing
is cheap and affordable. Because I am getting the wind-up, I will just finish with a punch.
Members interjecting.
Ms TERPSTRA: I am actually surprised that people are listening to me, so there you go. We have
a bit of levity at this stage of the afternoon for those who might be playing along at home—the two
people and a hamster who are watching us.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Yes, that is right. But I will continue for the maybe 3 minutes that I have got left.
In the 2020–21 Victorian budget the Andrews Labor government announced the $5.3 billion Big
Housing Build. This funding will deliver over 12 000 new homes throughout Victoria. This will
include 9300 social housing properties. The funding will also develop 2900 mainly affordable housing
dwellings. Twenty-five per cent of the funding will be allocated to regional Victoria. This will boost
our state’s social housing supply by 10 per cent in just four years.
I might finish on this point. Again, it goes to a federal point, and it may have been touched on before.
The federal government has kind of vacated the housing space. The federal government used to give
funding to state governments to ensure a greater supply of social housing stock. They have kind of
vacated that space and in doing so they have not continued to have funding flow to the states, so there
has been a larger problem that has been created because of the federal government vacating that space.
So shame on them and good on us for the continued record investment of funding in this space.
In conclusion, whilst the member is right to raise concerns about housing affordability—more power
to you, Mr Hayes—I hope I have sort of spelt out a little bit about the complexities in this space and
what we are doing to address some of those things, whether it be supporting first home buyers into the
property market, ensuring foreign purchasers pay their fair share, supporting the rental market or
whatever else. We are really on the side of Victorians, helping them to realise their dreams of owning
their first home, and we do hope that the commonwealth and other governments around the nation
begin to take this issue seriously, just as we do. We will not be supporting this motion.
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Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (16:49): I will be brief. This motion seeks to increase the stamp
duty take, increase taxes on property and create new red tape in the property buying process. The
Liberal Democrats are not interested in making housing more expensive. Australia has a housing price
problem, but we do not think this motion is the solution. We need more supply released onto the
market—this is the only thing that will hold down the price rises—but I note that increasing housing
supply is entirely counter to Sustainable Australia policy. Mr Hayes has limited these tax increases to
foreign purchases and vacant properties, but without a commitment to lower taxes elsewhere these
changes do not represent tax reform; they just represent more tax. We do not believe we need to
increase the size of the State Revenue Office to create a new large tax collection bureaucracy to enforce
these taxes. Self-reporting taxes are much to be preferred. The Liberal Democrats believe in abolishing
stamp duty and lowering taxes, and we do not believe in singling out foreign investors. We cannot
support this motion.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (16:51): I am here to add my 2 cents worth to this particular
discussion, and I find it a relevant thing to do, as much as anything, to commend Mr Hayes on his
motion, because it does enable us to have a fulsome conversation about livability and affordability. I
would like to note and to endorse the contributions made by other speakers, in particular from
government benches, around the intricacies associated with social and public housing and the
commitments that are necessary to make sure that we provide people with the dignity of an opportunity
to own their own home as well as tackling the complex but important challenges associated with
affordability more generally. That includes the cost of living, it includes being able to have a fair safety
net of minimum terms and conditions, it includes being able to access reasonable services and
programs and it also includes being able to live closer to amenity. This is something, Mr Hayes, which
I agree with you on in relation to spread and what we do for the purposes of planning. We need to
make sure that new suburbs to cope with additional growth in population are adequately serviced and
also livable, and the greening the western suburbs initiative is a really important part of that, to
diminish the heat map issues associated with large concrete tracts which are devoid of natural space
and devoid of opportunities for people to come together and to enjoy vegetation—being around open
spaces that are not car parks is really, really important. So we are not wanting, as was said by a famous
lyricist, to pave paradise and put up a parking lot, but what we are wanting to do is invest in social and
public housing that in fact does provide dignity and does provide access to a market which is
increasingly beyond the reach of many but which also contributes to livability overall.
I do not intend to go to the vacant residential land tax or to foreign purchases of property and those
particular taxes and levies, which have been canvassed in great detail by my colleagues. Those
additional duties and duty waivers are an important part of striking that careful balance. But what I do
want to go to with the time I have available are some of the contributions from Mr Davis and
Ms Crozier in particular talking at length about livability. They have just made up a whole lot of stuff
that relates to the pandemic and not in fact to this motion. When I was listening to Mr Davis and then
to Ms Crozier in their contributions—and I did listen; I listened very carefully—there was little if any
semblance of connection between their contributions and the motion itself. Ms Crozier did in fact talk,
though, about glorious Sydney and how it is such a fantastic city and how Melbourne is, if you listen
to her, a woeful pile of despair because of a range of different factors, which I think, if we go to
Mr Davis’s contribution, is why in fact under the Napthine-Baillieu governments Melbourne was
number one in the livability index and has now, according to Ms Crozier, fallen to number eight. Well,
I went and had a look at that list, the 2021 livability index. I think for the record it is just relevant that
I put it out there that Sydney, which Ms Crozier was talking about as being so much better than
Melbourne, is not actually on that list at all—of the top 10. I note also that Melbourne is equal eighth
with Geneva and also that we sit in the same list as our esteemed colleagues in Adelaide—you are
right, Dr Bach—at number three, Perth at number seven and then Brisbane at number 10. So for all
those people who would deride anyone further down the list than Melbourne, shame on you, because
that would include Brisbane and Sydney.
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I think that all of our cities here in Australia have a lot to commend them. We have got a lot of work
to do which is specific to our jurisdictions to address housing affordability. We will continue with that
work and continue with social and public housing initiatives that benefit people in practical ways.
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (16:55): I would just like to say first of all, in answer to
Ms Terpstra, that she might not think that there is much in the way of foreign purchasers of property,
but in 2018–19 $2.8 billion worth of Victorian property was purchased by foreign buyers. That seems
like a very significant amount, and I did break that down a bit too in my address.
I also want to say that what Mr Gepp and Ms Watt were talking about was the additional duty. First
of all, there is a general waiver, which was introduced as a pandemic measure to all property transfers,
of land transfer duty. Foreign purchasers are able to claim that general waiver, and in the budget there
are new measures to do with buying vacant apartments in the City of Melbourne. That waiver ranges
from 50 to 100 per cent of the stamp duty, which foreign purchasers—we have had this confirmed by
the Treasurer’s office—will be able to claim. Now, the additional duty—which they have talked about
being rebated—is the mere 8 per cent of the stamp duty that is added on top of it. It is not even 8 per
cent of the purchase price of the property. It is the 8 per cent additional stamp duty levy, which can be
waived. And rightly it has been said that it is not waived that often, but it can be waived. We do not
think that should be waived, and we think it should be more than 8 per cent. When you think of the
compounding value return you get on Melbourne property, 8 per cent of the stamp duty is absolutely
nothing. So that should not be waived.
The vacant property tax is not working. Dr Ratnam rightly pointed out the 13.3 per cent increase, I
think it was, in vacant properties. It has risen that much this year, so it is significant. Although Mr Gepp
talked about the Wee Willie Winkie thing, the self-reporting is not working. We need monitoring. If
it is happening, it is not enough and it is not effective.
I would also like to say something about what Dr Ratnam was saying about the xenophobic aspect of
this. You cannot go to most foreign countries as a foreigner and buy property there. But, more than
that, we are not against people from other countries buying property here. If they back Australia, if
they are citizens or if they are permanent residents or they indicate that they want to live in Australia,
it is fine to buy property here. We do not want people coming to Australia, buying property as an
investment and just sitting on it or selling it or land banking it. That is what we are about. There is
nothing xenophobic about it at all. We do not mind what the country of origin is of Australian citizens,
but we should be looking after the people that live here rather than foreign speculators in our properties.
That is what I want to address there.
