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Tuesday, 8 February 2022
The PRESIDENT (Hon. N Elasmar) took the chair at 11.34 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (11:35): 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.
COVID-19
The PRESIDENT (11:36): Regarding the sitting this week, there are the same arrangements we
had in the chamber for many weeks last year. It is mandatory to wear a mask in all indoor spaces, and
a member should only remove their mask when they have the call to speak or if they have a medical
certificate. Members should not meet in small huddles in the chamber and should, where possible,
observe physical distancing. The temporary orders agreed to on 7 September 2021 allow certain
material to be submitted for incorporation in Hansard. Please email those contributions to the table
office by the time the house adjourns. Only the number of matters permitted in the order of business
for each item may be raised, be that in the house or via incorporation, each sitting day, and as allocated
between the parties and independents. And there is the temporary order of 23 April 2020 that in a
division members will be asked to stand in their place.
Condolences
HON. ROBERT ‘ROBIN’ FITZGERALD COOPER
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (11:37): I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on 23 November 2021, of the Honourable Robert
‘Robin’ FitzGerald Cooper and places on record its acknowledgement of the valuable services rendered by
him to the Parliament and the people of Victoria as a member of the Legislative Assembly for the electorate
of Mornington from 1985 to 2006 and as Minister for Transport from 1997 to 1999.

I will say just a few short words on behalf of the government to mark respect for this gentleman and
pay our condolences for his passing. Robin Cooper served as the member for Mornington, as we have
heard, for a very long time—almost a quarter of his life. During that period he had a number of roles
on the front bench, including his role as Minister for Transport under the Kennett government from
1997. Robin Cooper served a bit before my time, but I did discover that he had the shadow ministry
for emergency services in the 1980s.
He had a long and successful career on the front bench but despite all of these responsibilities
continued to serve his community, representing and championing their interests. From his time as a
councillor for the shire of Mornington to his service in the Victorian Parliament, he spent the best part
of three decades strongly supporting and advocating for the people he served. Thanks to his tireless
advocacy he played no small part in shaping the Mornington Peninsula as many love and enjoy it
today.
To his wife, Jennifer, and his three children, Rebecca, Jeremy and Anna, I would like to once again
pass on the government’s condolences and our deepest sympathies for the passing of your loved one,
Robin Cooper.
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Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (11:39): I too want to join this
condolence motion, on behalf of the Liberals and The Nationals, and I want to put on record my respect
and the service that Robin Cooper provided to the Parliament, the people of Mornington and the people
of Victoria. Robin was elected in March 1985 and was in this place until 2006, and a number of us in
this chamber knew Robin well, and we knew Jennifer well indeed. They were a wonderful family—
very strong advocates for the peninsula in particular and very strong advocates for the Liberal Party
and the community. Robin of course was a councillor for a number of years from 1972 onwards and
was shire president as well. He was, again, a very fierce advocate for his area.
He won the preselection in 1985 and won that election very convincingly. He served in a variety of
roles, and I am not going to list all of those—they were extensive—but principally his period as
Minister for Public Transport in the latter period of the Kennett government. It was a reformist period,
a period where the focus was on getting outcomes for the commuters and the consumers of transport
services, and he was very successful in implementing a number of those reforms that had been initiated
by Alan Brown in his role as transport minister before that.
So I say that the Victorian community will be poorer without Robin. Robin was a great Liberal, a great
advocate, as I said, for the Mornington Peninsula. He was a conservative person. He had very strong
conservative views and was not afraid to express those views strongly in the party room and elsewhere,
but he was also a significant raconteur; he was a person who was fun to go out for dinner with and talk
to. He had significant wisdom, and many newer members in this place did learn significantly from
Robin and his capacity to understand the political challenges that we all at various points faced. He,
as I say, was a person who will be fondly remembered by many in particular on the peninsula and in
his seat of Mornington.
The PRESIDENT: I ask members to signify their assent to the motion by rising in their places for
1 minute.
Motion agreed to in silence, members showing unanimous agreement by standing in their places.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing orders, as a further mark of respect for the memory of the
late Honourable Robert Cooper, the sitting will be suspended for 1 hour.
Sitting suspended 11.43 am until 12.49 pm.
Bills
PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (PANDEMIC MANAGEMENT)
BILL 2021
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (12:50): I have a message from the Governor, dated 7 December 2021:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Parliaments:
53/2021 Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Pandemic Management) Act 2021

CASINO AND GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2021
CIRCULAR ECONOMY (WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING) BILL 2021
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY (RELIGIOUS EXCEPTIONS) AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Royal assent
The PRESIDENT (12:50): I have another message from the Governor, dated 14 December 2021:
The Governor informs the Legislative Council that she has, on this day, given the Royal Assent to the
undermentioned Act of the present Session presented to her by the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly:
54/2021 Casino and Gambling Legislation Amendment Act 2021
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55/2021 Circular Economy (Waste Reduction and Recycling) Act 2021
56/2021 Equal Opportunity (Religious Exceptions) Amendment Act 2021

Committees
PANDEMIC DECLARATION ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
Membership
The PRESIDENT (12:51): I advise the house that I have received a letter from Mr Anthony
Carbines, member for Ivanhoe, resigning from the Pandemic Declaration Accountability and
Oversight Committee effective from 8 February 2022.
Members
MINISTRY
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (12:51): I wish to advise the house of changes to the government ministry. The
child protection portfolio has been changed to Minister for Child Protection and Family Services, and
the Honourable Anthony Carbines will hold that portfolio. He will also now be the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers. Ms Stitt will represent those portfolios in this chamber. As Ms Stitt is
not in the house this week, I will represent all of Ms Stitt’s portfolios and representing portfolios on
her behalf.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
SMALL BUSINESS SUPPORT
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:52): My question is for the
Minister for Small Business. Minister, I refer to the more than $1 billion announcement of the New
South Wales government supporting hard-pressed small businesses where, like in Victoria, the
omicron variant has made business conditions difficult for many businesses, including those in
hospitality and tourism, and I ask: why has the Victorian government failed to bring forward a similar
scale package for Victorian businesses, which have been hit arguably more harshly by the conditions
in Victoria? Isn’t this simply mean and bloody minded?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (12:52):
I thank Mr Davis for his question. At the outset I would indicate in answer to his question that we are
neither mean nor bloody minded. We have provided more than $13 billion in business support to
Victorian businesses—small, medium and large—over the course of the pandemic to date, and there
are a number of supports that remain in place that are being accessed by businesses as they navigate
yet another challenge.
I had the opportunity in January to announce a further extension of the commercial tenancy relief
scheme (CTRS) and will take this opportunity to thank the landlords who have made such a big
contribution to the viability of our small businesses. I know they do not love this extension, but I think
on the whole they are understanding of the need to provide another couple of months of rent relief
support to Victorian businesses—small and family businesses.
This is of course not the summer that we were all hoping for, and I hope all members have weathered
their own personal health and household challenges as well as of course supported people throughout
the Victorian community through our roles as members of Parliament. It has been an exceptionally
challenging period. Thankfully we have very, very high rates of vaccination in this community, which
has meant that for many people the experience has been mild, though of course we extend our deep
and heartfelt condolences to those in the Victorian community who have lost loved ones through this
period—an absolutely devastating set of circumstances for those families.
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In terms of business support, we continue to work very closely with our business community. We
continue to provide support through a number of initiatives: CTRS, as I have mentioned, the test
isolation payment is ongoing, the business recovery and resilience mentoring program and the
Victorian business concierge service, among others.
It was, I think, very heartening to hear the Prime Minister’s announcement in the last couple of days
about the opening of international borders, because the single biggest issue, particularly with the
omicron wave as people have been choosing to stay home to minimise their own personal risk and
because of course we have had many tens of thousands of people who have been pinged and in iso,
that I have continually heard from Victorian businesses through this period and as we reopened last
winter is around staff shortages and both skilled and to be skilled and trained people for their
workforces. So that is certainly a very welcome development indeed.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (12:55): Minister, perhaps the
very simple question for you to answer here is: how much new money, new support, has been
announced for small businesses since Christmas Day?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (12:56):
I refer Mr Davis to my previous answer. The clock was against me, but there are a number of other
programs that I did not have the opportunity to mention: Upskill My Business and Partners in
Wellbeing, among others. Minister Pearson has made some further announcements around support for
those businesses that are impacted by restrictions, and most notable among those is our live music
scene, which has been impacted. We continue to work closely with our business community, to listen
to and respond to their concerns and to their ambitions and objectives. Challenging as it has been, this
is living with COVID. We have very, very few restrictions impacting our business community—
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, it was a very precise question: how much? She only has
10 seconds left.
Ms PULFORD: As I said at the outset of my answer to the supplementary, I refer Mr Davis to my
earlier answer. We have provided significant support, we have significant programs ongoing and we
work with the business community to provide the support that they need as they need it.
RENTAL STANDARDS
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:57): My question is for the minister representing the
minister for consumer affairs. Minister, Victoria’s January heatwave left many renters sweltering in
their homes, including of course all the people working from home at this time. While Victoria’s
minimum rental standards include standards for heating, there are no cooling standards, meaning
landlords have no obligation to help their tenants keep their homes at a comfortable temperature in the
middle of summer. With climate change making heatwaves more frequent and more intense, cooling
standards for rental homes are a genuine health issue. Minister, will you amend the minimum rental
standards to introduce cooling standards as a requirement for all renters?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:58): I thank Dr Ratnam for her question. Obviously this is a
question for the minister for consumer affairs, and I will make sure that it gets to her and Dr Ratnam
gets a response in line with what is prescribed in the standing orders. I know this is an issue that
Dr Ratnam has actually brought up in this chamber a number of times and I know it is an issue she is
very passionate about, so I will make sure she gets that response.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:58): Thank you, Minister. I appreciate that follow-up.
By way of supplementary, even for those renters who are lucky enough to have an air conditioner, the
cost of running one means it is simply too expensive for many renters to use it in the hottest part of the
year. Rental properties tend to be older and built to poorer standards and are much harder and more
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expensive to keep cool in summer and warm in winter. Will you also amend the standards to introduce
minimum energy efficiency standards like ceiling insulation for rental properties?
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (12:59): Dr Ratnam’s supplementary is also directed to the
minister for consumer affairs, and I will make sure she receives Dr Ratnam’s question and Dr Ratnam
gets a response in line with what is prescribed in the standing orders.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: AUSTRALIA DAY AWARDS
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (12:59): It is my pleasure to update the house on the successful Victorian
recipients of the Australian Fire Service Medal and Emergency Services Medal who have been
recognised through this year’s Australia Day honours list. The best part of being the Minister for
Emergency Services is getting out across the state to meet our amazing emergency services staff and
volunteers, who put in so much effort to keep us all safe and connected. I am exceptionally proud to
take any opportunity to acknowledge their achievement and hard work. It is important to recognise the
sacrifices emergency services personnel make to their service and to our community. I have seen this
repeatedly since I came into the portfolio, with our emergency services responding to a range of critical
incidents, including floods and fires. We had the earthquake; we had a tsunami warning. We are just
hoping there are no more different things this year.
Australian Fire Service Medals were awarded to Mr John Clarke, Mr Graeme Higgs, Ms Gillian Metz,
Mr Brad Quinn and Mr Wayne Rigg. Emergency Services Medals were awarded to Ms Raelene
Billingsley, Mr Ronald Fitch, Mr Russell Lemke, Mr Paul Lunny, Mr Keith O’Brien, Mr Anthony
White and Mr Howard Willoughby. I know many of these people will be known to members of this
chamber.
I am particularly keen to draw attention to the two women of this group who were recipients. Raelene
Billingsley was recognised for her outstanding 25 years of contribution to the SES, including her
performance at several major fire and flood events in Gippsland and as task force crew leader during
the response to Cyclone Yasi in Queensland. She continues to tirelessly support her local community.
Gillian Metz has served the CFA for over 20 years. This has included as a volunteer, a former CFA
regional manager and a former assistant chief fire officer at the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning. Her contribution has supported the training and development of members at
Riddells Creek fire brigade and the Mount Macedon group of brigades. I want to thank those amazing
women and all the emergency services personnel for their ongoing service and particularly in the wake
of the anniversary of the Black Saturday fires, which I know many of the people in this chamber have
paid tribute to in recent days.
EMERGENCY SERVICES TELECOMMUNICATIONS AUTHORITY
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:01): My question is for the
Minister for Emergency Services. Minister, father of three Nick Panagiotopoulos tragically died on
16 October last year while his family waited 15 minutes to speak to an ESTA ambulance dispatcher.
Minister, given Victoria’s Westminster system of government and its longstanding conventions on
ministerial responsibility, do you accept responsibility for ESTA’s failure and the shocking death of
Mr Panagiotopoulos?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (13:02): These are important issues to discuss, and of course I take my
responsibility as Minister for Emergency Services and my responsibility for the agency of ESTA
seriously. It is completely inappropriate to attribute the cause of a tragic incident in the way you have
via your question when there are ongoing proper processes, including coronial processes, underway.
Having said that, the incident of that day has profoundly impacted me and has actually ensured that I
have thrown more attention to this matter than possibly anything else in my portfolio at the moment.
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I have spoken to the family and expressed my immense condolences. The experience of those children
on that day is something that I can imagine, and it is harrowing. It is why I, along with the new
management of ESTA, am committed to improvements at ESTA. We are giving them more resources
and more support.
This government is committed to helping the hardworking ESTA personnel ensure that they have got
more staff to enable them to answer calls as required and in time. I have said numerous times in this
chamber that we will continue those efforts, but we do need the community to continually be reminded
to save 000 for emergencies. The problem is that when you call 000 you go through the 000 dispatch.
They send you to ESTA, and if ESTA call takers are on the line talking to people who do not have
emergencies, they cannot answer the calls that are waiting to get through that might be those really
serious matters such as the incident that you referred to in your question. The impact on that family is
something that I do not want any Victorian families to have to endure. My commitment and my resolve
to improvements at ESTA, along with Stephen Leane as the interim CEO and the hardworking team
there, certainly will not be compromised and will continue to be a focus of this government.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:04): I am pleased the minister
has spoken to the family, because it is a terrible and tragic incident, as she has outlined. But in response
to her answer, she has pointed to a question about which calls should be made to 000 and which calls
should not. I ask a very simple question there: what steps do you have in place to make sure that those
with genuine emergencies are not wrongly dissuaded from calling 000?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (13:04): It is an important point to make. Of course when you see media reports
about delays in ESTA I do not want the community to feel as though they have to take their health
care into their own hands. Our emergency personnel are there to help in genuine emergencies, and I
would always encourage someone that is in a genuine emergency to contact 000. However, what we
have seen is that up to 40 per cent of calls could be directed elsewhere, whether it is the police
assistance line or Nurse-on-Call or indeed just making an appointment yourself to see your GP. We
have had instances of people seeking 000 assistance because they could not find a RAT. I know that
people have genuine concerns in the community, but to be able to differentiate between when you
need a lights-and-sirens response and you do not is a continued effort that we will continue to work
with the community on. But of course ESTA—I have been out there several times—are amazing
people doing amazing things, and you should always call them when you need help.
MELBOURNE AIRPORT TAXI RANK
Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:05): My question is to Minister Pulford, representing
the minister for transport. The taxi rank outside the arrivals hall at Tullamarine airport has been
replaced by two centrally located Uber driver pick-up points. Yesterday the chief of ground transport
at Melbourne Airport confirmed that Uber paid for the removal of the taxi rank. Given the government
provides much funding and support for Melbourne Airport, this blatant commercial arrangement
should have been stopped at the outset. It is not in the public interest for public transport access to be
privately sold to a multinational corporation that has proven time and time again it is not a fit and
proper entity. This position discriminates against not only the taxi industry but all the other rideshare
participants. My question is: what part did the regulator play in negotiating the removal of the taxi
rank at Melbourne Airport to accommodate Uber?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:06):
I thank Mr Barton for his question and for his advocacy for people working in this industry. As always,
I am sure Mr Barton and people working in passenger transport are all looking forward to far greater
levels of activity over the coming months and years than has been their experience in recent times. I
am sure that just heightens an interest in these issues. I will seek a written response from Minister
Carroll for Mr Barton.
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Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:07): For those with a disability this relocation makes it
more difficult to reach a wheelchair-accessible taxi. Under the new layout disabled passengers are
forced to make their way the length of the airport to reach a taxi at terminal 1 or navigate an obstacle
course to reach the terminal 4 car park taxi rank. Uber provide no wheelchair-accessible vehicles, and
at a recent parliamentary hearing they stated explicitly they have no intention to do so. Did the minister
and Melbourne Airport consult with any disability groups prior to entering this shameful commercial
arrangement with Uber?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:08):
I thank Mr Barton for his question on this very important issue of equitable access for people living
with a disability. I will seek from Minister Carroll, and provide as quickly as we can, a response to
Mr Barton in accordance with our standing orders.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: GROWING SUBURBS FUND
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan—Minister for Local Government, Minister for Suburban
Development, Minister for Veterans) (13:08): Today I would like to update the house on the projects
that have successfully received funding through the latest round of the Growing Suburbs Fund. The
Growing Suburbs Fund is designed to help councils in interface and peri-urban areas deliver projects
that support their growing communities. Since 2015 the Growing Suburbs Fund has supported
299 projects across fast-growing areas, resulting in over $1 billion of local infrastructure and the
creation of more than 10 200 jobs. In the latest funding round 43 projects received a share of
$50 million.
I had the pleasure last week of joining terrific local members Gabrielle Williams, Luke Donnellan and
Gary Maas at the Myuna Farm in the City of Casey to announce four successful projects in Casey.
Casey will receive $3.2 million to go towards improving the Myuna community and children’s farm,
redeveloping the popular Ray Bastin Reserve, upgrading Gwendoline Children’s Centre to support
the delivery of essential family services and redeveloping Tooradin public hall. I also had the pleasure
of joining Michaela Settle the week before to announce funding for a Ballan library and community
hub.
A member: ‘Buh-lan’, it is.
Mr LEANE: It depends which side of the tracks you are on. This new facility will provide library
services as well as spaces for art exhibitions, community groups and other important services. This
round of the Growing Suburbs Fund will deliver community centres, playgrounds, recreation reserves,
cycling and nature trails, family centres and kindergartens, and I am looking forward to visiting these
projects and congratulating the councils that in partnership with the state government will deliver these
fantastic projects.
EMERGENCY SERVICES TELECOMMUNICATIONS AUTHORITY
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (13:10): My question is to the Minister for Emergency
Services. Minister, I refer to the letter sent to you by Paul Fletcher, the federal minister for
communications, on 8 October last year, seeking assurances and your urgent advice on what the
Victorian government is doing to alleviate the shocking issues and delays at ESTA. Minister, are all
of the 43 new ESTA staff your government has funded to start taking calls this month now taking calls?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (13:11): I thank Ms Crozier for her question. The 43 staff that were budgeted
for in the last budget will all be deployed by the end of this month. The vast majority are. The 43 people
who have been recruited are in various stages of their deployment. There are many of them that are on
the ground—
Members interjecting.
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Ms SYMES: You think I am not going to answer it, so you keep barraging me. I am about to give
you the answer. Of these, 13 are new call takers and 16 are ambulance dispatchers. Last week there
were 21 new ambulance call takers in training at ESTA, and there are more to come. They will
continue to hit the floor as they finish that important training to ensure that they are adequately trained
and supported to take on such an important role.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (13:12): As we know and as Victorians know, it has been
an absolute shambles and too many Victorians have lost their lives because of the mismanagement.
Minister, 90 per cent of 000 calls to ESTA are meant to be answered within 5 seconds on average over
a month, yet media reports have detailed shifts at ESTA last month where fewer than 30 per cent of
calls were answered on time and that Victorians have consistently waited more than 5 minutes to be
patched through to a call taker to request an ambulance during peak periods in December and January.
Noting that the government has been in power for seven years and the situation has deteriorated to the
extent that it has, where Victorians are sadly losing their lives, when will ESTA meet all of its
performance benchmarks?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (13:13): I think you should have given me a little bit more time for the answer
to that question, Ms Crozier, because what is important is to understand all of the initiatives and
support for this important agency. What we have is an inspector-general for emergency management
benchmark of answering 90 per cent of emergency calls within 5 seconds. That happens regularly. But
what happens over a period of 24 hours is that there can be a period of 15 minutes or half an hour
when all of the calls hit at the one time, so any suggestion that every call is not being answered in the
appropriate time is incorrect.
We have acknowledged—and I have not shied away from the fact—that we need to improve call rates
at ESTA, and we will continue to make the investments in responding to an unprecedented demand
for all of our health services. We used to have 3000 calls a day; we got up to 4000 calls a day in
December.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, it was a very simple question, as far as I could see, about
when those benchmarks will be met, and—
Members interjecting.
Mr Davis: No, you are not meeting them. You are actually not meeting them. No, you are not.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (13:14): I move:
That the minister’s answer be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
DUCK HUNTING
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (13:14): My question is for the minister representing the
Minister for Agriculture, who I believe today is Minister Symes.
A member interjected.
Mr BOURMAN: No? Gayle, sorry. I stand corrected. Minister, we are less than six weeks out
from the scheduled start of the Victorian 2022 duck season. Arrangements have traditionally been
made in early January, and for the third year in a row we have made it to February, getting towards
the middle of February, without an announcement. Hunters are trying to arrange leave and regional
accommodation. Victorian duck hunters are once again left waiting for a season announcement. When
will the 2022 season be announced?
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Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (13:15): I thank the member for his question and also wish him a happy 2022. This is a
fairly predictable question from Mr Bourman first up, and I am expecting a different but similarly
consistent question from Mr Meddick either today or later on this week. This is a matter of course for
the Minister for Agriculture, and I will seek a response consistent with the standing orders to your
question.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (13:16): I thank the minister for her answer. It is that time of
the year, and it sadly is very predictable. South Australia announced their duck season on 20 January.
Why are we constantly left waiting for season announcements so close to the start of each season?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (13:16): Again I thank Mr Bourman for his supplementary question, and I will refer that
to the Minister for Agriculture, Mary-Anne Thomas.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19 TESTING
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:16):
Rapid antigen testing has become a crucial part of the COVID-safe economy, enabling businesses to
remain open, families to monitor their health and schools to welcome students back to the beginning
of the new school year. We have seen how difficult it has been for many Victorian families and
businesses to get access to rapid antigen tests over the past weeks and months. As we navigate our
way through this current stage of the pandemic, securing an ongoing supply of RATs is a key priority
for this government.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD: It turns out the national stockpile is not all it is cracked up to be, Ms Crozier.
Anyway, last week I was thrilled to announce, alongside the Premier, our support for a rapid antigen
test manufacturing facility and innovation hub right here in Victoria. Led by some incredible Victorian
medtech manufacturers, Lumos Diagnostics and Planet Innovation, this facility will be able to locally
produce rapid antigen tests and eventually diagnostic tests for tropical diseases, reproductive health
and chronic disease management. Once approved by the TGA, the facility will start locally assembling
1 million COVID-19 tests in April, building up to a full capacity of up to 50 million tests a year. This
will reduce our reliance on imports, secure our local supply chain and meet demand for testing in highneeds settings such as clinical, educational and workplace environments. Excitingly this facility will
also create at least 70 new jobs.
Victoria is internationally renowned for its medtech sector, which is achieving incredible things as it
adapts and innovates to meet the needs of the community through the pandemic. We continue to back
our medtech sector because we know it helps to keep our community safe but also delivers major
economic and employment opportunities for our state. Rapid testing is an essential part of Victoria’s
COVID response at this stage in the pandemic, and we are committed to securing supplies and access
for Victorians. By drawing on the strengths of our local medtech manufacturers we will be able to secure
rapid tests for the coming months and create highly skilled jobs for Victorians in the longer term.
UNITED FIREFIGHTERS UNION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:18): My question is again for
the Minister for Emergency Services. Minister, is it appropriate, given the state subsidies provided to
the United Firefighters Union (UFU), including particularly the secondment of staff to the union, that
militant union leader Peter Marshall paid $116 000 for web services to his brother Warren Marshall
through the company Quintessential Services, owned by Mr Marshall? I therefore ask: what action
will you take to stamp out this rort at the centre of our firefighting services?
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Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (13:19): This is a long bow, Mr Davis. Not only do you regularly ask ministers
questions that are not within their portfolios, but I have no interest in the financial affairs of a union
that is engaging a private company. It has got nothing to do with me.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:19): The minister does
through her department provide secondment of support and so forth to the UFU. But I ask a simple
question here: given the importance of the firefighters, are you prepared to meet with a group of
disgruntled UFU members who are opposed to the nepotism and corruption at the union?
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (13:20): I will always meet with our hardworking firefighters. The fact that you
can find a professional firefighter that is talking to you—I am surprised by that. But I am more than
happy to meet with any firefighter, because they do a wonderful job whether they are paid or volunteer.
ENDOMETRIOSIS
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (13:21): My question is for the minister for medical
research, Minister Pulford. Endometriosis is a chronic inflammatory condition that affects one in nine
women. The pain is sharp, with sufferers describing it as like a knife twisting inside their stomach.
Patients are typically prescribed opioids or even benzodiazepines, and these are slow acting but
addictive. Sufferers commonly present to emergency departments due to the severity of the pain.
Dr Mike Armour, senior research fellow in reproductive health at the University of Western Sydney,
and his team are looking to launch a longitudinal study as to whether medicinal cannabis can reduce
the number of emergency department admissions for endo sufferers, because what we find is that with
medicinal cannabis the pain relief can be very immediate in the way that it is titrated. My question is
simply: would the minister or her office be willing to meet with Dr Armour to discuss Victoria as a
suitable location for this study?
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:22):
I thank Ms Patten for her question and her interest in this condition, endometriosis, which is so
incredibly debilitating for so many women in our community. As I understand it, there is an
extraordinary time between onset of symptoms and diagnosis for women experiencing
endometriosis—in the order of seven or eight years on average—which is quite remarkable when you
think about how debilitating the symptoms are. Like you, and I am sure like other colleagues, we all
have friends that live with this condition and its consequences.
I would love very much to take up your invitation for that meeting. I know the Hudson Institute in
Clayton have world-leading expertise in inflammation and its relationship to a number of conditions,
and endometriosis is an area that they have a particular interest in. Regarding Dr Armour, I would
welcome the opportunity to explore how we might work in partnership with him on something so
important that affects so many women in the Victorian community and indeed of course their families
and their support crews. Thank you for the question. I would welcome the opportunity.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (13:23): Thank you, Minister, for that. You are absolutely
right. By way of a supplementary, we are starting to see all of these different roles for medicinal
cannabis, and you were very much part of that first debate to get medicinal cannabis available in
Victoria. So I am just wondering whether you could tell me whether there is any other research that
the government is getting behind in Victoria in regard to medicinal cannabis.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:24):
I thank Ms Patten for her further question and her ongoing interest in the current and prospective uses
of medicinal cannabis to support people through a range of conditions. I have in a previous role had
the opportunity to meet some of the pioneers in this area, and it is a very, very exciting potential new
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treatment for an extraordinary range of conditions affecting people in the Victorian community. I
might take the supplementary question on notice so that I can provide you with some detail about what
research activity is underway. I do know of some, but let me have a bit of a scan of our research
institutes and universities and see what is underway. I will provide that information to you at the
earliest opportunity. I might, President, seek your forbearance; it might take more than a day.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: VICTORIAN HIGHER EDUCATION STATE
INVESTMENT FUND
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (13:25): Last week I was pleased to visit Swinburne University of Technology’s Hawthorn
campus with my Legislative Council colleagues Nina Taylor, Sonja Terpstra and Enver Erdogan and
local member for Hawthorn John Kennedy MP to announce the Andrews Labor government’s
$5.2 million contribution to secure Victoria’s largest supercomputer. The supercomputer is a huge
asset to our state’s science and research community and for Victorians in general. It has the capacity
to analyse and process data a million times faster than a standard computer. It will allow astronomers
to monitor space in detail and assist researchers in a broad array of areas, including bushfire detection,
natural disaster planning and response, neuroscience, cancer detection and defence.
I was particularly pleased to meet with Grace Lawrence and Adam Batten, PhD students in
astrophysics at Swinburne, who explained to me what the investment means to them. As students and
researchers, when they create simulations of the universe or analyse dark matter on a normal computer,
it can take more than a year. Harnessing the capacity of the new supercomputer, it will take about a
week. This is why Labor continues to invest in our universities and in science and innovation. This is
another exciting project provided out of the $350 million the Victorian state government has
contributed to the Victorian Higher Education State Investment Fund. I, like so many other Victorians,
look forward to seeing the impact of this new infrastructure driving research and innovation in space
technology, medicine, the environment and defence in years to come.
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (13:27): Regarding questions and answers today: Dr Ratnam to Mr Leane,
question and supplementary, two days; Mr Barton to Ms Pulford, question and supplementary, two
days; Mr Bourman to Ms Tierney, two days, question and supplementary; and Ms Patten to
Ms Pulford, one day on the supplementary.
Mr Davis: On a point of order, President, the first question I asked Ms Pulford had a very precise
supplementary, and it was: how much has been announced since Christmas? It is a simple seeking of
a figure, and that was not provided.
The PRESIDENT: I will look at the question and get back to you.
Constituency questions
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13:28): (1583) My question is for the Minister for Health. At
the height of the pandemic Med-Con, the only Victorian manufacturer of surgical masks, stepped up
production to supply this vital piece of PPE all over Australia. However, since cheaper imported masks
have been in ample supply the Victorian government has shown little interest in purchasing masks
from Med-Con. After I raised this issue with the minister on several occasions last year, the
government finally requested a quote for the supply of 2 million masks, then in October placed an
order for only 1 million but demanded the price quoted on the larger quantity. On 5 February 2022 the
Herald Sun reported that the government will add an additional 30 million surgical masks to the state’s
stockpile. However, once again the government has failed to approach Med-Con to be involved in
manufacturing masks as part of this investment. Will the Andrews Labor government purchase the
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planned 30 million additional surgical masks from Med-Con to support local jobs and manufacturing
in Victoria?
WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (13:29): (1584) My question is to the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure in the other place. The Murray Basin rail project, if funded properly, will be a game
changer for my region and Victoria generally, opening up new international markets and reducing the
wear and tear on our roads, among other things. This project has a very long history, but I would like
to see both state and federal governments effectively working together to give Western and Northern
Victoria a freight rail line built for the future. The Rail Futures Institute recently wrote to the federal
Minister for Infrastructure, Transport and Regional Development about Maroona to Portland, one
section that has been excluded from the current project. Minister Barnaby Joyce stated in his response:
… building on the Australian Government’s commitment to the MBRF network, I am open to exploring
investment opportunities for—

Maroona to Portland—
… with the Victorian government, the ARTC and key stakeholders.

My question is: will the minister meet with the Rail Futures Institute, the Rail Freight Alliance, the
Victorian Farmers Federation and other stakeholders following her meeting with Mr Joyce and before
the 2022 state election to discuss the Murray Basin rail project’s future?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (13:30): (1585) My constituency question is directed to
the Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services and Minister for Equality, the Honourable
Martin Foley. My question relates to the portfolio responsibility of health. The Victorian government
is making sure that more Victorians get the dental care they need where they live. A new $27 million
package will help deliver more check-ups and treatments. Through this package an additional
40 000 Victorians will be able to get the check-ups and treatments they need. Good dental health is
critical for good health. Dental health care got delayed for a lot of people during the pandemic, and we
want to make sure that they get the right care now. My question to the minister is: can the minister
please provide me with an update on how this funding will support public dental providers across the
Western Metropolitan Region?
NORTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (13:31): (1586) My constituency question today is for
the Minister for Police. The people of Fawkner are concerned about hoon and dirt biking in their local
area, illegal dumping of rubbish and graffiti. I want to thank those many residents who responded to
my recent Fawkner community survey. Over the last three years the people of Melbourne’s north have
encouraged local police through these surveys to look at crime issues that have been raised by them.
We have had some success, from CCTV monitoring in Whittlesea to a neighbourhood policing
program in Hume LGA that has targeted hoon driving and dirt biking and other local issues. The
program, I am told by Victoria Police, will roll out to other LGAs. It is called ‘back to basics’. I thank
the residents of Melbourne’s north who started this whole initiative. The question I have for the
minister is: will the minister commit to extra police patrols to better deter graffiti and illegal dumping
in local parks around the Merri Creek and Tyson Street and the local train station and also to target
hoon driving and dirt bike riding on Sydney Road, McBryde Street and Queens Parade to protect the
people of Fawkner?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (13:32): (1587) My constituency question is to the Minister
for Early Childhood regarding the need for a kindergarten and maternal and child health centre in

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 8 February 2022

Legislative Council

13

Lancefield. Macedon Ranges council undertook forecasting of its service modelling, which has
confirmed Lancefield will be under strain in the future without dedicated kindergarten and maternal
and child health services in its growing community. Lancefield has no dedicated maternal and child
health service, and the current kindergarten requires financial investment in the coming years to be fit
for purpose. The council estimates funding of $1.85 million is required from the state government. We
know the critical importance of the first thousand days to the trajectory of a child’s life outcomes. So
my question is: will the government fund the development of a contemporary, purpose-built
kindergarten and maternal and child health centre in Lancefield?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13:33): (1588) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Minister, as part of the unfolding environmental disaster
at Sunbury Road, there is considerable speculation that you have approved an application to dump
asbestos at the Bulla tip. This is a very short distance from the Hi-Quality facility currently subject to
legal proceedings over the dumping of toxic soil at Sunbury Road. What was once a green wedge is
now anything but. Local people are furious, and understandably so. Minister, have you approved the
dumping of asbestos at 500 Sunbury Road, Bulla, and if so, how do you justify this outrage?
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (13:34): (1589) My question is to the Minister for Health
in the other place. Can the minister please provide the evidence for mandating masks in schools and
please consider the mandate in Western Metropolitan Region. I recently received the following email
from a resident of Burnside Heights:
As my member of parliament I’d like you to please ask the Andrews Labor Government to provide the
evidence for and review the mandate regarding mandatory mask wearing in schools, particularly Primary
School aged children. As a mother of 2 children I know all to well that a child cannot keep a mask on their
face without touching as they cannot breath, let alone keep it clean. I fear that my children are wearing filthy
mask through out a 6 hours school day … I can only imagine what they are being forced to breath in.