So the main points are that we should be excluding foreign buyers, foreign purchasers, that do not live
in Australia or are not citizens or are not permanent residents from buying and we should not be giving
them waivers—if we want to give waivers at all. I do not think waivers are effective in keeping land
prices or property prices down either, but we certainly should not be giving waivers to foreign
purchasers at the expense of our own people. We should not be giving waivers on the extra duty
applicable, we should be enforcing the vacant property tax and we should definitely be calling for an
end to money laundering through property, which is rife here, as I pointed out in my primary address.
So we should be looking after our young homebuyers and our first home buyers here. I agree with
Dr Ratnam on this: we should not be putting investors and developers ahead of our young people and
our first home purchasers. I really urge you to support my motion to draw attention to these things.
On the matter of livable cities, Adelaide has beaten us as one of the world’s most livable cities now,
and you can see why. It is not cramming as many people in as we are trying to cram in to Melbourne.
And look at Auckland. Auckland, which has introduced these sorts of restrictions on foreign
purchasers, is number one.
Motion agreed to.
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Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (17:01): I move:
That the consideration of notice of motion, general business, 543, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
Motions
PHOTOGRAPHY IN CHAMBER
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:01): I move motion 552 standing in my name:
That this house notes that:
(1) the Legislative Council functions on behalf of all Victorians and therefore all proceedings should be
subject to public scrutiny;
(2) a recent Australian election survey conducted by the Australian National University of more than
2100 Australians found just 25 per cent of respondents believed people in government could be trusted;
(3) fair media coverage of parliamentary proceedings is a critical part of democracy;
(4) visual and audio recording and still photography are permitted in the Legislative Council chamber by
accredited media organisations and individuals only;
(5) removing certain restrictions on photography in the Australian Senate has ensured a greater sense of
transparency in the federal Parliament;
(6) extending the permissions for photography in the Legislative Council chamber is just one of many
measures which may restore some faith in the political process;
and requires the Procedure Committee to inquire into, consider and report, by no later than 25 November
2021, on changes to the rules and regulations relating to photography in the Legislative Council chamber to
ensure greater transparency.

This motion is about transparency, it is about modernisation, but it is fundamentally about allowing
the public to be more connected to the democratic process. This motion seeks to extend the permissions
for photography in the Legislative Council chamber to beyond the media. As we are, photography is
allowed in this place but by accredited persons only. And why is that? Why isn’t it allowed by the
general public? I have been asked the same question by many people, including many schoolkids
visiting this place when they could, and I have never been able to answer or give them any reasonable
reply. Sometimes I reply that I do not know and it is just what the rule is. No-one has ever been able
to explain to me why this is the case, but in all honesty I do not believe that the status quo is satisfactory.
Why is public photography banned in the public gallery? If the answer is that you do not want to get
photographed picking your nose, then do not pick your nose. If you do not want to get photographed
falling asleep, do not fall asleep. If they are the main reasons for not allowing photography, then they
are pretty thin. Is it tradition? If so, it is not unusual for traditions in this place to be superseded. As I
perused the photographs of previous presidents outside in the halls just around the corner, I noticed
that it was not that long ago that the presidents wore full-bottomed wigs. This has since been dispensed
with, and, I suppose, thankfully so for some of the presidents in the modern era. Although, Acting
President Bourman, I would not mind seeing you in a full-bottomed wig right now; it might be some
improvement.
But that is what the essence of this motion is: the modern era. It is just one of the many measures
which may restore some faith in the political process. Imagine the great photos family and friends
could have taken when Ms Watt did her maiden speech recently in this place. Imagine the photos the
public gallery could take when important laws are passed in this place—for instance, the dying with
dignity laws. When Mr Jennings made his farewell speech, I sat just over there. I saw his family and
friends sitting in the public gallery, and I thought, ‘How good would it be for them to take some photos
for their own memories of Mr Jennings in his final speech to Parliament?’. Imagine being a schoolkid
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and being able to take photos of your political representative in action—becoming more engaged in
the democratic process rather than just sitting up there soaking in the atmosphere. It is about the public
and in particular it is about our children becoming more connected with the political process.
We need to regularly look at ways to modernise the Parliament, and at the end of the day this motion
is a referral to the Procedure Committee. Unlike other committees currently operating in this place and
the other place, the Procedure Committee does not have a lot on its books as we speak, but they do a
fantastic job. I know Mr Limbrick had concerns about people’s privacy when sitting in the public
gallery, and these arguments and issues would be fleshed out in such a referral. George Bernard Shaw
famously stated, and I quote:
You see things; and you say ‘Why?’ But I dream things that never were; and I say ‘Why not?’

This place could set a precedent and be the very first Parliament to allow photography by the public
from the public gallery. I urge members to support this motion in the interests of transparency,
democracy and promoting community engagement, and I commend this motion to the house.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (17:06): That went on a tangent I did not expect, talking
about picking noses and so forth. But why not? We are at that time of the day, I guess.
I do want to thank Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party for their motion. We, the government, are always
happy to investigate ways to increase transparency in this place, so bring it on. We acknowledge that
obviously there are many ways currently that the general public can have direct visibility into the
democratic process. Subject to restrictions, they can come into the chamber. It can be through Hansard
or live streams. But on that note, we do think that it is absolutely worthwhile to explore this further.
We do think it is worthwhile and that there is merit in the Procedure Committee investigating this, so
we are not inherently against that.
Now, I am just going to acquit some the elements of the motion:
the Legislative Council functions on behalf of all Victorians and therefore all proceedings should be subject
to public scrutiny …

One thing to think about, though: taking photographs in the chamber I am not sure enhances public
scrutiny necessarily. As you said, is taking a picture of someone’s leg or their arm or a funny pose
really going to enhance the democratic process? So I am not saying ‘don’t’, but is this really the
fundamental element that is missing from the democratic process? I just put that out there. Of course
there are many means, there are many tools, that the public can access to engage in or view the
democratic process, and we will always consider ways that we can enhance engagement with the
democratic process.
The second point of the motion states:
a recent Australian election survey conducted by the Australian National University of more than
2100 Australians found just 25 per cent of respondents believed people in government could be trusted …

Just a few points of note with regard to this survey: this survey, being a federal one, is really a greater
reflection on the Liberal Morrison government as opposed to access to Victorian parliamentary
proceedings—just pointing out a fact. For example, the ABC reported on this survey that the frequency
of leadership spills had contributed to the fall in Australians’ contentment with democracy. Leadership
spills are what is taking away from people’s confidence in democracy. This is clearly not reflected by
this Labor government, although I acknowledge the opposition in Victoria cannot say the same—just
putting it out there. While this is a federal survey and is therefore a reflection on the federal
government, I want to make it clear that all of us in this place do have the job of restoring faith, don’t
we, with the community.
Mr Finn: You’re not doing a very good job of it.

MOTIONS
Wednesday, 9 June 2021

Legislative Council

2145

Ms TAYLOR: I think we are doing all right. As we have seen in this place over the last few months,
I can understand the frustration of the public. Constant interjection from the opposition has turned
some debates into a complete farce. That is going to degrade people’s respect for and faith in
democracy. At times I feel the opposition lack interest in hearing the answers to questions. How often
in question time, when questions are put here, do they listen? No—no listening; interjection, talking
over the top, asking the next question before the previous question has been answered. So this is really
a descent into insult and vitriol that drown out the answers that they seek. So when we are looking at
the issue of democracy, let us really get down to it. I am not saying we should not explore the motion
and send it off to procedures—just pointing out some facts about what it is that really gets to the
community.
Mr Finn: On a point of order, Acting President, look, I am not knocking Ms Taylor’s ability or
capacity for imagination and her ability to grasp at straws, because she is a world champion at that,
but I have to say that she has strayed from the motion somewhat. At the moment she is travelling to
Cairns via Perth, and she is halfway across the Nullarbor, so I would ask you to bring her back to the
motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): I think it would be nice if we actually talked about
photography in the chamber. It would be good.
Ms TAYLOR: To your point, I was seeking to acquit the various elements of the motion out of
respect for the author of this motion. But, you know, if there is a feeling that I need to go in a different
direction, I take that on board.