Minister, could you please provide an update on removing the mask mandate on our small children?
EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (13:35): (1590) My constituency question today is for the
Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events. I recently had the pleasure of meeting with the
leadership of Vermont Football Club. As some members of the house are no doubt aware, Vermont
footy club is the premier suburban footy club in the country. It has an incredible record and it has
wonderful facilities, but it needs new lights. Some years ago now Vermont footy club went to the
council to ask for an upgrade to its lighting. The council acceded to this idea. However, perhaps
predictably, they buggered it up and put in the wrong lights; they needed LED globes. The strength of
the lights is such that footy cannot be played at night—that is the purpose of having the lights in the
first place. The footy club is growing. There are two women’s teams in particular that the leadership
of the club would love to get playing at prime time, directly after the men’s first, when there are always
a large group of spectators. My question to the minister for sport is: will he reach into the middle
console of his car and find the loose change—just $130 000—that is needed for new lights at Vermont
footy club? He should.
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr LIMBRICK (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13:36): (1591) My constituency question is for the
Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers. Last month I had the pleasure of meeting with a resident
in Frankston who raised the matter of disability parking. I was informed that there are regularly
situations in the area where disabled car parks are blocked by delivery trucks, parked in by people
without a disabled parking permit and occupied by people waiting for fast food. There are also people
who do not park in the disabled parking but block or partially block the space adjacent to these car
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parks, which can be essential for people who need this space for wheelchair access. My question to
the minister is: what is being done to improve compliance and awareness around disabled parking in
South Eastern Metro?
EASTERN VICTORIA REGION
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (13:37): (1592) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. One of the main issues that my constituents raise with me is the perilous and
dangerous state of our regional roads—botched repairs, disintegrating shoulders and unsafe surfaces.
Constituents regularly raise the fact that they do not want speed limits lowered; they want proper road
maintenance. One example: a constituent recently spoke to me about the Hyland Highway and a
location between Loy Yang and Traralgon. It has been patched three times in the last 12 months and
is still falling to pieces. Anywhere you drive in my Eastern Victoria electorate you see multiple
examples of this. So my constituent asked me to ask the minister: when will this government
adequately fund our regional roads so that we can protect freight, we can get people, tourists and
families around safely and we can save country lives?
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (13:38): (1593) My constituency question is
to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. In 2018 the government announced an upgrade to Narre
Warren North Road which was to cost $38 million and include the installation of traffic lights at the
Crawley Road intersection. Now the project cost has blown out by over 60 per cent to $63 million and
the Crawley Road traffic lights have been deleted and replaced by a divided road with a U-turn lane
at Brundrett Road. Why is the government deleting the Crawley Road traffic lights and instead
imposing a less safe U-turn lane on local residents?
SOUTHERN METROPOLITAN REGION
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (13:39): (1594) My constituency
question today is for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it concerns an ongoing issue with
the Surrey Hills and Mont Albert level crossing removal. What I am seeking—and I am asking directly
the Minister for Transport Infrastructure—is: will she meet with the Friends of Lorne Parade Reserve?
They have been fighting a rearguard action, I think it has to be said, to prevent the destruction of Lorne
Parade. Terrible damage has been done with the removal of trees, and it now appears they are going
to remove the longstanding ironbark there that has the frogmouth in it. But the future of that reserve is
still not settled, I think, in the minds of many people locally there. The government promised a twostation solution before the last election. It then sought to merge them into one station. I would ask the
minister: will you meet with the Friends of Lorne Parade Reserve to discuss the two-station option
again and the preservation of Lorne Parade Reserve?
NORTHERN VICTORIA REGION
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (13:40): (1595) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Health. A Herald Sun article from 4 February states that Victoria’s PPE stockpile will purchase
40 million N95 masks, 30 million surgical masks, 10 million gowns and 10 million face shields. My
office has been contacted by Med-Con, a producer of medical safety equipment based in Shepparton.
You may remember Med-Con came to our rescue by upscaling production to boost the safe supply of
masks in 2020 when international supply chains ground to a halt. But now the imports are rolling again
we have forgotten them. Med-Con has the equipment to scale up production installed during the
pandemic in 2020. Awarding them even 10 per cent of this new contract would guarantee our local
production supply and provide economic benefits to the region. We cannot find a tender for this
procurement. A quick search on Buying for Victoria shows no results for such a tender. It is unclear
why. We have asked this before: Minister, will you commit to buying a percentage of this order locally
to ensure we retain the capacity to produce these masks in Northern Victoria?
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WESTERN VICTORIA REGION
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (13:41): (1596) My question is for the Minister for
Agriculture and concerns the Andrews government’s sledgehammer 2030 ban on native timber
harvesting in public forests. I entirely reject the principle of this destructive ban, but my question today
concerns the knock-on effect of low-impact, selective, sustainable and value-added timber operations.
Otway Tonewoods, in my electorate, supplies limited amounts of carefully selected high-grade local
timbers like blackwood, satinwood and mountain ash for the production of truly extraordinary musical
instruments. This is a fabulous industry. We have some of the world’s most skilled makers using
incredible Victorian hardwoods, respecting the timber and creating immense value from small
quantities of wood. They care passionately about the timber. Nothing is wasted, as the smallest offcuts
are used. The wood is sustainable. The instruments become carbon stores. The alternative is
unthinkable: plastic guitars, imported timber. So, Minister, please explain: how does shutting this
industry down bring any environmental benefit whatsoever?
Petitions
Following petitions presented to house:
FERNTREE GULLY AGED-CARE FACILITY
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
proposed two storey, 12-metre-high aged care facility at 2–8 St Elmo Avenue, Ferntree Gully, within the
Foothills residential area.
This massive structure will overlook many resident’s houses and backyards, resulting in loss of privacy,
sunshine, hill views and is out of character with the local environment. Significant mature trees will be
removed which can never be replaced and the facility will impact the creek cutting through the block, which
is part of an important wildlife corridor, home to the Powerful owl, rosellas, Australian king parrots and
kookaburras.
St Elmo Avenue already has traffic flow and parking issues and is the only exit for the two streets that run off
it. This would become the only route out of the area in the event of bushfire or an emergency for 90
households. Trucks and trade workers would only cause more traffic chaos, with the two-year proposed
construction timeframe. This would then be followed by staff and visitors of the proposed facility looking for
regular access once it opens.
The Foothills locals have always had a wonderful relationship with Glengollan Village, and the residents there
will always be dear to the Foothills community. However, many locals fought hard and are proud of the
seven-metre height restriction around the beautiful Foothills area and cannot comprehend why such a
monolith is necessary for the sake of 12 extra beds.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to work with developers
and the Knox City Council to consider rebuilding on the current aged care facility site or redesigning the
proposed facility at 2–8 St Elmo Avenue, Ferntree Gully, to be a single level structure.

By Mr BARTON (Eastern Metropolitan) (232 signatures).
Laid on table.
LATROBE VALLEY BATTERY RECYCLING PLANT
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
planning approval of a Used Lead Acid Battery recycling facility in Hazelwood North, Gippsland.
The approval of the planning permit by the Minister for Planning has truncated the community’s right to a
fair, transparent and democratic approval process. This action has undermined 18 months of community
consultation and is against the express wishes of the community and the Latrobe City Council. An open court
case in Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal was due to be heard in April 2021. The intervention has
prevented this from proceeding.
The Victorian Government made a commitment to prioritise the needs of the Latrobe Valley community,
making it the first Health Innovation Zone in Australia. The development of a secondary lead smelter
contradicts this commitment.
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The secondary lead smelter has been approved to emit up to 54kgs of lead every year. This will fall directly
on local primary schools, a playgroup, residential homes, main roads, existing businesses and agricultural
land. The project poses an unacceptable health risk to the Latrobe Valley community, jeopardising the health
and wellbeing of future generations through exposure to lead emissions and contamination of our air, soil and
water. There is no safe level of lead that is not harmful.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to revoke the planning
approval for the Used Lead Acid Battery recycling facility in Hazelwood North and prioritise the health,
safety and wellbeing of Hazelwood North residents and the Latrobe Valley community, honouring their
Health Innovation Zone commitment.

By Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (144 signatures).
Laid on table.
HILLSIDE SOLAR FARM AND BATTERY STORAGE
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
proposed development of the Melton Renewable Energy Hub, a solar panel farm and battery storage facility
in Hillside. The site will span more than 1.2 kilometres and will only be 450 meters away from residential
properties. This poses a significant risk to the local community, including but not limited to health risks, noise
pollution, fire hazards, toxic fumes emissions and the devaluation of property.
On 30 July 2021, there was a battery fire at a Moorabool battery storage site, emitting toxic fumes. That site
had a similar set-up to the proposed Hub at Hillside. Despite being approximately 2.5 kilometres away,
residents were warned to stay indoors, close window vents and to turn off heating and cooling systems due to
the poor and toxic air quality. The fire was extinguished after three days, with more than 150 firefighters,
30 fire trucks and support vehicles attending the incident.
The proposed site in Hillside needs to be relocated to be several kilometres away from residential properties.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to relocate the proposed
Melton Renewable Energy Hub to a location that is several kilometres away from residential properties so
that any risk to the local community is mitigated.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (95 signatures).
Laid on table.
Mr FINN: I move:
That the petition be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY (RELIGIOUS EXCEPTIONS) AMENDMENT BILL 2021
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
multi-faith and multi-cultural communities oppose the Andrews Government’s Equal Opportunity (Religious
Exceptions) Amendment Bill 2021.
The Government has not sufficiently consulted faith communities. As a result, this Bill will rob religious
schools and bodies, including churches, mosques, synagogues and temples, the right to employ staffs who
adhere to their beliefs, or the right to require staff to live according to their religious doctrines, beliefs or
principles. This poses a grave threat to religious schools and bodies, making them vulnerable to litigation and
attacks by activists.
This Bill will also remove the right of fee-paying parents at religious schools to have their children educated
according to their beliefs which are modelled by all teachers and staff. Schools will no longer be able to
provide an environment that is in line with their faith, as expected by parents.
Political parties currently enjoy the freedom to recruit staff according to their political beliefs and values under
the Equal Opportunity Act 2010. It is hypocritical for the Government to demand employment conditions on
faith-based schools and organizations while exempting political parties.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council oppose the Equal Opportunity (Religious
Exceptions) Amendment Bill 2021.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (6117 signatures).
Laid on table.
Mr FINN: I move:
That the petition be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
EARTH RESOURCES REGULATION
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
the Earth Resources Regulation unit appears to consistently fail in demonstrating fair and reasonable
application of the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990.
Questions go unanswered for months, applications for licences are never refused and their auditing of
exploration and mining sites is inadequate. This has all the hallmarks of a ‘captured’ department.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to conduct a wideranging inquiry into the operations of the Earth Resources Regulation unit to determine if it is operating within
the scope, spirit and intent of the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 and consistent with
the standards expected of a professional and objective regulator.

By Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (167 signatures).
Laid on table.
HEATHERTON TRAIN STABLING
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
proposed train stabling location for the Suburban Rail Loop in Heatherton.
This land has been marked for open space by Parks Victoria for many years. Residents were sent plans from
the City of Kingston only recently for a sporting grounds facility. The residents in this area have chosen to
live here due to the promised green wedge. The announcement of a train stabling site in Heatherton has
completely blindsided residents and the nearby privately-owned dog park community with more than
600 members.
The impacts of the train stabling location on the residents in surrounding streets will be significant and reduce
their quality of life. It would also take away the Doggy Play Park which is a safe place for anxious dogs to
run safely and owners to be worry free. It is a significant community of itself. There are other suitable land
pockets nearby on the alignment of the Suburban Rail Loop, that would not be so costly to nearby residents
which must be considered as an alternative for this significant project. The location should be carefully
thought through and not rushed.
At the very least, the community should be informed on what other locations were considered for train
stabling. Information should be provided on the strengths and weaknesses of each location and the reason this
proposed site was chosen. There is precedent of the Government not prioritising various sites in the Kingston
green wedge for their intended use as parkland, despite election promises, such as the Alex Fraser site and the
Henry St landfill. It’s time to honour the promises and commitments made and prioritise the green wedge.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to be transparent in the
decision-making process for the proposed train stabling site in Heatherton, to take into consideration the
wishes of the City of Kingston residents and find an alternative location for the train stabling site, even if it is
more costly.

By Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14 signatures).
Laid on table.
BAYSIDE PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
Bayside City Council has failed to support its own planning scheme in relation to the development plans for
the former CSIRO site at 37 Graham Road in Highett.
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Bayside City Council has granted approval for Sunkin Property Group to develop the site in a manner that
contradicts the Development Plan Overlay (DPO2) applied by the Bayside Planning Scheme Amendment
C162 on 30 June 2020.
Paragraph 4.0 of the DPO2 applied by Amendment C162 requires the layout and height of the proposed
buildings in the development to be a “graduation of building heights across the site”. With “two to three
storeys where development abuts existing residential development and storey-built form” and “up to 4 storeys
in the central area of the site” and “up to 6 storeys at the northern end of the site”.
Bayside City Council has now agreed to a mixture of seven, six, five, three, and two storey apartments, of
which a total of 11 towers are seven or six storeys high.
The development plan approval for 1022 dwellings will overload existing infrastructure such as Bay Road
and Highett Road and the Highett railway crossing intersection. It will narrow the two-laned Graham Road
and Middleton Street, which adjoins the site. The neighbouring parking and streetscape will be destroyed by
the development towers and its residents.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to revoke the approval
granted by Bayside City Council to Sunkin Property Group’s proposed development of the former CSIRO
site in Highett, require Bayside City Council to consult directly with resident groups in the Highett community
and adhere to the Bayside Planning Scheme Amendment C162, approved by the Minister for Planning.

By Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (258 signatures).
Laid on table.
COVID-19 VACCINATION
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
issue with coercing a wide-range of workers into having the COVID-19 vaccination due to the mandate,
which conflicts with informed consent.
The consequence of noncompliance is job loss, which has significant social, psychological and economic
impacts. The dominant narrative on vaccination does not take into consideration the diverse and legitimate
reasons, including body integrity, that individuals may have in complying with the mandate. On one hand,
we have campaigns promoting consent and on the other hand, this ruling takes away consent.
The World Health Organisation has published vaccination mandate guidelines that include transparent and
ethical decision making. There has not been transparency about this ruling. At the same time as aggressively
promoting a medical solution, there is no communication about other self-help health measures that
individuals can take to maintain their physical and mental health.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to remove the COVID19 vaccine mandate, investigate the evidence behind the mandate decisions, such as the medical, ethical and
social rationale and its adherence to the World Health Organisation Guidelines, and introduce a health policy
that engages other health professionals to complement the medical solution.

By Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (5154 signatures).
Laid on table.
WILD DOG CONTROL
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
dingoes are recognised indigenous protected species under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988.
According to Section 4 of the Act, the flora and fauna conservation management objectives ‘guarantee that
all taxa can persist and improve in the wild’ and ‘identify and mitigate impacts of potentially threatening
processes.’ A 2005 paper by Glen and Dickman cites that dingoes ‘enhance the diversity of indigenous fauna’,
highlighting the scientific recognition of its ecological function as an apex predator.
There is no ecological justification in the distinction between dingoes and ‘wild dogs’, which is promoted by
the private poisons industry’s drive for profitability, even though there are very low dingo predation stock
loss numbers.
Decades of lethal control, to eradicate alleged ‘wild dogs’ has involved broadscale aerial and ground
poisoning. This is destroying populations of dingoes and their ecologically functioning hybrids, undermining
Victorian biodiversity. It does not matter if baits containing 1080 poison or para-aminopropiophenone (PAPP)
are for foxes, ‘wild dogs’, manufactured or fresh, dingoes and their hybrids are highly susceptible.
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The Victorian Government must cease to rely on the poison industry’s commercially-driven interests when
framing pest management policy. Lethal dingo and ‘wild dog’ control is unjustified and must be abandoned
immediately.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Council call upon the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change to extend wildlife status to dingo-dominant hybrids, cease lethal control of dingoes and dingo
hybrids by encouraging guardian animals as an alternative, cease aerial baiting and the ‘wild dog’ bounty,
financially compensate farmers for stock loss due to verified dingo predation and implement a scientifically
informed public education program for the general public and farmers, on the ecological and cultural
significance of the dingoes as an apex predator.

By Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (686 signatures).
Laid on table.
ZERO-EMISSION VEHICLES
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
drivers who own an electric, hybrid or zero-emission vehicle are imposed with a road-user tax.
The reason for creating this tax was due to electric, hybrid or zero-emission vehicle owners paying for less or
no petroleum fuel and therefore not contributing to fuel tax. However, it is understood that fuel tax is a federal
tax and has not been used for state road infrastructure in decades. This is a clear and blatant cash-grab and
more importantly a disincentive to purchase or own electric, hybrid or zero-emission vehicles.
The Government is assuming that charging your electric vehicle at home is free. It is not free. Electricity costs,
the new tax and the much higher purchase price of an electric vehicle currently means that people will make
the decision to not own an electric vehicle. We need more incentives, not disincentives to purchase an electric
vehicle.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to remove the road-user
tax for electric, hybrid and zero-emission vehicle owners.

By Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (492 signatures).
Laid on table.
1080 POISON
The Petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
the last review of use of 1080 poison in Australia was conducted by the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary
Medicines Authority (APVMA) in 2008.
Human health issues were not nominated for inclusion in the scope of the 2008 APVMA review. Nor has
there been any research conducted about the impacts on human health in relation to the consumption of nonlethal doses of 1080 poison by humans.
It is common knowledge that reptiles such as lizards consume a high-volume of 1080 poisoned meat baits
which are widely distributed to eradicate the Australian Dingo (Canis Dingo). Indigenous Australians
consume a large number of lizards including goanna as part of a traditional diet.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council call on the Government to immediately ban the
sale and use of 1080 poison, conduct an inquiry into the impacts of the consumption of non-lethal doses of
1080 poison by humans, and advocate for the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority to
review the use of 1080 poison as it is a risk to human health, predominantly Indigenous Australians.

By Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (155 signatures).
Laid on table.
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NORTH EAST LINK PROGRAM
Primary Package (Tunnels): Project Summary
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:49):
I move, by leave:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the North East Link Program’s Primary Package (Tunnels):
Project Summary.

Motion agreed to.
Committees
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Inquiry into the Impact of the COVID‑19 Pandemic on the Tourism and Events Sectors
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (13:50):
Pursuant to standing order 23.30, I lay on the table a copy of the government’s response to the
Economy and Infrastructure Committee’s inquiry into the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the
tourism and events sectors.
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 1
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (13:51): Pursuant to section 35 of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003 I lay on the table Alert Digest No. 1 of 2022 from the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, including appendices. I move:
That the report be published.