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: Perhaps somewhere closer to the point, but I think it is just coming back
fundamentally to this issue of democracy: what will enhance it? Absolutely we are committed to that
every day of the week, and we want to know that we are using mechanisms and exploring
mechanisms—to the point of the author—that will enhance transparency. And so we do agree that this
matter should go to the Procedure Committee, and I think that is something that Mr Grimley was
seeking the answer on. Therefore that is right and squarely within the frame of the motion.
I will just round off this conversation; I have got a few more minutes here. I do not have a problem in
the sense that everything is live streamed, you know. People can see the good, the bad and the ugly
already, and we do have people—as I say, subject to restrictions—in the chamber. What we may want
to think about, and this is something probably the Procedure Committee will explore—it is certainly
not for us to explore here and now, because I think it needs to be really carefully explored—is: what
is it that people really want to photograph? Yes, you can photograph a wonderful moment in history,
and that is great. But what if it turns out that people want to photograph an angle that perhaps is not so
flattering, that is maybe disparaging, that may actually be quite embarrassing, depending on which
way—the angle—the photograph is taken? I am just saying—
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: I mean, how could that happen? It is not possible that anyone would want to do
that and to reflect anything other than the best light of all of us. However, I am just putting it out there
that it is possible that somebody might exploit this. I would hate to think that, and I do not want to put
it out there in the sense that I would like to think the best of everyone in this chamber and the best of
everyone who is taking photographs if they happen to come into the chamber. We know that actually
journalists can already take photographs, for that matter, and they can capture any which way we move
and speak in the chamber already. But, fundamentally, is this the missing element in democracy? I
think that is very much debatable. I think that there are certainly many, many layers and many, many
mechanisms to be explored, and we should continue to explore how we can enhance democracy.
Having said that, I personally am not sure that just enabling photography in the chamber other than
for journalists et cetera is going to significantly enhance people’s sentiment and engagement with
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democracy and politicians in the chamber. But by all means, if it goes to the Procedure Committee
and it is explored in depth, then this gives the opportunity to evaluate the good, the bad, the pros, the
cons, the risks and all the other elements and how it might be regulated. Because if there was
photography that perhaps was not so flattering—that might even actually be offensive or embarrassing
to a person—how would that be regulated? So these are the things that the Procedure Committee, I
imagine—I do not want to be prescriptive about it—might explore.
A member interjected.
Ms TAYLOR: No, I do not, because I am not a member of that committee and I do not think it
would be appropriate. I do not want to restrict their capacity to evaluate all the elements of this
particular motion. Having said that, I think that it is important, just as we are taking this motion through
on its journey, to be honest about the ramifications that may flow should it get to the other end of that
committee process. We are not in any way critical of this motion; we are grateful that the motion is
being put to the chamber.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Statements on reports, papers and petitions
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
Budget papers 2020–21
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:15): I would like to make a statement in relation to last year’s
budget papers, budget paper 3, page 236, and it relates to small rural services in the Department of
Health. A very important aspect of our rural health service is the bush nursing centres. A vital link for
our very remote and regional communities are the bush nursing centres. I note that in both the previous
budget and this year’s budget, which we are about to debate tomorrow in this house, there is no specific
line item for bush nursing health funding. In fact in next year’s budget, the one we are debating
tomorrow, there is not even a name. It does not even rate a name.
I have had the absolute privilege of speaking to and visiting most of my bush nursing centres in Eastern
Victoria Region, and the people who operate them—the nurses that serve their community—are
absolutely outstanding in every sense. I have had a chat with both Sue Carroll from Swifts Creek and
Sarah Carr from Dargo Bush Nursing Centre, and they do an amazing role. It is not just a nine-to-five
business; it is basically 24 hours, seven days a week that they are on alert. They genuinely have to
fundraise to keep their doors open. We saw during the 2019–20 bushfires they were absolutely at the
forefront of human support for other humans, coping with a huge array of health issues right at the
very emergency tipping point. They did that of course, and they had to also delve into their own
budgets to cope with that. There were some slight additional funding upgrades from the government,
but the key message I hear from them time and time again is that they need ongoing, secure funding
to really preserve and enhance the work that they do.
They work with young mothers in antenatal care and obstetrics and postnatal care for clients. They
work in women’s health, including cervical screening, and they are rural and isolated practice endorsed
registered nurses. They do suturing and provide medical treatment 24 hours a day. Basically they are
the ambulance service for those remote communities. They do palliative care in the home, and this is
a significant support to rural families who are a long way away from the major centres but who want
to keep, through that palliative care service, their loved one at home in the best location, and our bush
nursing centres and the nurses support that. They do men’s health, women’s health, CPR training,
pathology collection—the list goes on and on.
One thing that the government has done—in fact it has released its information today—is to do with
farmer health checks and working in with Ag Vic. Whilst the general feeling is that this is a real
positive in the community, it is a pilot program between six different bush nursing centres. So there is
about $50 000 each. That will provide a 0.2 equivalent full-time position, meaning it will provide one
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additional nurse to go out on call into the country settings and farm settings to interview and create
those health checks with farmers. This is a great idea, but the first thing that they both said to me was,
‘We don’t want it to be a pilot, we want it to be ongoing’. The other issue that they also face is that
four of those bush nursing centres only have one car, and if we are going to have people going out on
farm, which is part of that pilot program and necessary, the government also needs to be able to support
these services to access farms. Now, if they remove the car that is based at the bush nursing centre,
that removes that emergency response vehicle, so that is a hiccup and a hurdle to overcome.
I certainly think that our nurses do an amazing role. They are absolutely embedded in their
communities. But the government needs to provide that ongoing service so that regional people, who
deserve the best health and health services, actually get those health services as well. So the request is
to make sure that there is supplementary funding that coordinates with and supports these initiatives,
these farmer health checks, but also sustains these bush nursing centres well into the future.
OMBUDSMAN
Investigation into How Local Councils Respond to Ratepayers in Financial Hardship
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:20): I rise today to speak about the Victorian
Ombudsman’s report titled Investigation into How Local Councils Respond to Ratepayers in
Financial Hardship. Before COVID about one in 10 Victorians experienced some form of financial
hardship. Some parts of the community are more vulnerable than others, including the unemployed,
single-parent families, those with disabilities, Indigenous people, those suffering domestic violence
and those in public housing or the private rental market. But owning a home does not protect people
from financial hardship. Nine per cent of people who own their own home and 10 per cent of those
paying off a mortgage are living in poverty. While hardship occurs in all council areas, including the
wealthiest, it tends to be highest in the outer Melbourne suburbs. We all remember what 2020 was
like. In March businesses closed, people lost their jobs and there were huge queues for unemployment
benefits. Then there was the lockdown in August—not to mention the one that we are in. Our
communities were already suffering physically, mentally and financially. Some were trying to decide
between paying off their debts or putting food on the table.
This investigation actually began in August last year and looked at how local councils could better
respond to home owners in financial hardship with their council rates. They looked at the ease of
finding information on hardship, whether assistance is fair and reasonable, how the assistance
compares with best practice and what they can actually earn from COVID relief schemes to improve
their future practices. They got information from the councils and they spoke to peak council bodies
and to community advocates, including Westjustice, Ratepayers Victoria and Women’s Legal Service
Victoria. Previous complaints to the Ombudsman were reviewed, as was the practice in their sectors.
It was great to see that nearly all councils had a hardship policy and payment plans in place at the time.
It was also great to see that over three quarters of the councils had gone above and beyond what was
required under the Local Government Act 2020 and offered extra options. Some allowed nine or
10 monthly instalments, some offered fortnightly or weekly and some offered Centrepay. It was also
disappointing to see that just more than half offered a waiving of rates. Local councils were quick to
announce COVID support packages. These included extensions of due dates, interest-free deferrals,
rebates for some receiving federal benefits and no court action for unpaid rates.