Motion agreed to.
INTEGRITY AND OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
Report on the Appointment of a Person to Conduct the Independent Performance Audits of the
Independent Broad‑based Anti‑corruption Commission and the Victorian Inspectorate
The Acting Clerk: Pursuant to section 35(2) of the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 and
following the transmission of a report on 15 December 2021, I lay on the table a copy of the Integrity
and Oversight Committee’s Report on the Appointment of a Person to Conduct the Independent
Performance Audits of the Independent Broad‑based Anti‑corruption Commission and the Victorian
Inspectorate.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (13:52): I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I would like to note at the outset that this has been a really significant process involving a
rigorous assessment of the criteria which ought to properly be applied within the remit of the Integrity
and Oversight Committee as part of the general functions of oversighting the Independent Broadbased Anti-corruption Commission, the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner, the
Victorian Inspectorate and the Victorian Ombudsman. As part of these functions, which are provided
to the committee within the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003, there is a process of monitoring and
reviewing the performance of the duties and functions of the IBAC and the VI and also a report to
both houses of Parliament on any matter connected with the performance of the duties and functions
of the IBAC and the VI and any other functions determined by the committee in that regard.
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In tabling this report today I want to thank the members of the secretariat, who have worked
assiduously as part of an extensive and very detailed process to recommend the appointment of an
auditor for the purpose of the performance audits of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission and also the Victorian Inspectorate, in particular: Sean Coley, the committee manager;
Dr Stephen James, the senior research officer; Tracey Chung, research officer; Tom Hvala, research
officer; Holly Brennan, the complaints and research assistant; Maria Marasco, committee
administrative officer; and Bernadette Pendergast, committee administrative officer.
What I want to make reference to on the record and with the time that I have available to me today is
the fact that these are the inaugural performance audits for these two oversight bodies, the IBAC and
the VI. In order to make sure that we are discharging our obligations within the oversight committee
framework, there are processes and steps necessary in appointing an auditor to determine that within
the four-year period ending 30 June 2021 there are steps to be taken for the auditor to make findings
and recommendations within audit specifications that are set out in the report and also to make sure
that the auditor—for the mutual benefit of Parliament and the auditor—provides services; is not
involved in a position that might give rise to a potential or perceived conflict of interest; complies with
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 and the Victorian Inspectorate
Act 2011 as they relevantly apply; undertakes audits and provides evidence that they have been
conducted in accordance with relevant auditing standards; demonstrates a commitment and ability to
work in collaboration with the Parliament over the term of the contractual period; and evidences a
preparedness to work with Parliament to continually identify opportunities for improvement in the
quality and level of service provided to the Parliament.
It is incumbent, I think, upon any oversight committee structure, particularly within the subject matter
of integrity, to make sure not only that key deliverables and timeframes are met but also that rigour in
the process of appointing an auditor is able to be positively demonstrated in the process of determining
a preferred auditor and the appointment process that flows from that.
At section 1.5 of the report people will be able to read that the committee resolved on 6 December last
year to recommend the appointment of Callida Pty Ltd, or Callida Consulting as it is referred to in the
report, to conduct the performance audits of IBAC and the VI. To the committee’s mind, Callida:
… has the requisite experience in auditing, and has demonstrated a strong understanding of audit approaches
relevant to successfully undertaking the performance audits of IBAC and the VI. In accordance with the
requests for proposals and evaluation criteria, the appointment of Callida Consulting also represents ‘value
for money’ …

which we also know is a relevant consideration in the expenditure of public funds, including as they
relate to appointment of an auditor for these purposes. It is recommended that:
… Callida Consulting be appointed for the purpose of undertaking the performance audits of IBAC and the
VI at the fixed total fees tendered for each audit’s project deliverables—

and those recommendations are outlined in the body of the report. The appendix is also relevant as a
final specification and independent performance audit of not only the IBAC but also as it relates at
appendix B to the Victorian Inspectorate.
I commend this report to the house and indeed note the work that has gone on from members of the
audit subcommittee, which I had the privilege of chairing and will continue to play a role in, and
members of the committee of the whole led by Ms Hennessy in the other place as the able, assiduous
and very thorough chair in this regard. I also want to note the work of the former chair, Mr Steve
McGhie, who played a seminal role in the establishment of these criteria, discussions with stakeholders
and the process which has led to this report being finalised and tabled by the Parliament today. I
commend the report to the house and ask that the chamber take note of the report.
Motion agreed to.
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OMBUDSMAN
Investigation into Decision-making under the Victorian Border Crossing Permit Directions
The Acting Clerk: Pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of the Ombudsman Act 1973 and following
the transmission of the report on 7 December 2021, I lay on the table a copy of the Ombudsman’s
report on their investigation into decision-making under the Victorian Border Crossing Permit
Directions.
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY AND FINANCE
2021–22 Budget Update
The Acting Clerk: Pursuant to section 27D(6)(c) of the Financial Management Act 1994 and
following the transmission of the report on 10 December 2021, I lay on the table a copy of the 2021–22
budget update.
INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
Operation Dawson: An Investigation into Alleged Misconduct by a Former Victoria Police
Superintendent
The Acting Clerk: Pursuant to section 162(12)(c) of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011 and following the transmission of the report on 16 December 2021, I lay on the
table a copy of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission’s special report Operation
Dawson: An Investigation into Alleged Misconduct by a Former Victoria Police Superintendent.
DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER AND CABINET
Report to Parliament on the Making of a Pandemic Declaration
The Acting Clerk: Pursuant to section 165AG(5) of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008
and following the transmission of the report on 17 December 2021, I lay on the table a copy of the
Report to Parliament on the Making of a Pandemic Declaration.
Report to Parliament on the Extension of a Pandemic Declaration
The Acting Clerk: Pursuant to section 165AG(5) of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008
and following the transmission of the report on 17 January 2022, I lay on the table a copy of the Report
to Parliament on the Extension of a Pandemic Declaration.
PAPERS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978—Minister’s Order of 30 September 2021 giving approval to the granting
of a lease at Flagstaff Gardens Reserve.
Essential Services Commission Act 2001—Essential Services Commission’s Final report on the Inquiry into
the Port of Melbourne compliance with the pricing order, 31 December 2021.
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission—Annual Plan, 2021–22.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984—Notice pursuant to section 32(3) in relation to Statutory Rule
No. 159/2021 (Gazette No. S3, 6 January 2022).
Major Events Act 2009—
Major Sporting Event Order for the 2021 to 2023 Melbourne Marathon Festivals, of 7 December 2021,
under section 22 of the Act (Gazette No. S691, 7 December 2021).
Major Sporting Event Order for the 2022 to 2026 Australian Open Tennis Tournaments, of 21 December
2021, under section 22 of the Act (Gazette No. S732, 21 December 2021).
Members of Parliament (Standards) Act 1978—Register of Interests—Return submitted by a Member of the
Legislative Council—Primary Return, 29 December 2021 (Ordered to be published).
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Murray-Darling Basin Authority—Report, 2020–21.
Planning and Environment Act 1987—
Infrastructure Contributions and Development Contribution Levies, Report, 2020–21, under
section 46GZJ of the Act.
Notices of Approval of the following amendments to planning schemes—
Bayside Planning Scheme—Amendment C175.
Boroondara Planning Scheme—Amendments C341, C369 and C370.
Campaspe, Gannawarra, Greater Bendigo, Greater Shepparton, Loddon, Moira, Swan Hill
Planning Schemes—Amendment GC196.
Corangamite Planning Scheme—Amendment C51.
Darebin Planning Scheme—Amendment C206.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme—Amendment C163.
Glen Eira Planning Scheme—Amendments C229, C232 and C236.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme—Amendment C440.
Hume Planning Scheme—Amendments C259, C260 and C264.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme—Amendment C173.
Maroondah Planning Scheme—Amendment C130.
Melbourne Planning Scheme—Amendments C323, C390, C408, C419 and C423.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme—Amendments C200 and C207.
Moreland Planning Scheme—Amendment C179.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme—Amendments C242 and C287.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme—Amendments C161 (Part 2) and C182.
Stonnington Planning Scheme—Amendment C313.
Victoria Planning Provisions—Amendments VC174, VC199, VC204, VC205 and VC207.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme—Amendments C241, C258, C262 and C263.
Yarra Planning Scheme—Amendment C299.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme—Amendment C203.
Project Development and Construction Management Act 1994—Application Order and Nomination Order
of 21 December 2021, under sections 6 and 8 of the Act and a statement of reasons for making a Nomination
Order of 23 November 2021, under section 9 of the Act.
Road Safety Act 1986—Documents in relation to the Order in Council to Amend the Order in Council
Declaring Certain Motor Vehicles Not to Be Motor Vehicles—Electric Scooter Trial.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament—
Commercial Tenancy Relief Scheme Act 2021—No. 4/2022.
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987—No. 162/2021.
County Court Act 1958—No. 158/2021.
Crown Proceedings Act 1958—No. 152/2021.
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981—No. 174/2021.
Education and Training Reform Act 2006—No. 160/2021.
Essential Services Commission Act 2001—No. 145/2021.
First Home Owner Grant and Home Buyer Schemes Act 2000—No. 176/2021.
Fisheries Act 1995—Nos. 161/2021 and 163/2021.
Gender Equality Act 2020—No. 177/2021.
Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (Victoria) Act 2009—No. 157/2021.
Livestock Management Act 2010—No. 159/2021.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989—Nos. 167/2021, 168/2021 and 5/2022.
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Major Transport Projects Facilitation Act 2009—No. 150/2021.
Non-Emergency Patient Transport and First Aid Services Act 2003—Nos. 148/2021 and 149/2021.
Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004—No. 1/2022.
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2010—No. 155/2021.
Owners Corporations Act 2006—No. 147/2021.
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008—Nos. 156/2021, 165/2021 and 175/2021.
Sentencing Act 1991—No. 170/2021.
Service Victoria Act 2018—No. 154/2021.
Spent Convictions Act 2021—No. 146/2021.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Nos. 173/2021 and 3/2022.
Surveillance Devices Act 1999—No. 169/2021.
Transport Accident Act 1986—No. 166/2021.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983—No. 2/2022.
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996—No. 151/2021.
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007—Nos. 153/2021 and 171/2021.
Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary Standards Act 2019—
No. 164/2021.
Wildlife Act 1975—No. 172/2021.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 142/2021, 143/2021, 146/2021 to
149/2021, 152/2021, 153/2021, 155/2021, 158/2021 to 169/2021, 172/2021 to 174/2021, 176/2021,
1/2022, 2/2022 and 5/2022.
Legislative Instruments and related documents under section 16B in respect of—
Environment Protection Act 2017—
EPA Class Exemption—Exemption from requirement to provide a certificate of conformity
for sand filter treatment plants of 2 December 2021.
EPA Designation—Classification of PFAS-impacted soil of 17 December 2021.
EPA Determination—Specifications acceptable to the Authority for receiving processed
organics of 24 November 2021.
Food Act 1984—Variation to declaration and exemptions of classes of food premises of 3 August
2021.
Service Victoria Act 2018—Service Victoria Identity Verification Standards of 15 January 2022.
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003—Inspection Report by the Victorian Inspectorate on Victoria
Police records inspected in February 2021.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Amendment Act 2021—section 19—21 December 2021 (Gazette No. S693,
7 December 2021).
Casino and Gambling Legislation Amendment Act 2021—Whole Act—1 January 2022 (Gazette No. S733,
21 December 2021).
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Senior Secondary Pathways Reform and Other Matters)
Act 2021—Parts 1 and 4—24 December 2021 (Gazette No. S717, 14 December 2021).
Energy Legislation Amendment (Energy Fairness) Act 2021—Division 1 of Part 2 and Division 1 of Part 3—
31 December 2021 (Gazette No. S717, 14 December 2021).
Liquor Control Reform Amendment Act 2021—Part 1 and sections 4(2), 4(3), 4(5), 11(5), 18, 19(1), 20, 25,
29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 43, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60 and Part 4—16 December 2021—
sections 46(2), 47 (except paragraph (a)), 48 and 49—31 January 2022 (Gazette No. S693, 7 December 2021).
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Pandemic Management) Act 2021—Division 2 of Part 5—
8 December 2021 (Gazette No. S693, 7 December 2021).
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Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Act 2021—Part 1, Division 3 of Part 2, Divisions 2 and 3 of
Part 4, Part 5 and Part 6, Division 2, 3 and 4 of Part 7 and Part 8—1 January 2022 (Gazette No. S717,
14 December 2021).

Business of the house
NOTICES
Notices of motion given.
Notices of intention to make a statement given.
GENERAL BUSINESS
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:15): I move, by leave:
That precedence be given to the following general business on Wednesday, 9 February 2022:
(1) the notice of motion given this day by Ms Crozier on the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority response times;
(2) notice of motion 689, standing in the name of Mr Davis, referring a matter relating to the financial
position of WorkSafe to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee;
(3) notice of motion 692, in an amended form, standing in the name of Dr Cumming referring a matter
relating to the effects of COVID-19 on the physical and mental health of Victorians to the Legal and
Social Issues Committee;
(4) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Somyurek referring additional matters to the Ombudsman for
concurrent investigation with her current investigation into allegations concerning branch stacking;
(5) order of the day 52, resumption of debate on a motion to introduce a sessional order for formal pairing
arrangements; and
(6) the notice of motion given this day by Dr Cumming on remote participation.

Motion agreed to.
Committees
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reporting dates
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (14:17): I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the Council of 18 February 2021 requiring the Economy and Infrastructure Committee
to inquire into and report, by 22 February 2022, on the safety standards for members of the public that travel
on the multipurpose taxi program be amended so as to now require the committee to present its report by no
later than 5 April 2022.

Motion agreed to.
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Reporting dates
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:18): I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the Council of 3 June 2020 requiring the Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire
into and report, by no later than 28 February 2022, on various issues associated with the operation of Victoria’s
justice system be amended so as to now require the committee to present its report by no later than 10 March
2022.

Motion agreed to.
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Members statements
JAKARA ANTHONY
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (14:19): With so many things dividing us, it is heartening
to be reminded that there are few things that unite Australians as much as sport, especially when we
win in sport. On Sunday night many of us gathered around our televisions to see the best winter athletes
in the world battle it out. We were rewarded with the fantastic spectacle of Barwon Heads local Jakara
Anthony delivering a masterclass performance in the women’s moguls final and emerging victorious
with a gold medal, her years of dedicated training, the sacrifices of her family and the support of her
community coming to fruition in front of our eyes. I am sure there were tears of pride shed in living
rooms across the nation late on Sunday night, especially in Western Victoria. Jakara was born in Cairns
but grew up in Barwon Heads and attended Christian College Geelong, where she graduated in 2016.
Studying sports science at Deakin University and skiing moguls since she was a teenager, she has been
working towards this moment for most of her life. This determination to reach a goal should serve as
an example to all of us and is testament to Jakara’s character. It is extremely gratifying to witness the
birth of a sporting legend who will inspire the next generation with her accomplishments.
Congratulations, Jakara.
POONAM AND VANESSA SHARMA
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:21): On 13 January this year Poonam Sharma and her
daughter Vanessa were killed in a horrific act of family violence in Mill Park, Victoria. In the five
weeks since the start of 2022 we have lost four women and nine children to acts of family violence,
and we know that toll will just keep rising. We will go on to lose at least one woman a week to domestic
violence for decades to come if we do not act with more urgency. We in this place have a chance to
do something to prevent these murders. I know so many of you care about this too, but there is no
more time for platitudes and hand-wringing. Our words must be met by actions, especially for our
multicultural communities, who have been devastated by the mounting death toll of our loved ones.
Victoria still does not have a specialist family violence refuge for women from culturally diverse
backgrounds. Despite decades of knowledge that culturally appropriate services can save lives, we do
not fund services properly. I have heard from women about how hard it was to have to speak through
an interpreter during a crisis assessment, explaining the details of an assault to a stranger in a room
when what they needed was a bicultural support worker. I visited a specialist family violence refuge
in New Zealand, where women told me how important it was to have access to a shelter where the
workers were from their communities and understood where they came from. But these women also
told me about how much things had changed since they had accessed these specialist services and how
their lives were saved and their futures restored.
I send my deepest condolences to the family and friends of Poonam Sharma and Vanessa, and I hold
her daughter who survived in my heart.
WESTERN METROPOLITAN REGION SCHOOLS
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (14:22): Last week thousands of schoolchildren in my
electorate of Western Metropolitan Region returned to school after a well-deserved break. It has been
a difficult period for all as we continue our fight against the coronavirus pandemic. I am excited to see
these children go back to school and be reunited with their friends and teachers after having to alternate
between remote learning and face-to-face learning for the past two schooling years. I am also excited
for the numerous prep kids who begin their educational journey this year and the children who begin
the next phase in their learning with high school.
I would like to wish all students the very best of luck for a prosperous, stable and successful year of
learning, filled with many opportunities and memories to be made. I would like to wish all staff and
teachers all the best for the new year and thank them for their diligence and support of our young
Victorians as we continue to navigate our way through this pandemic.
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To ensure students and staff can return safely to schools, free rapid antigen tests have been made
available through schools for use by all students and staff from the start of term 1, 2022. These tests
will ensure positive cases are identified as quickly as possible.
Qualitative and accessible education has always been something I have been passionate about, and I
made it one of my primary focuses in my inaugural speech in this Parliament in 2018 and throughout
my tenure as a member of Parliament in the last few years. I look forward to the opportunity this year
to visit schools in my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region and engage with the educational
stakeholders in the community.
GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:24): 2022 is with us, and it seems everything old is new
again. The hope of the new year quickly faded as the Andrews government’s two most unendearing
features recurred: incompetence and corruption. The people of Melbourne’s west felt the full brunt of
this government’s incompetence, with the ongoing construction of the ill-fated West Gate Tunnel
Project. For many weeks motorists on the West Gate Freeway and Princes Freeway have suffered
gridlock as the building of this project slowly and slowly and slowly grinds on. Years behind time and
billions over budget, it is just not good enough.
Then we saw tens if not hundreds of thousands of sick Victorians locked out of hospitals as they joined
the ever-growing waiting lists for often urgent surgery. Their agony is testimony to the incompetence
and failure of the Andrews government.
The Andrews government is corrupt; it is just a matter of how corrupt. We will find out as time goes
on. I commend Mr Somyurek on his attempts to uncover the depths of this government’s corruption
and join millions of Victorians in wishing him well in his quest. We all look forward to getting to the
bottom of what is driving this foul, this vile, government, the worst government in Victoria’s history.
HOME OWNERSHIP
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (14:25): Since the 1970s home ownership among Australians
aged 25 to 34 has sunk from around 60 per cent to 45 per cent. In Singapore for this young age group,
25 to 34, home ownership has climbed from around 60 per cent to 88 per cent in the same period,
while our figures show a decrease from 60 per cent to 45 per cent. So what is the difference? Both
major parties in Australia have embraced the free market for decades, which has spectacularly failed
to house all Australians. Meanwhile in Singapore the government has taken decisive steps to address
market failure and increase home ownership. Economist Dr Cameron Murray in a recent article for
MacroBusiness explained:
What Singapore has that Australia does not is a public housing developer, the Housing Development Board,
which puts new dwellings on public and reclaimed land, provides mortgages, and allows buyers to use their
compulsory retirement savings (what Australians call superannuation) for both a deposit and repayments.
There’s more to it than that. It limits eligibility by income and age, requires owners to hang on to the property
for five years, and limits their resale to only other eligible buyers.