We are going to be living with COVID for what could be a long time. We still do not know when we
will get to the other side, and our communities will be suffering financially for some time. It is great
that the recommendations call for more readily available information and consistency in reporting, but
is this enough? Councils rely heavily on rates to help fund services such as roads, libraries and
community facilities and caring for vulnerable community members. Between 34 and 39 per cent of
their revenue comes from rates. Rates are set according to the council budget by how much they need
to raise and by the value of the ratepayers properties. It is not based on ratepayers income or the ability
to pay. A lot of people are asset rich and cash poor, having lived in their homes for a very long time.
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A lot of land has been rezoned around them, and developments have gone up around them. Now, their
property has gone up in value and this is common in Melbourne, but unfortunately one of the
recommendations of the recent rates review was that capital improvement value and the net annual
value be retained as only options for valuation for local government rates. Now, I think coming out of
COVID we will have more people suffering hardship. I support the recommendations of this report
but believe that the current rating system has features that can cause hardship. We have to ensure that
people can continue to live in their homes, and if they need assistance, it should be readily and easily
available.
DEAKIN UNIVERSITY
Report 2020
Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:25): I rise to make a statement on a report, and this
time I am going to be talking about the Deakin University annual report. As has been my contribution
in previous weeks, the focus of my attention at the moment is on universities and the levels of casual
or insecure employment that are now being reported on in those reports by virtue of the reforms that
the Andrews Labor government introduced. Again it is another worrying trend that we see in
universities, and I have spoken about this previously.
Universities are wonderful institutions—they educate our best and brightest—but they are in
increasingly difficult environments with the lack of support from the federal government but also other
difficult challenges that they face in the current environment. But nevertheless I have done a bit of a
comparison in terms of the levels of insecure employment. We have got to remember what these
reports and statistics tend to bear out is that the preponderance of people who are employed by
universities in insecure work tend to be women, and again, given our focus and concern around gender
equality and the impacts that COVID has had on women, it is sad to see that our large institutions and
large employers are still using such endemic levels of insecure work.
But in any event, if I can draw to the attention of the house some of these figures, I will do some
comparisons with the 2018, 2019 and 2020 reports. So if we have a look, in 2018, if you compare
those figures to 2020, women made up 60 per cent of all roles in 2018 at Deakin Uni and it was then
58.4 per cent in 2020. In 2018 women held 57.5 per cent of all full-time equivalent roles and in 2020
women held 56.1 per cent of full-time equivalent roles.
Fixed-term or casual employees made up 66 per cent of all staff in 2018 and 38.1 per cent in 2020,
and there is a reason for that drop and it has got to do with the change in how they report those figures.
So it was not that there was a drop in insecure work, it was that they then moved to a system where
they reported the levels of casual employment in December, and of course what happens in December?
There is no teaching going on, so they had already shed a lot of their casual employees. So that explains
the difference.
In 2018 women in fixed-term or casual roles made up 60 per cent of all fixed-term or casual roles and
39.7 per cent of the entire staff. In 2020 women in fixed-term or casual roles made up 52.6 per cent of
all fixed-term or casual roles and 20 per cent of the entire staff. The total number of staff decreased
between 2018 and 2020 by 4556 employees. The total number of women decreased between 2018 and
2020 by 2838, which is 46 per cent, and again that is just a function of when they reported these figures.
The total number of women in fixed-term or casual roles decreased between 2018 and 2020 by
2915 employees.
So I guess what the chamber needs to understand is that whilst the Andrews Labor introduced these
changes to ensure that our institutions are required to report on levels of insecure work, the changes in
then moving to report on those levels of employment in December, once teaching staff are no longer
active on university campuses, means that we are not actually getting the true picture of the levels of
insecure work. So we have got to make sure that the true spirit and intent of what the government
intended in terms of reporting on the levels of insecure work needs to be honoured and maintained.
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Another concerning picture is presented by these levels of insecure work. As I said, women are making
up 62 per cent of the casual work pool and that is a worrying trend given that we know that women
tend to earn less superannuation than men and women are tending to retire in poverty. We know that
women over 50 are the fastest growing cohort of homeless people in Australia. We cannot continue to
see our large learning institutions continue on with the use and abuse of insecure employment.
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Increase in Victoria’s Road Toll
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:30): I rise to speak on the Inquiry into the Increase in
Victoria’s Road Toll report. While many of the report’s recommendations were useful, there were
some aspects missed that compelled me to produce, along with Beverley McArthur, a minority report.
I intend to partly summarise that minority report today, and I may return to other parts of the report in
more detail in the future.
There is a problem with the philosophy underpinning the Towards Zero strategy in Victoria’s approach
to road safety. It regards reducing the road toll as the only consideration. It is a valuable goal, but it is
not the only one. The purpose of roads and vehicles is to quickly move people and goods from one
place to another, and this need is all but forgotten. Freedom and personal choice matter. Safety alone
cannot be the only guiding factor in decisions about roads or about anything else.
The Monash University Accident Research Centre is one of the key research agencies providing the
data underpinning the safe system approach. While I do not wish to cast aspersions on the academic
work they produce, there is a clear potential for conflict—that this research that is produced by an
agency that was set up with the sole goal of driving down the road toll, funded for the purpose of
driving down the road toll and staffed with academics who believe they have a mission to drive down
the road toll might focus on driving down the road toll to the exclusion of all other considerations.
Academic modelling that is relied upon to promote lower speed limits is produced using unusual
assumptions that inflate the cost and downplay the benefits. In fact with realistic assumptions, there
are clear net economic benefits to regional Victoria from raised speed limits that governments ignore.
When you spend large parts of your driving time stuck in the city in traffic, creeping along below the
speed limit, a small change to the limits might seem unimportant. However, for those who routinely
drive hundreds of kilometres a day or a week on country roads, the situation is different. The
committee called for speed limits on rural roads to be dropped where it was too expensive to repair the
roads. Dropping speed limits on rural roads from 100 to 80 will be devastating to rural communities.
A drop of this magnitude will make people’s travel times 25 per cent longer. Fatigue will become a
bigger factor in travel. Costs will rise. Isolation will become more of an issue. This becomes another
weight around the neck of rural Victoria. No community should be left isolated at the end of slowspeed roads.
Victoria has several dual-lane divided freeways, such as the Hume Highway. These roads are the best
roads in the country, meeting the safe system’s 4- or 5-star standards. This system allows for speed
limits to be raised on high-quality roads where traffic travelling in different directions is separated. But
this aspect of the safe system model is ignored in Victoria. There is not enough reason for these highquality roads to be limited to speeds at or below 110 kilometres an hour. Ninety-five per cent of these
roads are built for 140 k’s an hour. The economic benefits of raising speed limits on these roads would
be immense for regional communities. We need to address the systematic bias within the road safety
industrial complex against raising speed limits. Limits should rise as well as fall where it makes sense.
In general, throughout the inquiry we heard that nothing was more important than saving lives, but
there was an exception. When the discussion turned to roadside vegetation we discovered this could
be amended to, ‘Nothing is more important than saving lives except for saving roadside vegetation’.
It was quite extraordinary. There is an opportunity by clearing roadside vegetation on approaches to
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intersections and on sharp turns on regional roads to reduce the road toll. Visibility at intersections is
an important safety feature.
Road infringements are a significant source of revenue for the government. It is perfectly justified for
motorists to perceive them as such, and no amount of advertising to the contrary will change the
underlying facts. To prevent road infringements from being merely about revenue raising, the
government would need to not use the fines for raising revenue. The fines would need to be revenue
neutral. A policy where every dollar raised in infringements was used to reduce government revenue
in another area would achieve this. If, for example, all infringement revenue was used to reduce the
cost of vehicle registration for all Victorians, the impact on the budget of any additional fine would be
neutral and the perverse incentive for the government to jack up the fines would be diminished.
Wire rope barriers have been seized on with enthusiasm by our road safety experts. However, it
appears that we have not yet quantified the ongoing cost to keep these barriers in place. The location
of barriers has also been questionable. In many places barriers restrict the ability of cars to pull off the
road in case of trouble. There is also considerable doubt over whether the barriers increase risks for
motorcycle riders. We heard that in some jurisdictions wire rope barriers are being abandoned as a
solution and even pulled out.