So why can’t the Victorian state Labor government return to its traditional values of public sector
provision and set up a new public body, do here in Victoria what has been done in Singapore and give
hope to young and homeless Victorians?
QUEEN ELIZABETH II PLATINUM JUBILEE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (14:27): I want to note the
platinum jubilee of the monarch, Queen Elizabeth II. It is a remarkable achievement to be on the throne
for 70 years and to do so with such grace and dignity. I think she has been an exemplar of activity in
public life, an exemplar in so many ways. Her fortitude on one hand but her commitment to her duties,
her commitment to the interests of people across the commonwealth, I think, is a remarkable point that
should be celebrated and commemorated. I do believe that she is a role model for all of us, and I do
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wish her well for 70 years on the throne. And I do note that people I have talked to recall the time
when she was here shortly after her coronation—the royal tour—and the subsequent royal tours that
she and members of her family have undertaken I think are something that is regarded very highly by
Victorians. Those pictures of her opening the Parliament here in the early 1950s are also something
that we can be proud of. So it is an opportunity to look at achievement and to mark the contribution of
a remarkable woman.
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (14:29): In early 2020 at the start of the COVID crisis this
government invoked the emergency powers. At the time they promised us that they would only be
used as necessary, that freedoms would only be suspended to the minimum necessary to deal with the
crisis and that they would not keep any powers any longer than was necessary. Two years down the
track and those promises are broken. Perhaps there is no loss of rights more permanent than a
temporary emergency power grab in a crisis. Despite contact tracing no longer happening, despite
admissions that check-ins now serve no purpose, people are still being required to QR code
everywhere they go. This kind of government overreach was unimaginable only two years ago, but now
you will not let it go. Despite our reaching unheard-of levels of vaccination via the use of grotesque
coercive powers, the vaccine mandates remain—and they are being extended to booster shots as we
speak even though the chief health officer has apparently not been asked for advice about this.
With your vaccine mandates, you have broken everyone who could be broken. What you have left is
a hard core who have lost their jobs, their homes and their futures—the people we see in Canberra
now and who will be back outside this building before long. This core will not be pushed, and
everything you do to perpetuate the mandates is now only to persecute these people because they defy
you. This unnecessary attack is creating a movement that will destabilise politics in this country for
years. This government needs to stop, to let go of the emergency powers, to revoke the unnecessary
restrictions—restrictions with no scientific justification—to end the mandates and to return the
promised freedoms to Victorians.
SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (14:31): Well, it is lovely to be able to reflect on my visit
to South Yarra Primary School last week—on Thursday, 3 February. I was accompanied by the
Honourable Tanya Plibersek as well. I commend principal Neven Paleka, assistant principal Matthew
Ferguson, lead teacher Laura, and Violet, Max, Stephanie and Charlie, because they led us around the
school. In particular they showed us the permanent modular school buildings. Now, they were actually
built back in 2020 with a $6 million investment from our government, and it was great to see how well
they are working. But what we were really excited about was having kids and teachers back in school
and so excited.
You know, the RAT protocol is really working well. They were already able to avert some of the
issues that had been present in the past. There was a child who tested positive and did not have to go
to school—crisis averted. So it was fabulous. Also, air purifiers are in place, masks are in place and
everyone is back and learning. Let me tell you, in spite of everything their NAPLAN results were
outstanding at this school.
One more thing I want to add is that the principal showed us the area in Fawkner Park that the City of
Melbourne are upgrading. And do you know, the reason they are upgrading, in part, is to help with the
drainage because that area turns into a bit of a lake. So it is all about the children, but funnily enough
the Honourable David Davis was opposing some of these changes. I do not know why, because really
kids should be the highest priority and it is a multipurpose space. So I am very happy that the City of
Melbourne won out, all in the best interests of the school—happy days, a wonderful school year.
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CHILD PROTECTION
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:32): I also want to take the opportunity today to do as
Mr Finn did, and that is to send my very best wishes to a member of the Labor right. I was pleased
recently to learn that there is finally an ongoing Minister for Child Protection and Family Services; it
is the member for Ivanhoe in the other place. I have only been the Shadow Minister for Child
Protection and Youth Justice for 11 months—it has not felt like a particularly long time to me—but I
have already faced off against three ministers. My very best wishes go to Mr Carbines. He takes over
a portfolio in the deepest of crises: record numbers of vulnerable child deaths; huge and avoidable data
breaches that led last year to a known violent paedophile having access to the data of so many
vulnerable Victorian children; and record numbers of Indigenous children in our child protection
system—tonight one in 10 Victorian children is in the care of the state, easily the worst ratio anywhere
around the country.
It is interesting to follow Ms Taylor. I concur with her utterly on the issue of RATs. It is wonderful
after many months of conflict in this place about RATs—those opposite said that when we brought
RATs to Parliament it was a stunt—that the Labor Party has joined with us in embracing RATs.
However the ABC reports that at facilities looking after our most vulnerable children there are far too
few RATs. Along with the other issues on his plate, Mr Carbines should get onto that and fix it. In
those endeavours he has my very best wishes.
COVID-19 VACCINATION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (14:34): I rise to speak today about the shortage of
workers in Victoria. We have seen shortages across the board, and we still have staff shortages in
hospitality, with businesses unable to open when they desperately need to get back on their feet. We
have shortages in hospitals, schools, agriculture, transport and funeral services, just to name a few, and
yet we have thousands of healthy Victorians that are unable to work. They are locked out of society,
many unable to make a living, just because they have made a personal choice about their body—they
have chosen not to be vaccinated.
Meanwhile, we have vaccinated Victorians having to undergo RATs to be able to work. This
government allowed disability workers who were infectious with COVID to work so the residents in
their care would not be neglected because of an extreme staff shortage. If permission can be given for
infectious people to continue to work, why cannot healthy unvaccinated people be given permission
to work? Surely making them undergo a RAT could entitle them to work, and it would relieve the staff
shortages that we see across so many industries. We need to stop the mandates now, otherwise you
will continue to see the protests out the front of Parliament from now until forever—or at least until
this election. I can only hope that the people in Canberra have a wonderful protest.
BUSHFIRES
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:36): I would like to draw the house’s notice to the fact that we
have just passed the 13th anniversary of the Black Saturday bushfires—it is also two years since the
2019–20 East Gippsland fires—and remember those people who lost their lives and remember the
first responders, in particular the CFA volunteers who courageously ran towards the flames to protect
life and property. Our thoughts and prayers are still with those people who suffer at this time of year,
and our hopes are that they can rebuild and heal well into the future as well.
MIRBOO NORTH
Ms BATH: I would also like to congratulate a wonderful community—the Mirboo North
community. I had the absolute pleasure on Australia Day to celebrate with them—to celebrate Mary
Baker, also affectionately known as the ‘Pool Lady’, the opening of the Mirboo North pool and her
becoming the Citizen of the Year in that community. Mirboo North is just a dynamic and most special
and beautiful place. There is also Mirboo Country Development Incorporated. Heather Butler and
Tonya Wright in that community drive so many fantastic opportunities and projects. Also the very
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wonderful Revitalising Ridgeway project has seen the town rejuvenate, respond and put on its shiny
best for tourists and locals alike. Congratulations to that community.
AUSTRALIA DAY AWARDS
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher Education)
Incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 7 September 2021:
I rise today to express Western Victoria’s pride in the 30 residents who received Australia Day honours.
Foremost among them are Eve Kantor and Mark Wootton of Hensley Park, who became Officers of the Order
of Australia, recognising their longstanding work in sustainable and regenerative agriculture, and their
philanthropy. They helped launch Australia’s first climate organisation, the Climate Institute, in 2005, and
played a key role in ICAN—working for the abolition of nuclear weapons—which won the Nobel Peace
Prize in 2017.
Portarlington produced two OAMs—Jenny Wills for her lifelong work in promoting gender equity, especially
in local government and with a current focus on the City of Greater Geelong, and her community work, such
as advocacy for positive ageing and provision of aged-care services based on choice and human rights. Jenny
was already an inductee on the Victorian Honour Roll of Women (2008).
Graham Gibson, Victorian Senior of the Year 2009, has been a very active advocate of cycling as a health
and social benefit for older Victorians, founding—along with his wife, Moira—Port Pedallers 15 years ago.
Active in numerous spheres of community life, Graham has renovated bikes for charities and bushfire victims,
as well as putting his philosophy of ‘there’s a bike for everyone’ into practice.
Mount Pleasant’s Madeline Townsend was awarded her OAM for her work in conservation and looking after
the environment, and for her important work in fostering volunteerism not only as a way of benefitting our
community, but also for the positive contribution that volunteering can make to people’s lives.
I congratulate all who received awards and thank them for their work.

BUSHFIRES
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan)
Incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 7 September 2021:
This year we commemorate the 13-year anniversary of the tragic 2009 Black Saturday Victorian bushfires.
I want to take the opportunity to pay my respects to the 173 Victorians who lost their lives in the fires. I want
to also send my thoughts to their loved ones grieving their family, friends and neighbours, as well as those
who survived the events of that day.
We all remember the horrors of the 2019 bushfires. Both tragedies destroyed people’s homes, our precious
wildlife and left thousands of Victorians displaced.
It’s yet another reminder—as we continue living through this pandemic—of the selfless and courageous work
of our first responders.
To all those frontline Victorians working hard to protect us, whether it’s from catastrophic fires, or a deadly
virus, I want to say thank you.
It’s also a reminder of the importance of community.
We saw an outcry of support, donations and volunteers from all across Victoria, offering to help in any way
they can.
Because that is what Victorians do in a time of a crisis. We help each other out.
I’m proud to be a part of a government who has made record investments to reduce the risk of bushfires and
protect our precious environment.
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VICTORIA POLICE DEATHS
Ms STITT (Western Metropolitan—Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for Early Childhood)
Incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 7 September 2021:
Last Thursday, I had the great privilege to attend the memorial for the four Victoria Police officers who lost
their lives in the Eastern Freeway tragedy—Leading Senior Constable Lynette Taylor, Senior Constable
Kevin King, Constable Josh Prestney and Constable Glen Humphris.
It was an incident that shocked and saddened every Victorian. I extend my deepest sympathies to the four
families whose loved ones lost their lives at work.
The state memorial service was a beautiful, and terribly sad, event that gave us time to reflect on their lives
and their service to the Victorian community.
It was with great pride and sadness that we saw landmark buildings right across our city lit up blue that
evening—and I’m sure many members of our community were able to tune in and pay their respects during
the livestream of the service.
Nobody deserves to lose their life at work—and I want to pay my respects to every Victorian family, friend
and community member that has been impacted by this tragic loss of life.

Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (14:37): I move:
That the consideration of notices of motion, government business, 683 and 691, be postponed until later this
day.

Motion agreed to.
Bills
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CRIMINAL PROCEDURE DISCLOSURE
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2021
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms SYMES:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:38): I am pleased to rise to commence debate today on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Criminal Procedure Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021. I want
to indicate for the benefit of the house at the outset that those of us on this side of the chamber will be
supporting this bill.
A key purpose of the bill is to amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to implement recommendations
that were made by the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants regarding the
disclosure obligations of informants in criminal proceedings. The Royal Commission into the
Management of Police Informants was established, as many members of the house are aware, back in
December 2018. That was following the High Court’s decision which revealed former criminal
defence barrister Ms Nicola Maree Gobbo was also a registered Victoria Police human source.
I would like to quote from the findings of the High Court. The High Court described the conduct of
Ms Gobbo and also of some members of Victoria Police as a corruption of the justice system. The
High Court said:
[Ms Gobbo’s] actions in purporting to act as counsel for the Convicted Persons while covertly informing
against them were fundamental and appalling breaches of [her] obligations as counsel to her clients and of
[her] duties to the court. Likewise, Victoria Police were guilty of reprehensible conduct in knowingly
encouraging [Ms Gobbo] to do as she did and were involved in sanctioning atrocious breaches of the sworn
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duty of every police officer to discharge all duties imposed on them faithfully and according to law without
favour or affection, malice or ill-will. As a result—

so said the High Court—
the prosecution of each Convicted Person was corrupted in a manner which debased fundamental premises
of the criminal justice system.

So as a result in particular of the findings of the High Court the government has introduced now a
second bill in order to seek to deal with some of those problems. Certainly my view, and my advice
also, is that the government overall has done so through this measure in a way that we should hope in
the future will be effective.
As was said during the royal commission, the police force is not entitled to pursue suspects at any cost.
It must comply with the law. It must use its very significant and coercive powers in a fair way. What
is more, coming to the legal profession, lawyers cannot freely hand over information about their clients
to police. If they do so, they risk breaching their professional obligations and also undermining the
criminal justice system. Indeed they risk undermining one of the most fundamental tenets of the rule
of law. It is an important democratic principle that all people charged with a criminal offence have the
right to independent legal advice. Now, they should be able to expect their lawyers to act ethically,
meaning their lawyers will respect privacy and also the most significant confidentiality obligations
that lawyers incur. From a procedural point of view an accused has the right to a fair trial. Indeed this
is one of the core principles that separates us from autocratic jurisdictions.
The final report of the royal commission that was ultimately delivered in late November 2020
contained no fewer than 111 recommendations, including several directed at strengthening legislative
disclosure obligations in criminal proceedings. It is those recommendations that form the basis of the
amendment to the principal act that is before us today.
The bill will amend the Criminal Procedure Act from 2009, as I have said, but also the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989, the Judicial Entitlements Act 2015, the County Court Act from back in 1958, the
Supreme Court Act 1986 and the Constitution Act 1975 to provide for the Chief Magistrate to be a
dual-commission holder with the Supreme Court.
Now, the key objectives are to broaden sentence indications in the higher courts, enable electronic
applications for personal safety intervention orders, validate electronic applications for these same
orders, enable the Children’s Court of Victoria to make rules in relation to the exercise of family law
jurisdiction and to allow evidence to be given remotely in proceedings relating to family violence.
Some members perhaps will recall that it was an outstanding Attorney-General in the 1990s, Jan
Wade, who put into law many reforms that made it easier, especially for alleged victims of deeply
troubling forms of crime. Family violence is what we are talking about today. In particular Ms Wade
made reforms to the law around sexual assault to enable victims to have much greater access to justice.
So on that basis and on the basis of the longstanding views of the parties that make up the coalition, I
was pleased to see that element in this bill.
Allow me to turn briefly to the main provisions of the amendment to the Criminal Procedure Act 2009.
In that respect the first purpose of the bill is to provide for the disclosure obligations of informants and
require informants in certain proceedings to identify relevant information, documents or things that
are not contained in the full brief, or hand-up brief importantly, and the explanation for why they have
been excluded—again, sensible changes. It is also to provide for procedural aspects of applications for
orders concerning non-disclosure and, finally, to clarify that evidence that relates to the credibility of
a prosecution witness in a criminal proceeding is relevant to the proceeding and must therefore be
disclosed. Again, these are consistent with the findings of the royal commission.
We had heard from stakeholders, as I said—and I do share this view—that overall these changes are
good changes. In short, and I suppose at the broadest level, more disclosure at an earlier stage is better.
The second purpose is to amend the Magistrates Court Act 1989, the Supreme Court Act 1986 and
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also the Constitution Act; the third to amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, making consequential
amendments also then to the Victims’ Charter Act 2006; the fourth to amend the Personal Safety
Intervention Orders Act 2010; the fifth to amend the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005; and the
sixth, finally, to amend the Criminal Procedure Act and the Family Violence Protection Act 2008, as
I have already said, to allow evidence to be given remotely.
It is worth noting that, as it stands right now, the vast bulk of the work of our courts is being carried
out remotely, and I was disappointed to see just on the weekend that work-from-home orders from the
government were extended further. We have huge problems in Victoria with a massive court backlog
most notably crippling the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal but also our courts as well.
One reason for this is that so many matters are being dealt with remotely. There is a place, I think, in
our courts and certainly in VCAT also for greater automation and for minor matters to be dealt with
remotely, but first and foremost to allow access to justice for Victorians we have to get our courts
functioning in person once again. There are elements of this bill that are relevant there. I would like to
see a greater investment in automation, certainly at VCAT. Many matters in VCAT today are being
dealt with over the phone on a conference call, which is astounding in 2022—oftentimes vulnerable
people, perhaps dealing with issues around homelessness, family violence or mental health. It is
entirely relevant to elements of the bill that speak to a greater investment in relevant infrastructure in
our courts. And so if what occurs, hopefully through this bill, is very belatedly a greater investment in
appropriate infrastructure, well, that is good, but I need to reiterate my view and the view of my
colleagues that the vast majority of important and serious matters dealt with by VCAT and the courts
should always be dealt with in person.
I want to note in my contribution a statement on proposed changes to sentence indications issued by
the victims of crime commissioner; this was back on 16 November last year. The commissioner raised
some concerns, so I think it is worth considering them here today, notwithstanding the fact that given
that the bill is in response to two royal commissions and given that overwhelmingly we support the
core elements of the bill we will support the bill in its entirety. Now, let me quote briefly from the
statement that I have already referred to from the victims of crime commissioner. The commissioner
said:
As Commissioner, I believe reducing court backlog should not come at the expense of victims’ right to
participate in the justice process.

And I concur with that sentiment. The commissioner goes on:
I am concerned this Bill will further erode victims’ role as participant in criminal proceedings, contrary to the
objectives of the Victims’ Charter.

And thirdly:
This Bill makes changes—

so says the commissioner—
to the sentence indication process aimed at addressing court delay. While I support initiatives to speed up
trials and reduce delays which we know can further traumatise victims, this should not be a zero-sum game.

I read these remarks into Hansard not in an effort in any way to admonish the government—I support
the bill—but nonetheless to highlight what could be, without a concerted focus from the government,
significant issues as we move forward.
We all want to clear the backlog. I was very pleased when at the end of last year I questioned the
Attorney about that backlog. She freely admitted that it is utterly unacceptable that we find ourselves
in the position in which we do—thousands of Victorians being denied access to justice—and she said
on the record that she was determined to enable as many people as possible who are seeking access to
justice not only through the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal but through our other courts
to have their day, to have their matter heard. And I agreed—I agreed with every word she said.
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Nonetheless, as we seek to do that, the words of the victims of crime commissioner should be ringing
in our ears, that we must always continue to ensure that victims are central in our considerations. One
of the many negative implications of the ongoing process of dealing with so many matters remotely is
that victims report that they do not feel their legal representation was able to be as effective as it would
have been in person, and so I was pleased to see this bill on the notice paper.
Last time we debated a bill that flowed from this particular royal commission, as always a constructive
opposition, we supported the measure and ensured that it had a speedy passage through this place. I
will leave the government, please, with those concerns in particular of the victims of crime
commissioner. I believe that if the measures entailed in this bill are put in place in a careful, prudent
and appropriate way, then those concerns can be dealt with, and so let me say again that on this side
of the house we will support this measure.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (14:52): I rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Criminal Procedure Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021, and I have to say, my interest is always
piqued when I see a justice bill pop up in the Legislative Assembly. This bill acquits recommendations
from the police informants inquiry, but there are also a few changes to acts such as the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989, the County Court Act 1958 and the Supreme Courts Act 1986, as well as the
Constitution Act 1975 and, pleasingly, the Victims’ Charter Act 2006, which I will speak about later
on.
The bill makes the following changes to acquit recommendations from the inquiry into the
management of police informants: requiring informants in certain proceedings to identify relevant
information, documents or things that are not contained in the full brief or hand-up brief and an
explanation for why they have been excluded; dealing with procedural aspects of applications for
orders concerning non-disclosure; and clarifying that evidence that relates to the credibility of a
prosecution witness in a criminal proceeding is relevant to that proceeding and must be disclosed.
These changes will make the management of informants more transparent and help us to avoid
situations like the Nicola Gobbo saga in future. For our party, and I am sure for all of us, watching
these offenders appeal their sentencing is frustrating when we know that there was evidence to support
their involvement to some extent in these crimes.
In relation to the Chief Magistrate, dual-commission holders and pensions, I have spoken about judges
receiving pensions in the past. Like the old politicians pensions, I do not agree with them. I think it is
a waste of money and in our opinion does not entice talent, as is its intention. If it were the private
sector, then maybe it would, but fortunately in Victoria we have a plethora of experienced lawyers
who would fight tooth and nail to become a judicial officer sans pension. It is strange that we still give
some jobs great pensions and others do not get one at all, especially when judges salaries are already
quite healthy. I recognise that there is a long period of study and legal practice that is undertaken before
someone is appointed to such an important position. However, many people do not realise that judges
pensions do not just relate to the judge; they also relate to the partner and children of the judge or
magistrate. For anyone who does not know this, take a look for yourself at each of the acts. It is frankly
an insult to victims of crime who have to fight so hard to get a cent through the courts or through the
Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal (VOCAT).
However, I will say that the Magistrates Court is a big job. There is still a massive backlog of cases
that we are only starting to chip away at, although I note that some cases have been adjourned for
many, many years; justice delayed is justice denied. And of no surprise is that many of those are family
violence cases. If we need to keep the Chief Magistrate around by giving a pay rise, then I guess that
is what we need to do, but I certainly caution against this culture of ‘Let’s give judges and their families
pay rises and pensions’. It is simply not right, and I do not think it passes the old pub test.
In relation to the limitation of the Supreme Court’s jurisdiction, we have had assurances from the
Minister for Police’s office that appeal rights will not be reduced in various proceedings but accept
they will be altered. When quizzed about if an accused person or their legal representation would be
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able to choose if their case was heard before the Chief Magistrate in order to decide what appeal rights
they would have, the answer was no. Whilst this response is a bit concerning as it could change
someone’s appeals process, it was made clear that the Chief Magistrate’s role does not allow them to
preside over many cases at all and that it would be very rarely used, if ever. Their role is more
administrative. This change also recognises the superiority of the dual commissioner position where
the Chief Magistrate has already presided in higher courts. Our party is comfortable with this policy
change, but again we reiterate our opposition to pensions for judges, magistrates and their families.
In relation to the Royal Commission into Family Violence recommendations, it is great to see the
government continuing to acquit recommendations of this commission. You will hear our party
constantly talking about the fact that despite 200-plus recommendations and around $3.5 billion
invested we are only seeing family violence grow. Our preference is for the fact that the more you give
the ability for victim-survivors to come forward, the more family violence is likely to be reported—
and this goes the same for the specialist police task force. However, towards the end of last year I met
with a community legal service that has seen family violence cases increase year on year, and they
have not received any relative funding. In fact whilst their wage growth has been 4 to 5 per cent year
on year, their own government funding has only grown by 1 to 2 per cent. They are also risking funding
cuts for their early intervention and collaborative programs with health services, and this is just
inexplicable. Whilst we are spending billions on who knows what, we need to ensure that the funding
that allows lawyers to help victim-survivors and their children is maintained. This is all the more
important when they are early intervention strategies that help victim-survivors flee safely. We also
need to make sure there are effective evaluations to make sure that we continue to fund the right
programs and initiatives in Victoria.
In terms of this bill, it acquits two more recommendations. It provides for victims to give remote
evidence for family violence matters in some circumstances, and it enables the Children’s Court to
make its own rules for family law matters so it can exercise parenting roles under the Family Law
Act 1975, which the Magistrates Court can currently do. These are sensible changes. The first
recommendation continues what has been able to occur through COVID, and for all the pain, suffering
and damage caused by the pandemic this is one silver lining—that flexibility has been offered to
victim-survivors during criminal proceedings. We welcome this change.
In relation to the Victims’ Charter Act sentencing indications, the bill also allows for a broadening of
the allowance for higher courts to provide sentencing indications. They will be able to provide more
information about the type of sentence they receive and the maximum total effective sentence, should
they plead guilty—and on multiple occasions, not just once.
Of concern is the removal of the need to get approval from the prosecution for subsequent sentencing
indications. We found it quite difficult to establish a clear position on this, as on the one hand anything
we can do to clear the backlog of court cases should be welcomed, but this absolutely needs to be
balanced with victims’ rights. We understand the victims of crime commissioner has subsequently
been consulted on the bill after issuing a statement about her dissatisfaction with the lack of victim
support. We thank the government for this further engagement with the commissioner and for
speaking to my office about this element of the bill also. It is imperative that we make clear that we
want to reduce the court backlog and the lengthiness of the court cases, and we maintain that this
should not be done by making concessions on victim rights.
Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party amendments circulated by Mr GRIMLEY pursuant to standing
orders.
Mr GRIMLEY: I will speak briefly on these amendments now and in more detail during the
committee of the whole. As members have been briefed by my office, these two amendments to this
bill are both recommendations from the 2016 Victorian Law Reform Commission report on the role
of victims in the criminal trial process. Whilst the government has done a good job on acting on a
number of these, there are unfortunately several recommendations that have not been implemented.
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Specifically on my reading there are more than half a dozen that have not been implemented in relation
to victim rights alone. I am seeking to acquit two, and Ms Maxwell will seek to acquit a further
recommendation which she will speak to you about later on. I am using the word ‘victim’ and not
other terms as this is how it is defined under the act.
My first amendment is a mandate on the Director of Public Prosecutions to advise victims of their
right to provide a victim impact statement. The second amendment will mandate the DPP to advise
victims of their right to make a compensation or restitution order under divisions 1 and 2 of part 4 of
the Sentencing Act 1991. With both these amendments the simple fact is that whatever is in the current
regulations, policies and legislation dealing with victim impact statements and restitution is not
working. These amendments are simple and straightforward and will further strengthen the rights of
victims within the judicial process. You must remember: victims do not choose to be victims. That
decision is made for them by offenders. These amendments give more control back to victims, which
is so often cruelly taken away by perpetrators.
I should mention as well that we know this happens at summary offence level with police as well, not
just the Office of Public Prosecutions. However, given the Victims’ Charter Act relates to compliance
by this agency only, I have restricted my amendments to the OPP, as otherwise they may not have
been in the scope of this bill. I would, however, like to see both of these amendments considered for
the police manual to ensure that all police notify victims of their rights as well.
Despite these two amendments providing further progress for victims, we will still have the issue of
the Victims’ Charter Act being a toothless tiger, as you have heard me say over and over again. I
maintain this. There are no penalties or sanctions for any organisation that does not comply with the
charter. In the OPP’s 2019–20 annual report, appendix 14, it states that there was only 80 per cent
internal compliance with organisational policies relating to victim consultation. In real terms that is
one in every five victims who is not being dealt with in accordance with the office’s own policies. In
good news, though, their 2020–21 annual report shows signs of improvement in victim consultation.
They had a compliance rate of 89.64 per cent. This is great, and I welcome the effort of the OPP to
assist victims. However, we know that unless there is an explicit legislative requirement stating the
demands on the OPP, they will be unlikely to enforce such requirements. Thank you, and I commend
this bill to the house.
Mr ERDOGAN (Southern Metropolitan) (15:03): I rise to speak in support of the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Criminal Procedure Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021. This bill
before the house is an important step towards the government’s commitment to implementing the
recommendations of the police informants royal commission. It is yet another example of how our
government listens and then acts accordingly. The bill will implement recommendations 62, 63 and
66 of the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants to strengthen and clarify
disclosure obligations in criminal proceedings and safeguard against the misuse of information from
police informants in the justice system.
Trust in our institutions and in particular our criminal justice system has never been so important.
Disclosure obligations play an important role in ensuring criminal proceedings are conducted fairly.
Both informants—usually police—and prosecutors have legal obligations to disclose to a person
accused of a criminal offence all the information that is relevant to the alleged offence and their
matters. The failure to disclose relevant information can have serious consequences, including
convictions being overturned for a substantial miscarriage of justice. Mr Grimley described some of
these instances in his speech earlier and talked about his frustration around this. To this date, one
person’s conviction related to the commission’s inquiry has been set aside on appeal directly due to
failure to disclose the information relevant to the credibility of a witness. Two more convictions have
been set aside due to the counsel’s conflicts of interest, which were not disclosed to the accused or the
court hearing the charges. The disclosure reforms in this bill will amend the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009 to strengthen and clarify disclosure obligations to prevent future disclosure failures.
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It is important to understand that this bill will ensure that the Victorian criminal justice system accords
with the rule of law. This bill also includes a range of miscellaneous reforms designed to strengthen
the justice system and support victims. The context in which this bill is before the house was touched
upon by Dr Bach, and he is correct in stating that this announcement, or the announcement of the royal
commission, followed a High Court decision that revealed that criminal defence barrister Ms Gobbo
was a registered Victoria Police human resource. Therefore our government acted accordingly and
established a royal commission in December 2018, and subsequently the royal commission delivered
111 recommendations on 30 November 2020. Many of these recommendations were directed at
strengthening legislative disclosure obligations in criminal proceedings.
Another matter to take into consideration in the context of the bill before the house is the Australianfirst Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was completed in 2015. 227 recommendations
came out of that royal commission, and many have been implemented by our government, but this bill
also makes a number of further improvements in this area of law. In particular two recommendations
from that family violence royal commission will be also implemented as part of this omnibus bill.
To talk more broadly and to get to the full extent of the bill it is important to understand that the bill
supports our commitment to fulfilling all the recommendations from the police informants royal
commission by addressing or directly acquitting matters that were recommended, such as
recommendation 62, which is fulfilled by the introduction of a statutory obligation for informants to
provide to the DPP all information, documents or things relevant to an alleged offence in proceedings
conducted by the DPP. Where the material is subject to a claim of public interest immunity, privilege,
statutory immunity or a statutory disclosure restriction the informant must notify the DPP of the
existence of that material and provide it on request.
We also deal with recommendation 63 by requiring the informant to complete a disclosure certificate
identifying relevant material not contained in the brief of evidence that is subject to a claim of privilege,
public interest immunity, legislative immunity or publication restriction. We are also fulfilling
recommendation 66 by clarifying that information relevant to the credibility of a prosecution witness
must be disclosed to an accused. We are introducing a statutory mechanism for applicants to apply for
a court order that excuses disclosure of relevant information to an accused person in a criminal
proceeding. That will address recommendation 67 of the royal commission.
The bill also supports the Royal Commission into Family Violence, in particular by clarifying the
jurisdiction of the Children’s Court of Victoria to make commonwealth family law parenting orders
and by permitting family violence victims to give evidence from a place other than the courtroom by
means of remote technology. This bill also enables applicants to make personal safety intervention
order applications online to maximise the safety of victims of assault, sexual assault, harassment,
property damage or interference with property, stalking and serious threats. This will improve access
for PSIO applicants, support more efficient court processes by allowing online applications and create
consistency between PSIO and family violence intervention order application processes.
The bill also gives the office of the Chief Magistrate equivalence of seniority with the heads of
jurisdiction of other generalist courts and tribunals—namely, the Chief Judge and president of VCAT.
These reforms recognise the significant demands of the Chief Magistrate’s role and will ensure that
the position continues to attract candidates of the highest calibre. Finally, the bill will expand the role
of sentence indication hearings in the higher courts to support the continued effective and efficient
functioning of the justice system and its recovery from COVID-19, including helping the courts
manage and reduce a significant backlog of cases. Therefore a bit of clarity and fairness in process is
implemented.
The criminal disclosure amendments are very important and have great public interest attached to
them. As outlined already, this bill delivers the police informants royal commission recommendations
62, 63 and 66 by clarifying informants’ disclosure obligations to the DPP and the accused, including
through a new requirement to complete a disclosure certificate. The bill also implements the outcomes
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of the review of court powers undertaken to deliver recommendation 67, by creating a statutory
mechanism for proactive applications for non-disclosure orders. The implementation monitor,
Sir David Carruthers, has confirmed that the bill is sufficient to acquit the relevant recommendations
from the royal commission.
There are a number of other amendments contained in this bill, and one which was touched upon by a
couple of the previous speakers, I might add, is that the Chief Magistrate will have equivalence of
seniority with other jurisdiction heads. The Chief Magistrate is currently a dual-commission holder
with the County Court, while the heads of jurisdiction for other generalist courts such as the County
Court and VCAT hold commissions with the Supreme Court. The proposed elevation of the Chief
Magistrate role will provide equivalence of seniority with these jurisdiction heads. This change
recognises the vital role of the Chief Magistrate’s court as the court handles approximately 90 per cent
of all cases that come before the Victorian courts each year. The amendments will ensure that the
position continues to attract candidates of the highest calibre.
As the Chief Magistrate will now be a member of the Supreme Court, the bill amends the process for
appeals from hearings of the Chief Magistrate. They will now proceed directly to the Court of Appeal
instead of the trial division of the Supreme Court, ensuring that appeals are heard by a superior court
in the judicial hierarchy. This is consistent with the arrangements of other jurisdiction heads—namely,
the Chief Judge and VCAT president.
The family violence royal commission reforms, which this bill also addresses, are important. In order
to complete all the recommendations we have clarified the jurisdiction of the Children’s Court of
Victoria to make commonwealth family law parenting orders and are permitting family violence
victim-survivors to give evidence from a place other than a courtroom by means of remote technology.
While court proceedings may be a means of providing victim-survivors of family violence protection
and holding offenders accountable, we must acknowledge that the experience of going to court in a
courtroom itself can be distressing to many victims. The Victorian government recognises the
importance of providing victim-survivors choice in how they participate in court proceedings while
also ensuring that victim-survivors are not subjected to further trauma by giving evidence in a
courtroom with the perpetrator present.
The proposed amendments to the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010 will enable all
applicants to make PSIO applications online. I think this is innovative and it is important. It will do so
by allowing the person to confirm the contents of their online applications are true at the time they
make their application in what is called a ‘declaration of truth’ and by specifying that an application
can be made electronically. These amendments were requested by the Magistrates Court and will align
the PSIO application process with that for a family intervention order. It is also appropriate in light of
the COVID-19 pandemic and many people still isolating or choosing to limit their movement to stop
the spread of the virus, so it is also timely that it is brought before the house at this time. The new
process will remove a barrier to making an application when a person is in fear for their safety.
An important reform, I feel, is in particular the early sentencing indications. This is the important
process that allows a judge or magistrate to give a defendant an indication, in advance of a guilty plea
or finding of guilt being entered, of the sentence that he or she would be likely to receive if they pleaded
guilty at that stage of the proceedings. Currently the higher courts can only provide a sentencing
indication of whether a court would likely impose an immediate term of imprisonment or not. Higher
courts cannot presently provide any indication about the duration of the term of imprisonment. As
parties in the higher courts are in most cases already aware of whether a custodial or non-custodial
sentence is within range, sentence indications have limited utility.
Broader sentencing indications will provide the accused with more meaningful information to inform
their decision about whether to plead guilty, leading to more appropriate early guilty pleas. Guilty
pleas play a major role in the administration of justice in Victoria. Most criminal cases conclude with
a guilty plea. A guilty plea voluntarily made can be regarded as an optimum outcome of criminal
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proceedings. It signifies the defendant’s willingness to accept criminal liability for their conduct,
brings closure to the victim and assists the victim to begin the process of recovery. From a practical
perspective a guilty plea removes the need for a trial and frees up resources from the criminal justice
system for other important matters. This will enable earlier resolution of appropriate matters and help
courts to manage and reduce the significant backlog of cases.
The reforms include many safeguards intended to ensure victims’ participation in sentencing
processes, and I note that Mr Grimley did state that we have done a very good job in addressing many
victims’ rights issues. I appreciate that feedback, Mr Grimley. In relation to that, these reforms include
safeguards such as a requirement in the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 that the Director of Public
Prosecutions consult the victim on the decision as to whether to oppose an application for a sentencing
indication. Victims will continue to be able to be read a victim impact statement aloud once the person
has formally entered the guilty plea following the sentencing indication. The bill also requires the
Attorney-General to review the sentence indication scheme within two years of the commencement.
The review is to determine the effectiveness of the reform in reducing delay in the court process, the
impact on victims and the availability of information before the courts of the impact of any offence on
any victim at the time the court is considering an application for a sentence indication. It is very
important that we continually review our legislative framework and make updates accordingly, so I
am pleased to state that that provision is in place.
I guess the context of why this was needed has been explained. It is in relation to the police informants
royal commission and its recommendations. We have discussed at length the disclosure requirements
as part of that, but it is important to understand that the benefits of this bill are wideranging. The
reforms clarify disclosure requirements in criminal proceedings to facilitate earlier and improved
disclosure. They are another important step in, I guess, improving confidence in our justice system.
The bill also does take steps to recognise the demands of the Chief Magistrate’s role and ensure that
the position continues to attract candidates of the highest calibre.
The bill includes necessary amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to enable the
Children’s Court to utilise its own rules when exercising family law powers. These amendments will
acquit recommendation 133 of the Royal Commission into Family Violence. The bill also helps
alleviate significant pressures placed on the criminal justice system due to the COVID-19 global
pandemic by broadening sentence indications and facilitating the earlier resolution of appropriate
matters.
The bill ensures that all applicants can make PSIO applications online to maximise the safety of
victims of assault, sexual assault, harassment, property damage or interference with property, stalking
and other serious threats. The bill also acquits recommendation 71 of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence and will help improve the court experience by minimising trauma resulting from
face-to-face interactions with the respondent or the respondent’s supporters at court.
This bill builds on a body of work that our government has already done. An $87.9 million funding
package was released in May 2021 to address the royal commission’s findings. A number of measures
are being implemented as we speak. As I have stated, the recommendations directed to the government
with an indicative time frame of three or six months have been implemented, but there is still a long
way to go. Our response and implementation plan sets out a clear pathway for the delivery of each
recommendation and will deliver long-lasting systematic and cultural change. I wish to take this
opportunity to thank the Attorney-General and her team for the exhaustive work they have done on
this bill. It is an important bill, and I commend it to the house.
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (15:18): I rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Criminal Procedure Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021. I am not going to go through a lot of
the bill, as my colleagues Dr Bach, Mr Erdogan and Mr Grimley have already discussed in some
length what the bill actually does. However, I will say that the bill amends disclosure obligations as
recommended by the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants, provides for
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victims to give remote evidence for family violence matters in some circumstances and allows for
personal safety information orders to be made online. All of these are things that Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party gives full support.
The bill provides for a Chief Magistrate to hold a dual commission. The bill also provides the ability
to give a sentence indication to an offender in order to encourage more guilty pleas. I know we have a
massive backlog in our courts at the moment, and this is designed to speed up that process. Indeed the
latest annual report from the Office of Public Prosecutions (OPP) shows that plea offer advisings
almost doubled from 2017 to 2019. I note that it is often suggested that plea-bargaining helps avoid
further trauma for victims, which is sometimes the case, but often it is not. Victims often tell me that
they want their day in court, they want the opportunity for evidence to be presented. So while the pleabargaining process and encouraging guilty pleas may provide certainty, it is not always the certainty
that victims equate with justice.
This bill makes consequential amendments to the Victims’ Charter Act 2006, and I will be putting an
amendment forward to require that the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) provides a process for
review of certain decisions and to notify a victim of this entitlement. This right to review would include
decisions to not charge a person with a criminal offence, to substantially modify charges, to
discontinue the prosecution of charges or to accept a plea of guilty to a lesser charge.
Enduring feedback from victims of crime is that they feel let down and excluded from the justice
process. They have also conveyed that we have a legal system and not a justice system and that this
compounds their trauma. The Victims’ Charter Act requires that victims’ views are sought and that
they are informed of decision-making; however, victims are often informed of these decisions after
they are done and dusted, and there is no provision for victims to seek any form of review.
Recommendation 10 of the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) report The Role of Victims
of Crime in the Criminal Trial Process recommended:
The Victims’ Charter Act 2006 (Vic) should be amended to:
(a) establish a right for victims to seek internal review of a decision by the Director of Public Prosecutions
to discontinue a prosecution or to proceed with a guilty plea to lesser charges
(b) require the Director of Public Prosecutions, when informing the victim of these decisions, and the
reasons for these decisions, to notify the victim of their right to seek internal review and the procedure
for doing so.