The Victorian state government imposes additional taxes on expensive cars. More expensive cars are
typically safer and ultimately form the supply of the second-hand car market. Making safer cars more
expensive means fewer people can afford them, and our vehicles— (Time expired)
BILLS STREET, HAWTHORN, REDEVELOPMENT
Petition
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (17:35): I rise to support the Bills Street, Hawthorn, epetition tabled on 4 May by Ms Crozier. The proposed fast-tracked redevelopment of 206 apartments
is a shamble. It includes six four-to-seven-storey buildings in an area of generally low-to-mediumdensity residences. The development will visually dominate current parkland and sporting ovals. The
proposal also sneaks in a land grab of open space currently being enjoyed as a park by local residents
and sporting groups. It is a totally inappropriate development considering the current use of this site.
It is oversize, overscale, and does not even tick the boxes for supporting infrastructure. How are the
new residents supposed to get around when there is no public transport to this site and insufficient car
parking for apartments? There is one visitor’s car park per 41 apartments. Where does the government
think the residents and guests will park their cars? In the surrounding streets, of course, where there is
already a multitude of traffic and parking issues. It would be nice to think that all of these people would
ride their bicycles and have no cars, but that is not the reality for the majority of Melburnians. And
where is the supporting infrastructure, like community facilities?
The community consultation on this project has been abysmal. One-way surveys by Engage Victoria
seem to flow in one direction, to Homes Victoria, and are never to be released to the public for
transparency. Perhaps the residents could create their own survey to find out why Homes Victoria do
not have to provide any rationale behind their decision to override council and the residents and to fail
to even comply with many planning provisions. I can see why the residents are fuming, as they have
no way to object or appeal to any authority. Government has changed legislation to ensure they cannot.
Why does the government continue to ignore environmental damage as a major concern for its Big
Build projects? The removal of trees and parklands at Patterson Reserve is yet another example of the
government’s disregard for our declining tree canopy and open space and a denial of the heat island
effect. I welcome the government’s announcements on planting trees, but it does not make up for what
we are losing in open space and natural vegetation. I would ask that the government please consider
these residents’ concerns. This e-petition is only a tiny number of those who actually turned up to a
local rally to oppose the government’s position on this development. It is important that the local
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community and the local council have a say in what is going on in the way of development in their
area, not just the government.
Adjournment
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (17:38): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

FIREWOOD COLLECTION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:38): My adjournment is directed to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and it concerns her failure to assist the many residents of Barmah
impacted by the government’s ban on firewood collection in the Barmah forest area. The action that I
seek from the minister is for the minister to immediately deliver the grant of up to $900 that she
promised to every Barmah resident affected by the ban to allow them to purchase firewood for the
winter months and for her to implement the promised additional grant program of up to $1000 to assist
residents to transition to electricity as the main source of energy to their homes.
The Andrews Labor government’s ban on firewood collection in most of my electorate of Northern
Victoria is impacting on the lives of my constituents. In Barmah, for example, locals have collected
wood from the Barmah forest for over 160 years, but now their closest collection for firewood is south
of Rushworth—a 3-hour round trip to collect their wood. Barmah has no mains gas supply to the town
and many residents rely on wood to heat their residence and, for some, to even cook their meals.
Understandably there has been great concern expressed in the local community regarding the plight
of many Barmah residents who will be unable to heat their homes this winter.
In response to these legitimate concerns, the minister promised to provide an immediate grant of up to
$900 to assist Barmah residents to purchase firewood. The minister also promised future grants of up
to $1000 for Barmah residents to help pay to transition their homes to electricity. These grants were
announced on 11 May in an article in the Shepparton News, and the grants were to be administered by
the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning. Nearly one month on from the minister’s
promise of immediate help for the people of Barmah, the first grant of up to $900 has not been made
available and there is no mention of it on the department’s website. A member of my staff contacted
the minister’s office last week to inquire about the grants only to be told that the grant was still in its
infancy and details of the grant had not been finalised. Is this the minister’s idea of providing
immediate assistance? Because that is not what immediate assistance means. The minister removed
the ability of many Barmah residents to gather their only source of affordable energy for their homes,
then promised to provide immediate help to these same residents, only to literally leave them out in
the cold.
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:41): My adjournment tonight is for the minister for
transport. The taxi and hire car industry has suffered terribly during these COVID lockdowns, but I
commend the government for recognising this and including the taxi and hire car industry in their
recent business support package.
Mr President, can you move to someone else, please?
SMALL BUSINESS SUPPORT
Dr KIEU (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:41): My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister
for Innovation, Medical Research and the Digital Economy, the Honourable Jaala Pulford, in regard
to the recently closed $5 million technology adoption and innovation program grants. I understand
that through the initiative of the Andrews Labor government it is backing small to medium-sized
businesses to implement digital solutions or create new innovative products that improve productivity,
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drive growth and create jobs. The $5 million technology adoption and innovation program was
developed to provide support to eligible Victorian small to medium-sized enterprises to onboard
innovative technologies or develop innovative new and commercial technology by co-contributing
funding for projects. Could the minister direct her department to provide an update on the rollout of
the program, including how it will benefit Victorian small and medium-sized enterprises?
UNITED BRIGHT FOOTBALL AND NETBALL CLUB
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (17:43): My adjournment debate is for the Minister for Tourism,
Sport and Major Events. United Bright Football and Netball Club generously gave up their pavilion
and use of their netball courts and football grounds for our regional sitting in April. It was wonderful
to see all my city-based colleagues step outside the city boundaries and visit regional Northern
Victoria, my electorate, where so many of you seldom venture. It may have been a small
inconvenience to some of you to travel so far out of your way, but I hope that it helped you see the
differences between city and regional issues that I always seem to be highlighting.
Bright football club spent a week of juggling alternative venues for five football teams and five netball
teams to practise and incurred a significant financial loss from being unable to hold their weekly
Thursday night dinner or hold their home game that week to accommodate our sitting. The
organisation involved to relocate 250 team players, from the youngest, little ones playing their first
year of Auskick to the senior men and women, needs to be recognised. I would like to personally
congratulate the club’s executive committee, leaders, volunteers, players and the Ovens & King
Football Netball League for making this happen.
Football clubs in small towns like Bright across regional northern Victoria provide the community
with a place to come together and a sense of pride. I spent an afternoon talking with some of the
executive committee from the United Bright football club to hear their concerns. In a quick visit out
to the grounds on a cold Thursday evening to see the under-14s team training at one end of the ground
while the young Auskick kids were playing at the other end, it was easy to see that space is at a
premium. Bright Auskick numbers have more than doubled since 2019, seeing 60-plus kids registered
this season. With growing numbers in the younger age group, the club are looking to the future and
how they can create a family-friendly and inclusive club atmosphere where all teams can play.
It is obvious with the growth of younger football participants that a second ground would be a huge
asset to the club. There is recreational reserve space adjacent to the pavilion park grounds that would
be an ideal location to create a second ground, full or three-quarter size, allowing all age groups to
have an individual space to train and all games to be played on the same day. The action I seek from
the minister is to support the Bright football community in its negotiations with Alpine shire and the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to create a second football ground on this
land.
COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE INDUSTRY
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:45): Thank you, President. Take two. I think it is the
shock of Buckley resigning today. My adjournment tonight is for the minister for transport. The taxi
and hire car industry has suffered terribly during these COVID lockdowns. I commend the government
for recognising this and including the taxi and hire car industry in their recent business support
packages. However, this is an industry that has missed out in all the previous three state government
business support packages, taxis in particular. Taxis are an industry that has not had a fair wage
increase since 2014, seven long years ago. Pre-COVID, 30 per cent of all commercial passenger
vehicle work was to and from the airport. This work has not recovered. There have been several
reviews into maximum fares set out for taxis since 2014. However, none of these resulted in fare
increases of any kind, all while the cost of operating a taxi business continued to increase. The
Essential Services Commission set these maximum fares. Those in the taxi industry must be able to
have a living wage. We are facing a real chance that some communities in Victoria will no longer have
a taxi service, as it is not economically viable anymore.
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Taxis are a vital part of our community and deliver an essential service. These transport drivers are
some of the lowest paid individuals in Victoria. Unlike other businesses, they cannot raise their prices
to ensure their commercial viability. Even now the fares as set by the Essential Services Commission
do not factor in the impact of increasing the commercial passenger fleet from around 8500 vehicles to
85 000 commercial passenger vehicles. This means that in real terms the wage of a taxidriver has been
decreasing since 2014. The industry needs more than a hope and a prayer; we need a viable plan that
shows a pathway out of this financial struggle. That is why the action I seek is: will the government
create a COVID recovery plan for the taxi and hire car industry after all that it has suffered through?
LALOR ROADS
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (17:47): My adjournment matter this evening is for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Lalor residents in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan
Region are concerned about traffic and the congestion and the time it takes for them to get to work
and get home. My office has recently conducted a community survey in Lalor, and I am very grateful
to those residents who responded. Every morning Lalor residents experience choked roads and
frustration as the traffic is banked up. Residents have told me that it is a nightmare trying to get to
work on time in the morning peak hour and in the evening it is extremely difficult to get home to their
families. The action I seek from the minister, by way of directing the Department of Transport, is to
investigate the light sequencing and safety at the intersections of High Street and Childs Road, Dalton
Road and The Boulevard, Edgars Road and Barry Road and where Kingsway Drive crosses Edgars
Road and High Street so that my residents of Lalor can spend more time at home with their families
and less time in traffic.
GET ACTIVE KIDS VOUCHER PROGRAM
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (17:49): My adjournment matter is directed to the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Community Sport and Minister for Youth, the
Honourable Ros Spence. This adjournment matter relates to the minister’s portfolio responsibilities
for community sport. The Andrews Labor government provided $21 million for the Get Active kids
program in the 2020–21 Victorian budget, supporting not only families but also sports clubs to broaden
their memberships and provide them with additional revenue to help them recover from a tough 2020.
The Get Active kids voucher program is a Victorian first, and it supports children to get involved in
organised activities by providing $200 vouchers to help families with the cost of sports equipment,
uniforms or memberships. The vouchers are available for children aged 4 to 18 who reside in Victoria,
are named on a current Australian government healthcare card or pensioner concession card and are
named on a valid Australian government Medicare card.
The first round of the program went live in March 2021, and more than 10 000 vouchers were snapped
up by families to help cover the cost of membership, registration fees, equipment and uniforms. Sports
and activities ranged from swimming, basketball and Australian Rules football to dance, tennis,
gymnastics and Scouts. The program also provides a special consideration stream to support children
named on their own healthcare cards, temporary or provisional visa holders, undocumented migrants
and international students aged four to 18 years at the time of application. Applications for vouchers
in round 2 of the program opened on 31 May 2021 and close on 9 July 2021. Round 2 will increase
the number of vouchers up for grabs, providing even more families with the opportunity for their kids
to join in the fun at local clubs and groups across the state. The action I seek from the minister is to
provide me with an update on how families in the Western Metropolitan Region can access and benefit
from the Get Active kids voucher program.
BUDGET 2021–22
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (17:51): My adjournment matter is to the Treasurer in the
other place, and the action that I seek is for the Treasurer to explain why the priorities of local councils
were not taken into account in determining the 2021–22 budget. Infrastructure in the west is one of the
reasons that I entered local government over 20 years ago. In my first speech in this chamber I
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mentioned how people from the east had a view that my home in the western suburbs was lesser than
theirs. I mentioned the big parks, the leafy streets, the well-maintained buildings and the extensive
public transport in the east. I was very aware of the difference between the infrastructure in the eastern
suburbs and that in the west. The west is one of the fastest growing areas in the state, and the need for
infrastructure is enormous for the growing population and to replace poor and ageing infrastructure—
infrastructure that includes parks, playgrounds and community sporting fields, road infrastructure,
libraries and community meeting spaces.
I presented a wish list from all the councils in my region—Maribyrnong, Hobsons Bay, Moonee
Valley, Brimbank, Melton, Hume and Wyndham—to the Treasurer in Wyndham. A number of the
items on the wish list came from COVID recovery plans that the councils, the level of government
that deals with its community members every day, had prepared. Unfortunately the budget has not
taken those wish lists and needs of my community into account. Earlier this week members from the
government not from anywhere in the west stood up and stated that the government cared for the
people in the west. They were building schools and hospitals, removing level crossings and planting
trees, and let us not forget the West Gate Tunnel—the West Gate Tunnel that is running over budget
and will not be finished on time, that will dump toxic spoil into the community in the west. That is
following the government’s agenda. Most of it will not be delivered in the coming year or even the
year after.
Planting trees is not creating green spaces. It is not creating a park or creating a sporting ground. It is
not creating infrastructure that families can share in the west. They need those community buildings
built. They need those sporting facilities built. Respectfully, government, please look at the priority
list of the local government areas and their COVID recovery plans, and please fund them.
COVID-19
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:54): I wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Acting
Premier, and I refer the Acting Premier to his statement earlier today regarding the partial lifting of the
lockdown that Victoria has been subject to for the past almost two weeks. In particular I refer to his
decision to keep gymnasiums locked up across the metropolitan area, and I understand there are some
restrictions in regional areas as well. It is my very firm view that gyms are pretty crucial to the physical
and mental health of many thousands of Victorians.
I have to admit I am a regular gym user myself, and I see a lot of people there who if the gym was not
there would not get any exercise at all. That is something that we should not be encouraging, I would
have thought. It should not be encouraged at all. But we have to accept, and I am hoping the Acting
Premier will accept, that gym users are as a general rule fitter than the average person. As a result of
that they would be more resistant to disease, and that would include the Wuhan virus.
I do not know of any evidence to suggest the virus is more easily transmitted at the gym than otherwise.
I do not see any reason gyms should be still closed when everybody else—not everybody else, but
most people—opens up at midnight tomorrow night. I should also ask the Acting Premier if indeed
there is any evidence to suggest that the gym is some sort of hotbed of virus activity. If so, he should
present that evidence to us, and I am very happy to have a look at that and make a—
Mr Ondarchie: ‘Gym’ Merlino.
Mr FINN: Thank you very much. I am very happy to have a look at that. If the Acting Premier can
convince me, I am very, very happy to accept that. But in the meantime, and failing that, I ask the
Acting Premier to revisit his decision and ensure that gymnasiums are open for business as of midnight
tomorrow night. There are, as I say, many, many thousands of Victorians who are depending on that
happening.
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VICTORIA POLICE SURVEILLANCE
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (17:57): My adjournment debate item is for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Across our state over the past year we
have seen an increase in the prevalence and use of police surveillance devices in public places. We
have new high-tech equipment on helicopters that were flying around our skies during lockdown 2.
We had a whole fleet of drones that were used to make sure that people were not hanging out in groups
of more than two. But another troubling emergence in the surveillance state was that use of—I am not
exactly sure what the accurate term is, so let us just call them mobile autonomous surveillance stations.
Members may recall some reporting on this from last year. They are essentially Victoria Policebranded trailers similar to the kind of signs that display traffic warnings and that kind of thing. They
have solar panels and cameras attached. I recall members of the public calling into talkback radio last
year when they appeared in parks, seemingly to check that people who were going for a walk were
complying with the chief health officer’s directions.
Now, all of these technologies may have some important and legitimate uses. A question that I asked
in this place regarding the use of the police air wing last year turned out to be related to tracking a
stolen vehicle. I am informed that the police drones may be uniquely useful in search and rescue
operations. I am less sure what the purpose of these mobile surveillance stations is, however. One of
my staff recently informed me that they saw two of these surveillance stations on Yarra Boulevard
while they were travelling to one of Melbourne’s parks for some time in nature. There may be
important and legitimate uses for these devices, but I think it is important for the public to understand
what the capacities and purposes are of all of these devices.
With the expanding technological capabilities in our society, it is not hard to imagine a future society
with government-controlled cameras on all of our streets, drones in our skies and Big Brother having
even more insights into our daily lives. We should not walk towards this future without comprehensive
debate about the balance between security and privacy. My request to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services is to provide data on these mobile surveillance devices, including: one, what is
their purpose; two, what are their operational capabilities; and, three, can they record sound?
WEST GATE TUNNEL SOIL
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:59): My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change and concerns the appearance last month on ABC radio
Melbourne’s Conversation Hour by respected occupational and environmental health expert Professor
Malcolm Sim. Among a plethora of awards, titles and career achievements, Professor Sim has been a
director of the Monash Centre for Occupational and Environmental Health for decades, editor-in-chief
of the Occupational and Environmental Medicine journal and chief investigator in a number of studies
of health effects and cancer and mortality risk in industrial situations. He has received the College
Medal for outstanding service from the Royal Australasian College of Surgeons and in 2019 was made
a Member of the Order of Australia for his service to occupational and environmental medicine.
The Conversation Hour looked at PFAS, a bioaccumulative chemical which does not break down and
can be concentrated in the food chain and which testing shows is present in soil to be removed from
the West Gate Tunnel sites. Professor Sim’s comments were not off the cuff but a considered
contribution to the debate and the result of years of research experience. His approach was not alarmist,
but he made a number of points relevant to the proposal to dump potentially PFAS-affected soil in
Bacchus Marsh. On the subject of absorption into the body he said:
… the main way it gets into the body is through eating or drinking it. So it gets into the stomach and down to
the intestine and gets absorbed across there fairly well.
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Given the topography of the Maddingley tip and its location next to watercourses serving extensive
and valuable horticultural production, this is hugely concerning. Professor Sim was specifically asked
about the West Gate Tunnel waste and said, and I quote:
… this is really challenging to try and find an area where it’s safe to dump this contaminated soil, so you
really need to look at whether there are going to be areas nearby where there might be groundwater or there
are foods being grown, whether that’s crops or whether it’s animals, and make sure that there are no exposure
pathways which would allow it to get into those water or food supplies.

As someone who has walked around the hilly, windy proposed site and followed the watercourses
which surround it down to the areas where crops are grown, this is alarming. So the action I seek from
the minister is an explanation of the government’s position on the emerging risks of PFAS. Is it
accepted that it can leach into ground and surface water? Does it break down? Does it bioaccumulate,
and if so, how can low levels ever be safe?
EAST IVANHOE BOWLING CLUB
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:02): The matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for Local
Government, and the action that I seek is for him to intervene in the sham process being run by Banyule
council to shut down East Ivanhoe Bowling Club, to concrete the beautiful greens at the club and to
turn them into a car park and some netball courts. Over the course of recent weeks I have met with the
president of East Ivanhoe Bowling Club, Matt Perkins, and also other members of the club. There are
in all 247 members of this club, and they have spoken to me in really touching terms about how much
this club means to them, especially how much this club has meant to them during such a difficult time
through our lockdowns last year and through our ongoing lockdowns this year.
Nonetheless the council has released a document with only one option, seeking to ensure that a local
netball club has some better facilities. Now, I agree with that, and I do not think that this should turn
into a fight between a netball club and a bowls club or people who support the expansion of
infrastructure for those who play netball and those who support the preservation of really important
existing clubs like the East Ivanhoe Bowling Club. It may surprise members to learn that in a former
life I was a very keen, if particularly poor, netball player myself. I played goal defence over many
years for the mighty Chargers, and I enjoyed it very much. In my previous life also, as a schoolteacher,
I often coached netball, so I do understand that netball is a thriving sport and there is a need for better
netball infrastructure in the local area. But there are other options than concreting the beautiful greens
at East Ivanhoe Bowling Club and shutting down this wonderful club with 247 members, simply
telling them to push off and join another club.
In particular what struck me was the view of many members that there is ageism at play here. There
is a misconception in the community that only older folks enjoy lawn bowls. Again it may surprise
members to learn that the fastest growing social sport in our country is barefoot bowls, and a huge
number of community members in East Ivanhoe—and it is a beautiful place—go to the club to enjoy
barefoot bowls at the award-winning greens at East Ivanhoe Bowling Club. There are other options
for netball facilities. On the very same site as East Ivanhoe Bowling Club there are two unused tennis
courts that could be used for better netball infrastructure. Why these are not being considered, I do not
know. However, the Greens on the council, with the support of the Labor members on the council, are
determined to shut down this important local club. Well, I stand by Matt Perkins and his members at
the East Ivanhoe Bowling Club. The process is clearly a sham. I would ask the minister to intervene,
to meet with members of the club and to seek to speak sense to the local council at Banyule.
BUSH NURSING CENTRES
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:05): My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Health in the other place. It relates to a very important element of our health services, and that is the
bush nursing centres that are scattered throughout remote areas, and in particular the six that are in
Eastern Victoria Region. They do an amazing job of supporting our community, supporting health in
our community and being the very linchpin of that effort in regional Victoria. They are funded for five
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days a week, but in reality they are available 24 hours a day, seven days a week. Many of the nurses
live within the town or within close proximity to that hamlet or town.
They provide an amazing array of services, and I will list just a few. They go out on site to support the
elderly and provide a comprehensive care plan so that the elderly can stay in their own homes. They
support obstetricians and GPs to do antenatal care and then postnatal care for mother and baby. They
look at women’s health and the whole gamut of issues that relate to women’s health, cervical
screening—men’s health as well—and preventative measures. They facilitate rural and isolated
practice endorsed registered nurses, which are a very important element and which really are that
intermediate role between seeing a doctor and getting the support and medical needs that patients need,
suturing and medication. They are amazing support, and they pivot and are nimble in times of stress.
We saw that was very much so during the 2019–20 fires, where they were on the front line of the
emergency response and dealt with quite graphic injuries and smoke-related conditions, and they are
absolutely gold in their communities.
At the moment they are pivoting to become vaccination nurses in terms of the COVID response, but
they require extra funding and extra PPE. They require potentially extra funding to run that and to
become nurse immunisers. In the budget there is no line item that mentions bush nursing centres
whatsoever this year. They seem to have to be the poor cousin and go cap in hand to the government
time and time again. What we need is a line item. We need specific funding, and it needs to be adequate
to service all of their supportive needs. So the action I seek from the minister is to provide ongoing
funding to bush nursing, to provide comprehensive funding so that people in the country can actually
get the service they need on an ongoing basis and to support those bush nursing services.
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION PLANNING
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (18:08): I am pleased to rise
tonight to raise a matter for the Minister for Planning, and it concerns the government’s plans for
intense development across our metropolitan area but particularly in my electorate of Southern
Metropolitan and in particular in Prahran. There are two developments. The first one is the Bangs
Street public housing redevelopment, which has been waved through with special planning approvals
for intense development which will effectively double the number of dwellings on that site from
120 dwellings to the new proposal, which is 264 dwellings in total. It is doubling the density. It is
doubling the number of residents that will be put onto that site. This is going to have significant impact
on the movement of vehicles and so forth around it, and there does not appear to have been a plan
developed to have more services, including education and health services.
I also want to draw in particular the minister’s attention to the proposal that is there for 196–206 High
Street, Windsor—a proposal for a 26-metre storeyed office building. This sits between High Street
and Victoria Street in Windsor. They are going to close off the access on High Street, and the small
street, Victoria Street, will have the ingress and egress for this massive, massive new development.
Now, it is important to understand the planning process that has occurred here. Under this, there has
been a proposal go to the City of Stonnington which was rejected. After that, the developer at the time
appealed to VCAT, and this was rejected at VCAT as well. So you have got two strikes, and I would
have thought two strikes and you’re out. You are not going to be able to do this intense new office
development with no community benefit listed. And VCAT was quite clear: it just struck it out cold.
But, no, with this government they will find another route, and they have got the development
facilitation program by the Andrews Labor government—a special new way, under so-called COVID
rules, to tick off development. I say we support more jobs and we support more development, but we
do not support overriding local communities, we do not support overriding local democracy, we do
not support crushing democracy in an outrageous way. In this case there have been two strikes and
you’re out, and I say finding a new way around it is wrong. So I ask the minister to make a statement
that he will not misuse this new development panel to override councils and communities, to crush
local democracy. I ask him to make a statement to say he will strike out these attempts to overrule
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local communities, and I know there is intense local resistance in this area. I have met with people.
They are furious.
VICTORIAN REGISTRY OF BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (18:11): I raise a matter for the attention of the AttorneyGeneral, and it relates to the opening of the Victorian Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages (BDM)
call centre. On 29 April, following a question without notice from me, the Attorney spoke about the
urgency with which she was trying to address the opening of the births, deaths and marriages call
centre, and she said in that answer:
I am advised that the call centre will be up and running and services back to normal by 31 May.

She said that was something she was seeking to address ‘as a matter of urgency’ and that the opening
of the call centre was ‘the highest priority for me’. And so it should be, because the births, deaths and
marriages call centre is critical for vulnerable Victorians who do not want to navigate or cannot
navigate the online reporting system to be able to access a death certificate for a loved one, which will
be critical for probate purposes, or a marriage certificate or a birth certificate for a new baby—similar
moments in life when services should be there and available for Victorians who need them and need
to speak to someone to manage their particular circumstances.
Now of course COVID has meant workers have not been in offices and have been working remotely,
but there are plenty of call centres that have continued to operate through the pandemic, and there are
plenty of call centres where people work remotely whilst answering calls from a centralised number.
So it is incredibly disappointing that here we are now, well into June, and the undertaking that the
Attorney made about opening the births, deaths and marriages call centre by the end of May has come
and gone without any change. The website still confirms that the call centre is closed, that only
messages left on the voicemail for urgent matters will be responded to, that all other inquiries will not
be responded to, and it encourages people to send an email.
To me this is yet another example that despite the Victorian public service growing enormously under
the Andrews Labor government, its ability to actually do things has been diminished. Its ability to
actually deliver the functions that Victorians rely upon and expect as a matter of course their state
government to deliver has been diminished. One would expect that with significantly growing
expenditure you would get an uptick in service delivery. Sadly the simplest functions that Victorians
rely upon and that governments have been delivering for decades and decades and decades are going
backwards under this Andrews Labor government. So the action I would seek from the minister is for
her to ensure the reopening of the BDM call centre as a matter of urgency and priority and to advise
the community exactly when that will take place.
WESTERN VICTORIA TRANSMISSION NETWORK PROJECT
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (18:15): I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Planning in the other place, and it relates to the approval process for the
Western Victoria Transmission Network Project. As members of this house will be aware, there is a
proposal to build a high-tension transmission line from Bulgana through to Sydenham to carry energy
generated by a number of projects—solar projects, wind farm projects—in the west of the state to
connect to the main grid. Over the course of the last six to 12 months the investigation area for this
project has been narrowing as a preferred corridor is getting closer, and one of the consequences of
that investigation area narrowing is that the current preferred corridor—there are still a number of
options open—is now located in an area, particularly at the eastern end of that transmission line
corridor, that is putting a number of airports in jeopardy. One that has particularly come to my attention
recently is the Melton airport, which is a hub for a number of charter operators, a hub for flying training
operations and a hub for emergency services operations, and also fire detection and suppression. So it
plays an important role in the Melton community and is an important part of the aviation industry in
Victoria.
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It has now become apparent through the surveying of an official OLS—which is an obstacle limitation
surface, which identifies obstacles which are in the path of the airport—that the proposed alignment
for the western Victoria transmission network is going to infringe the OLS at Melton, effectively
closing the airport. There is a similar risk associated with Bacchus Marsh airport, which is also on one
of the still live option pathways for this transmission line. Now, it is a very significant issue for those
airports. The practical effect is that if the transmission line is built in the alignment that is currently
proposed, Melton airport will effectively have to close and Bacchus Marsh may well also have to
close. So what I ask the Minister for Planning to do is to ensure that he does not approve an easement,
approve a pathway, for this transmission line which puts either of those airports in jeopardy.
RESPONSES
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (18:17): I have got 15 adjournment matters from 15 different
MLCs. They are addressed to 14 different ministers.
One of them was addressed to me by Dr Bach as far as his concern goes, brought to his attention by
the East Ivanhoe Bowling Club, about the treatment that Banyule council may be imparting on them,
which may be fair or not fair. Now, I will dispatch this tonight. Each of the 79 councils is on a separate
and autonomous level of government under the constitution. They have the right to set their own
budgets and make their own decisions as far as services and infrastructure go, and it is not my role to
override their decisions. Mr Davis made a bit of a spirited contribution about not undermining
councils’ democracy, and I do not intend to do that on this particular issue. But I am happy to have a
conversation with Dr Bach offline. We represent the same electorate, and we might be able to have a
chat about my role as a member for the Eastern Metropolitan Region, the same as him, to see if maybe
I can advocate through that avenue.
I have one response, and the lucky MLC tonight is Mr O’Donohue—a response from 29 April 2021.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (18:19): President, I draw to your attention the
standing orders requiring appropriate time lines for responses to adjournment matters. I raised
adjournment matters for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure on 17 March this year, some 84 days
ago—I have not had a response to that—and for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety on 4 May
this year, some 36 days ago. Standing orders allow me to immediately move a motion to understand
where those responses are. I choose not to do that tonight, but I might do it tomorrow night. I am
seeking a response.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (18:20): Mr Ondarchie, I was just thinking. I am on the
adjournment tomorrow night too, so that does not help me. Actually, because of the success of your
great A-League team recently, I will make you this offer that I will get my chief of staff to contact the
chief of staff that is responsible for those two portfolio areas tomorrow and make sure that she
encourages them so that you get a response as soon as possible.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (18:20): Given the minister has recognised that
Melbourne City Football Club has finished top of the ladder and Melbourne Victory down the bottom,
I accept that response.
The PRESIDENT: On that basis, the house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.21 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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UPPER FERNTREE GULLY HEIGHT LIMITS
In reply to Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (29 April 2021)
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing):
Amendment GC172 changed building heights in the bush suburban Dandenong foothills residential area to
ensure consistency with the mandatory maximum building heights in the reformed residential zones.
The reformed residential zones were implemented by Amendment VC110 in 2017 to provide greater certainty
for the community as to appropriate development outcomes. New mandatory maximum building heights and
number of storeys in the Neighbourhood Residential Zone and General Residential Zone were introduced.
By introducing mandatory heights, these reforms created inconsistency between the existing maximum
heights specified in local schedules. I gave a public commitment in 2017 that councils with height variations
in local schedules that are inconsistent with the reformed zones, had three years to comply with the new
requirements. No councils have corrected a height inconsistency.
Amendment GC172 addressed this inconsistency by making policy neutral changes to local residential
schedules to align with a council’s adopted strategic work or with another local planning control that specifies
the relevant maximum building height.
The amendments to the Knox Planning Scheme implemented the Knox Housing Strategy 2015 in line with
the mandatory maximum building heights in the reformed residential zones.
These changes introduced a new two storey building limit that did not previously exist, along with an increase
to the mandatory building height from eight metres to nine metres. The new two storey limit ensures dwellings
with pitched roofs that are respectful to the existing neighbourhood and landscape character of the Dandenong
foothills can be built.
Amendment GC172 did not change any existing planning controls that apply to the Upper Ferntree Gully
activity centre.
Overlays introduced by the Knox City Council still apply to protect landscape significance and views towards
the Dandenong Ranges. These overlays ensure that Knox City Council can protect the specified landscape
values of the area, including significant views towards the Dandenong Ranges and foothills from
inappropriate development.
The recognised landscape character of the Knox Foothills continues to be protected.