The recently released report of the VLRC review into improving justice system responses to sexual
offences noted that when Sarah was told the OPP would not be going to trial she was devastated:
I couldn’t believe this could happen after all the reassurances I had … It was like living my worst
nightmare … It felt like they humored me by meeting with me but they had already made their decision … I
felt betrayed by everyone …

Another victim-survivor said in response to news the charges against her offender had been bundled
up for a sentence of a community correction order:
I felt very let down by the OPP.

She said she:
… felt that justice had not been served …

The victims of crime commissioner supports a review system akin to the victims’ right to review
schemes that are in place in the United Kingdom and Scotland. These recommendations are so
important for victims as they deliver rights to them that they do not have now.
For most victims their case is their one chance. Their whole lives revolve around it. They endure
lifelong trauma from the offending against them. The independent victims commissioner for London,
Claire Waxman, described the United Kingdom’s right to review scheme as an important check and
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balance and as empowering for victims. Decisions might be reviewed and determined to be correct, to
be reasonable, and this process can give reassurance to victims. Importantly a review of the process in
Scotland, where a right to review scheme has been in place since 2015, identified that in 11 per cent
of applications the original decision was overturned and proceedings raised. That is one in 10; that is
a significant number.
My colleague Stuart Grimley has introduced two other amendments that improve rights for victims,
including the requirement for a prosecuting agency to notify victims of their right to make a victim
impact statement and the requirement to notify victims of their right to make a compensation or
restitution order under the Sentencing Act 1991—more important rights for victims of crime.
I encourage members of the Legislative Council to consider these important recommendations of the
VLRC and the victims of crime commissioner and deliver these important rights for victims of crime.
I cannot imagine why anyone in this chamber would oppose these amendments that mean so much to
victims of crime. I would like to also just insert a quote from our Premier made on social media on
18 February 2020. Our Premier, Mr Andrews, said:
Victims should always be supported—no matter what.
Anything less simply isn’t enough.

Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party amendments circulated by Ms MAXWELL pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms MAXWELL: I would just like to give a little bit of a briefing and background in relation to
these amendments. My amendment inserts a new requirement for the DPP to seek the views of victims
before making a decision to agree to or oppose a sentence indication and requires the DPP to give a
victim information about the matters taken into account in making a decision to oppose a sentence
indication. The VLRC review of victims’ experiences in the criminal trial process found that victims
who are dissatisfied with a decision by the DPP to discontinue a matter or proceed with a guilty plea
to lesser charges does not have any right to have the decision reviewed by the DPP, and it
recommended a structured process of internal review. The commission considered that decisions
cannot be reviewed by any other government entity or the courts and that a structured, transparent
process should be established for the internal review of decisions. The victims of crime commissioner
supported a system of review. Such systems exist in other jurisdictions, as I stated earlier in my speech.
Broadly, this amendment has a similar purpose, which is to give more rights to victims of crime in the
criminal justice process, as does the bill, by requiring the prosecuting agency to advise a victim of
crime of their right to an internal review of decisions made relating to plea charges which affect
sentencing indications. Victims of crime are the most directly impacted by crimes against the person.
A common complaint of victims is that they feel let down and excluded from the justice process, that
we have a legal system and not a justice system, as I indicated earlier.
I would like to just quickly give some examples. A person charged with 70 offences against the person
linked to family violence has the charges plea-bargained into six consolidated charges. Through the
appeals process the sentence is reduced to a community correction order. Victims deserve better than
that. A person charged with murder for the death of his partner in an act of family violence has it
downgraded to a driving offence. This substantially alters the sentence and parole conditions. The
family is of the understanding that the charge may be downgraded through plea-bargaining to a charge
of manslaughter but are completely blindsided by the plea-bargain that is ultimately negotiated. This
offender receives a longer suspension of his drivers licence than he receives as a sentence of
incarceration.
Victims who are dissatisfied with decision-making have no recourse, as I said before, to seek a review
of a decision of the DPP. I would ask everyone to please give great consideration to this amendment.
The outcome we want is to improve situations for victims of crime, something that Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party fights strongly for each and every day. I commend this bill to the house.
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Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:29): I also rise to make a contribution in regard to this
bill, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Criminal Procedure Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021.
I have had the benefit of being in the chamber and listening to the contributions made by those opposite
and also the crossbenchers and my colleague Mr Erdogan, who very aptly detailed the context of this
bill. I think it is important in terms of the contribution I want to make today that we actually return to
the context of this bill. It is an important bill that gives effect to the recommendations made by the
Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants that are relevant to criminal disclosure
and which this bill will in fact deliver. As has been mentioned, the relevant recommendations from
the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants are recommendations 62, 63 and
66. The recommendations included some time frames within which the government had to implement
the reforms that were contained in those recommendations but also importantly the recommendations
that arose in regard to the changes arising from the Royal Commission into Family Violence. Again,
as Mr Erdogan previously put, it is an omnibus bill, and of course when there are some
recommendations they might look rather straightforward on paper, but of course there is always a
mechanism behind that and a legal framework to give effect to these things.
Of course this bill seeks to amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, as I indicated, and it will
implement the recommendations made by the Royal Commission into the Management of Police
Informants regarding disclosure obligations of informants in criminal proceedings. It will also amend
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, the Judicial Entitlements Act 2015, the County Court Act 1958, the
Supreme Court Act 1986 and the Constitution Act 1975, which will provide for the Chief Magistrate
to be a dual-commission holder with the Supreme Court. Mr Erdogan went into some detail about why
they were necessary and important amendments.
Also the bill will further amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and various other acts to broaden
sentence indications in the higher courts, which will enable electronic applications for personal safety
intervention orders. We have heard some discussion through some of the contributions here today
about how those things will make it easier for people who feel they need protection from personal
safety intervention orders to make application for those things by doing that online. It will also validate
electronic applications for personal safety intervention orders. Again, they are some technological
changes that no doubt have been brought about by circumstances brought on by the COVID-19
pandemic, but nonetheless they are welcome changes because whilst they have streamlined processes
that have been necessary during the pandemic, they have also had the very desirable effect of making
it easier for people to access those intervention orders if they have needed them.
Also it will enable the Children’s Court of Victoria to make rules in relation to the exercise of the
family law jurisdiction and to allow evidence to be given remotely in proceedings relating to family
violence. I know Ms Maxwell made particular note and mention of that in her contribution. I just want
to note that I have seen the amendments circulated by both Mr Grimley and Ms Maxwell, and I would
like to thank Ms Maxwell and Mr Grimley for their continued advocacy in regard to victims’ rights.
It is no secret that they are very passionate advocates for victims in this space, but the Andrews Labor
government is also a passionate advocate for people who are experiencing family violence and the
consequences of that. That is why we invested very heavily in the Royal Commission into Family
Violence and we have committed to implementing every single recommendation. As I said, part of
this bill will go to implementing the reforms that were recommended by the family violence royal
commission.
I might just briefly return to—and I note we have only just received—the amendments of the Hinch
party in regard to this. I disagree with some of the comments made. I will not go into too much detail,
because I have only just seen them, other than to say that we will not be supporting these amendments.
I do not think that would come as any surprise to the Hinch party. There will be more said on that a
bit later on I trust, and there will be other speakers from the government benches who will address
those matters.
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Certainly these reforms are necessary. As I said, Mr Erdogan went to quite some detail about the
technical aspects around this. I might just focus for a moment on, as I said, some of the reasons for, in
summary, what this does. I will just flesh out a little bit more the recommendations that I mentioned.
Recommendation 62 is about introducing statutory obligations for informants to provide to the
Director of Public Prosecutions all information, documents or things relevant to an alleged offence in
proceedings conducted by the DPP, and where the material is subject to a claim of public interest
immunity, privilege, statutory immunity or statutory disclosure restrictions, the informant must notify
the DPP of the existence of the material and provide it on request.
As I said, that was the scope of recommendation 62. Perhaps for those who might be playing along at
home and watching this debate, the context is that this is about the royal commission that
recommended these recommendations to address some weaknesses that came about in regard to the
police use of informants in criminal proceedings. So it is important these recommendations are
supported.
I note Dr Bach’s earlier contribution. I thank him for that. I note that the opposition are supporting this
bill. I disagree with the comments that he made around some of the other things, but I will at least
acknowledge and give credit where credit is due that there is support for this bill—and that is very
welcome.
The other recommendation arising out of the police informants royal commission is
recommendation 63, which required the informant to complete a disclosure certificate identifying
relevant material not contained in the brief of evidence that is subject to a claim of privilege, public
interest immunity, legislative immunity or publication restrictions. Again, it does also go on to say in
the recommendation that was made by the royal commission that in regard to that a copy of the
disclosure certificate should be provided to the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and served
on the accused person. So these things do not contain an element of surprise; people who may be the
subject of proceedings will know by the service of this notice upon them that there is something that
may have been put off in a proceeding that may not perhaps appear in the brief but may be subject to
one of these notices. So again, it takes away that element of surprise in that parties are aware of what
may be afoot for them.
Lastly there is recommendation 66—that the Victorian government, again it was within 12 months,
amend various sections of the Criminal Procedure Act, and this would be to clarify that information
relevant to the credibility of a prosecution witness must be disclosed to an accused. Also in regard to
recommendation 67—and this flows from the royal commission as well—in this particular
recommendation it was recommended that the Victorian government had to implement these reforms
within six months, but further we were also required to consult with the Victorian Director of Public
Prosecutions, Victoria Police, the Victorian courts, Victoria Legal Aid and other relevant stakeholders.
Perhaps, if there are any questions around the levels of consultation that might have gone into giving
effect to the recommendation of the royal commission, that gives flesh to the bones about who the
government was required to consult with. I might add that we have indeed consulted with those people
and consulted a bit more broadly as well. But nevertheless the recommendation required the
introduction of a statutory mechanism for applicants to apply for a court order that excuses disclosure
of relevant information to an accused person in a criminal proceeding, otherwise known as a nondisclosure order.
Lastly, the bill supports the government’s public commitment to completing all of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family Violence by clarifying the jurisdiction of the
Children’s Court of Victoria to make commonwealth family law parenting orders—that was
recommendation 133—and permitting family violence victim-survivors to give evidence from a place
other than the courtroom by means of remote technology. That was recommendation 71. I would just
like to go to that last point first, because I note that Ms Maxwell made quite detailed and lengthy
submissions on that particular point. Again, I have outlined that the government will not be supporting
the amendments brought by Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party, but just in regard to victim-survivors, what
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we know is that the bill will be able to better protect victim-survivors of family violence during
proceedings. I have attended court myself in a previous life as an advocate, and I know that those
places can be very intimidating places. They are busy places—very busy. There are lots of people
coming and going, and often attending court can be a very difficult matter as well. Even attending as
a witness can be quite overwhelming.
Nevertheless, for victim-survivors of family violence, attending court, providing evidence and coming
face to face with an alleged perpetrator can be extremely retraumatising and intimidating because it
brings back all that anxiety and perhaps brings back the particular incidents that that person may have
been subjected to. It is not an easy experience, despite some of the mechanisms and supports that the
courts already have in place. It is necessary to make sure that victims are supported and that the
potential to retraumatise victims is absolutely minimised. So on that basis we are taking steps to reduce
the trauma for victim-survivors by providing them with a choice to give evidence remotely where
possible. So it is up to that individual, by choice. Some may still want to go into court and confront
the accused, but others may not. It is important to note that there are differences in people’s
experiences. We cannot just throw a blanket over the field and say, ‘Everyone has the same
experience’. It is important to give voice to the choices that victim-survivors wish to make in regard
to these matters.
We are sticking to our commitment to implement all of the recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, and every single one of them will be to help reduce the devastation
caused by family violence. Just in regard to that, Court Services Victoria has completed a 12-month
pilot program at a regional court in the Barwon region to provide an additional safety option for family
violence victims to participate in the court process. Now, this is important because we have actually
worked with court users, the very people who are going to court seeking the court’s assistance in regard
to their own safety. The pilot enabled family violence victims to participate in the court hearings via
videoconference at a location other than the court building. The pilot commenced in July 2019. In June
2020 an independent review of the pilot found it gave affected family members greater choice as to
how they participated in the court process, again giving agency and support to victim-survivors so they
get to choose. This was welcomed by affected family members with a take-up rate reaching 85 per
cent and overwhelmingly positive feedback on the service—85 per cent of victim-survivors opted to
take the remote option. As I said, you cannot assume that everyone has the same approach to this.
Some want to attend court—some want to confront the accused—but not everyone does. By giving
agency and support to victim-survivors, they were able to make that choice about whether they
attended in person or remotely, and as I said, 85 per cent chose to attend remotely.
It also delivered the desired outcome of improving safety for affected family members, and it also
minimised the trauma resulting from face-to-face interactions with the respondent and/or the
respondent’s supporters at court, and this was unanimously supported by family violence system
agencies, who agreed the service provided significant benefit to affected family members and should
be expanded across the state using a staged implementation approach. You can see this is very, very
welcome feedback. It is good that the government ran that pilot because it was able to get that feedback
and have it analysed and have people who are using the services and victims tell us their own
experiences unfiltered. It is great to hear that those recommendations were that it should be expanded
across the state using a staged implementation approach, and I look forward to seeing that, because,
as someone who has attended court in a previous life, some of these things are very overwhelming.
As I said, not everyone has the same experience, but it is important.
I might perhaps leave my contribution there with 28 seconds on the clock. There is a lot more that can
be said about this bill. It is a very important bill. It goes to ensuring that some of the issues in the past
with police management of informants will no longer be a problem in our justice system. I commend
this bill to the house, but without amendment. The government will not be supporting the amendments
sought by the Hinch party. I commend this bill to the house.
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Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (15:44): I will be brief. One of my aims in public life is to oppose
corruption. It is a terrible thing when government power is abused and used against the people. This
bill exists to implement recommendations from the Royal Commission into the Management of Police
Informants. By now we all know about Lawyer X. The police were caught in a scandal that points to
corruption all the way up the chain. Victoria Police have been described as a rotting fish—the smell
comes from the head. Years of abuse of powers and systemic corruption have riddled the organisation.
The lessons from this affair have yet to be learned. We have seen many more allegations of police
corruption since the royal commission—senior police fabricating evidence to secure search warrants,
police anti-corruption investigators leaking information to officers that they are investigating,
consistent failures by the licensing and regulation division, firearms going missing, licences being
given to disqualified candidates, records corrupted and individuals being singled out for personal
reasons. We have seen ex-commissioners embroiled in council corruption scandals and the police
union using taxpayer money to go in to bat for accused cops. All too often VicPol investigate
themselves for crimes like assault on members of the public and find that yet again they have done
nothing wrong. The VicPol response to protests during the lockdowns—to declare war on the people
of Victoria—was another symptom of the rot. VicPol no longer serves the Victorian public. They have
been turned into the enforcement arm of the government. Senior police are in bed with the government.
Public trust has been destroyed. My trust is destroyed.
The stench around VicPol will not go away. The changes in this bill are not enough. The corruption
in Victoria Police needs to be pulled out by the root, and that starts with the police no longer being left
to investigate themselves. We need an unconnected and wholly independent body to lead these
investigations. We need a new government that does not collude with the police union to pursue
political goals. We support this legislation because we will always fight police corruption, but it is not
enough. It is not nearly enough.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (15:47): I want to add to a number of things which Ms Terpstra and
Mr Erdogan have touched on today in relation to the intentions of this bill as they relate not just to
Lawyer X and that royal commission but also to the Royal Commission into Family Violence and to
the processes and procedures which, whilst they have traditionally had very important intentions that
underpin the objective of making sure that victims and survivors of family violence are protected as
well and as consistently as possible, have presented a number of barriers in procedure and indeed in
the fortitude required for victims and survivors to participate in the court process and in legal
proceedings.
I want at the outset to thank and acknowledge everyone who has been part of the discussions and
consultations as they relate to refinements of the Justice Legislation Amendment (Criminal Procedure
Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021 as it relates to changes to the principal act. These are difficult
issues to talk about, and the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was headed up by
Professor Marcia Neave, came out with 227 recommendations across some 1997—I think it was—
pages of the royal commission’s final report. This was a historic piece of work, an important piece of
work, a piece of work which we delivered upon our election in 2014 as part of a commitment, which
remains to this day, to address the number one law and order issue in Victoria—namely, that of family
violence, which affects countless numbers of victims and survivors, overwhelmingly women and
children, and disproportionately people within particular cohorts, including those as relevant to me
and the region I am honoured to represent, regional and rural families.
The challenges that we have seen that are addressed by this particular omnibus bill I would like to
address first and foremost as they relate to family violence and talk about the way in which personal
safety intervention orders have traditionally been able to be accessed by applicants through the court
system. It has in fact been a challenging process for applicants to face the courts and to apply for a
PSIO, including as that relates to the barriers that exist for making a PSIO, where that person, the
applicant, is in fear for their safety. So one of the things that we do want to do is to make sure that the
PSIO process and the application process are aligned to that which operates with a family violence
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intervention order. There is an impact here on Court Services Victoria, the Orange Door network, as
that is administered by Family Safety Victoria, multidisciplinary centres run by Victoria Police and
justice partners such as InTouch, who are very intimately involved with the remote hearings service
network.
As I indicated at the outset in relation to the substance of this bill and the changes which it brings into
effect, there has been wide consultation with agencies who will be affected by disclosure amendments.
They include Victoria Police, the Office of Public Prosecutions, the courts, Victoria Legal Aid, the
Victorian Bar and the Law Institute of Victoria. It is again about bridging the distance between the
intent of a legislative framework and its amendments on the one hand and the operationalised
environment within which it functions on the other. Importantly, within the judicial framework, the
Magistrates Court and Supreme Court were consulted during the drafting process of the Chief
Magistrate changes in the bill, and feedback has been incorporated. Victoria Legal Aid, the law
institute, the Victorian Bar and the Office of Public Prosecutions were then consulted on changes to
the appeal process.
One of the things, going beyond the process of PSIOs and the way in which those will operate, to give
effect to the outcomes of the family violence royal commission is in fact to talk about statutory
disclosure obligations. This comes back to an area of the law which has received an awful lot of press
and has revealed a number of serious deficiencies in the administration of justice, including as this
may relate to disclosure of relevant facts, materials or information in the course of legal proceedings.
This has been the subject of an enormous volume of commentary around the way in which certain
matters were managed in the course of the engagement of witnesses and informants through the course
of criminal proceedings and the role of police informants more broadly within the justice system.
Disclosure obligations, as I think Mr Erdogan and Ms Terpstra have already outlined to this house and
others have also spoken about, are so important not just in relation to the functioning and the
administration of the justice system but also as they relate to the integrity of the principles which
underpin an effective and an accountable justice system and legal framework. Where we do not
maintain a rigorously high standard in the administration of justice, we cannot be said to be affording
to the best extent possible parties within that system the right to a fair trial, we cannot be said to be
affording parties to a proceeding access to equality before the law and we cannot be said to be affording
the process itself a consistency which is the hallmark of an accountable and well-functioning justice
system. What that means, in translating the theory into reality, is opportunities for appeal and indeed
for convictions to be set aside, and that is in fact what we have seen since the commission’s inquiry
into police informants. We know, as Mr Erdogan and Ms Terpstra mentioned, that we have seen one
conviction set aside for failures to disclose the information provided as it was relevant to the credibility
of a prosecution witness. These again are matters which were canvassed extensively in the
commission’s report and findings.
We have also seen, as has been flagged, two other convictions set aside because of a police informant’s
conflicts of interest. Again, to go back to what I started with, this is about actual, perceived or apparent
conflicts of interest not only as they materially impact the carriage of a legal proceeding but also in the
way in which they interface with trust and the social licence necessary for confidence in the judicial
system not just to be brought into effect but to be maintained over time.
We have in this bill the disclosure reforms to strengthen and also to clarify disclosure obligations to
prevent the sorts of failures which have been addressed directly in the commission’s findings. It is also
about making sure that, first and foremost, at the heart of what we do here in Parliament the rule of
law is the driving priority around reforms to the legislative framework and to the administration of
justice. So this bill underscores the importance which this Parliament places on the rule of law and on
the guidance and the direction that are provided to the judicial system through the processes and
procedures around disclosure and, for example, nondisclosure orders and exemptions.
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Making sure that we have these frameworks in place is a process of not only mandating disclosure—
so implementing recommendations 62, 63 and 66, as others have flagged—but making sure that those
disclosure obligations are clear and are unambiguously understood by parties and by stakeholders in
the administration of justice, including those stakeholders that are listed and that I have outlined
already as having been part of the consultation process. Disclosure obligations require informants,
usually police, and prosecutors to maintain their obligations, to meet their obligations and to adopt
best practice in disclosure to a person accused of a criminal offence of all information that is relevant
to that alleged offence. The principle which underpins that is one of a right to a fair trial and equality
before the law. Where an accused does not have access to all relevant information, where that
disclosure threshold has not been met, not only is it then open for the person accused of such an offence
where they are convicted to seek to appeal that decision and, as we have already seen, to have that
conviction set aside, but it is also something which strikes at the heart of public confidence in our
judicial system. This is something which we here in the Parliament can and indeed should rectify as a
priority, and that is why we are here today.
The disclosure reforms themselves operate to make sure that there is a statutory obligation for
informants to provide that relevant information to the Director of Public Prosecutions—and that
includes information, documents or things relevant to an alleged offence—in proceedings conducted
by the DPP. Where we do have the claim of any sort of protection from disclosure—so this is the sort
of thing that covers a public interest immunity, any sort of privilege that might otherwise apply, a
statutory immunity or a statutory disclosure restriction—the onus will still be on the informant to notify
the DPP that that material exists and to provide it upon request. So this is again about making sure that
the most fulsome understanding of the case against an alleged offender is able to be placed before the
court and considered as part of the assessment of the offence and whether or not that offence has been
made out. There is also a requirement for the informant to complete a disclosure certificate. This is
again something which applies a high standard of rigour in the way in which an informant must
positively disclose information. That information, even where it is not contained in a brief of evidence,
must nonetheless be the subject of a disclosure certificate where, for example, it is subject to the same
form of privilege or immunity that I outlined earlier.
Recommendation 66, which I have also gone to very briefly, clarifies that information relevant to the
credibility of a prosecution witness must be disclosed to an accused. This is again something which,
as I referred to earlier, was the basis upon which a conviction was set aside. So there has been, as I
said, a single conviction set aside on those grounds, and this is a direct response to that shortcoming
in the way in which the police informant’s credibility was not adequately disclosed or indeed part of
a legal proceeding, which was therefore ultimately not seen to have been discharged as one of the
responsibilities of the informant or indeed the DPP.
Making sure that there is a statutory mechanism for applicants to apply for a non-disclosure order,
again, puts the onus on the applicant in fact to dislodge that positive obligation that operates around
disclosure in the course of applying for a non-disclosure order. That applicant must satisfy the court
in the first instance that it is not necessary to disclose that relevant information to the accused in a
criminal proceeding, and it is this onus, which must be acquitted by the applicant, that turns the
responsibility back upon that applicant rather than seeking to infuse a legal proceeding with the
uncertainty that is then incumbent upon an accused to dislodge—for example, through an appeal or
review process. The criminal disclosure amendments, again with the very short amount of time I have
here, are also set out in the bill. I indicate the implementation monitor, Sir David Carruthers, has
confirmed they are sufficient to acquit the relevant recommendations from that royal commission.
Again, there are miscellaneous amendments which have been flagged by others who have got to their
feet today which I do not therefore propose to go into detail about, given that time is no longer available
to me, but these again are about streamlining access to technology and the more efficient and fair
administration of justice. On that basis I commend the bill, unamended, to the house.
Sitting suspended 4.02 pm until 4.19 pm.
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Ms WATT (Northern Metropolitan) (16:19): It gives me delight to follow my colleagues in
speaking on this bill. This is largely a very technical bill. Can I thank Ms Shing, Ms Terpstra and
Mr Erdogan for covering off on so much of this bill. I may indeed repeat some remarks, but I would
ask for your patience as I go through some of the really important elements that we are discussing
today.
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Criminal Procedure Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2021 is
of course an important step towards the government’s commitment to the implementation of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into the Management of Police Informants. The bill will
implement recommendations 62, 63 and 66 of the royal commission to strengthen and clarify
disclosure obligations in criminal proceedings and safeguard against the misuse of information from
police informants in the justice system.
Disclosure obligations play a vital role in ensuring criminal proceedings are conducted fairly. Both
informants—usually police—and prosecutors have legal obligations to disclose to a person accused
of a criminal offence all information that is relevant to the alleged offence. The failure to disclose
relevant information can have serious consequences, including convictions being overturned for a
substantial miscarriage of justice. To date, one person’s conviction relating to the commission’s
inquiry has been set aside on appeal directly due to failures to disclose information relevant to the
credibility of a prosecution witness. Two more convictions have been set aside because of the conflicts
of interest of Ms Gobbo which were not disclosed to the accused or the court hearing each charge.
The disclosure reforms in the bill will amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to strengthen and
clarify disclosure obligations and prevent future disclosure failures, and this bill will assure Victorians
that the criminal justice system accords with the rule of law, as it should. The bill also includes a range
of miscellaneous reforms designed to strengthen the justice system and of course further support
victims.
I am just going to take a moment to thank Ms Terpstra for her quite substantial remarks about the
amendments in this bill that pertain to the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence and thank her for so eloquently outlining the experience of victim-survivors in our justice
system. The recommendations that will be picked up as part of this bill from the Royal Commission
into Family Violence include the clarification of the jurisdiction of the Children’s Court of Victoria to
make commonwealth family law parenting orders—that is recommendation 133—and permit family
violence victim-survivors to give evidence from a place other than a courtroom by means of remote
technology. We did hear earlier about just how retraumatising and triggering it can be for victimsurvivors to have to provide that evidence in a courtroom, so I really do welcome recommendation 71
and the ability to make easier the engagement with the criminal justice system for victim-survivors of
family violence through the implementation of recommendation 71 by this bill today.
Furthermore, can I go to a recommendation which I think has not been as much discussed by my
colleagues but is equally important: some changes to the seniority and standing of our Chief Magistrate
here in our state. The Chief Magistrate is currently a dual-commission holder with the County Court
of Victoria, while the heads of jurisdiction for other generalist courts, such as the County Court and
VCAT, hold commissions within the Supreme Court. The proposed elevation of the Chief
Magistrate’s role will provide equivalency of seniority with these jurisdictional heads. The change
recognises the vital role of the Magistrates Court, as the court handles approximately 90 per cent of all
cases that come before Victorian courts all year. Now, I do not have an exact number of how many
cases that is, but just considering the enormity of the work of the court system here in Victoria I can
only imagine that the Magistrates Court covering 90 per cent is indeed a very, very large portfolio for
the magistrates in our state. These amendments will ensure that this position continues to attract
candidates of the highest calibre, and that is exactly what we need when 90 per cent of our cases are
indeed handled by the Magistrates Court.
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As the Chief Magistrate will now be a member of the Supreme Court, the bill amends the process for
appeals from hearings of the Chief Magistrate. These will now proceed directly to the Court of Appeal
instead of the trial division of the Supreme Court, ensuring that appeals are heard by a superior court
in the judicial hierarchy. This is consistent with the arrangements for other jurisdictional heads—
namely, the Chief Judge and the VCAT president. So this is indeed a really important amendment, I
think, which is worthy of our consideration and exploration today.
Can I just take a moment to also reflect on the fact that there are some further changes being made of
course to the Children’s Court of Victoria to make commonwealth family law parenting orders much
more clarified with the application of this bill today. This is of course very important. Anyone that is
engaged in the family law system knows just how complex and challenging this can be.
Recommendation 133 of the family violence royal commission is of course very timely, and the fact
that it is now being picked up with this bill before us today does acquit further our government’s
commitment to the implementation of all the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence here in our state. So I am really delighted to see that that in fact is happening.
The other proposed amendments that have come about through this bill are of course amendments to
the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2020, the PSIO act, which will enable all applicants to
make PSIO applications online, which sounds like a pretty sensible change. In doing this it will allow
a person to confirm that the contents of their online application are true at the time they make their
application, and this will be in the form of a declaration of truth and will specify that an application
can be made electronically. These amendments were requested by the Magistrates Court and will align
the PSIO application process with that for a family violence intervention order. It is great to see some
of that streamlining of those processes being done, because we know that it is sometimes a little
challenging for applicants to undergo the application process for a PSIO, particularly when they fear
for their personal safety. The additional removal of a barrier such as in-person applications will make
an enormous difference. Can I just take a moment to acknowledge that this will mean the lives of
people that require the use of personal safety intervention orders will be made easier by amendments
to the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act. Can I just lend my support to that particular
amendment, which is a part of this very comprehensive bill before us today.
A further amendment being proposed in this bill today is of course the early sentencing indications. A
sentencing indication is a process that allows a judge or magistrate to give a defendant an indication,
in advance of a guilty plea or finding of guilt being entered, of the sentence that he or she will be likely
to receive if he or she pleads guilty at that stage of the proceedings. Currently the higher courts can
only provide a sentencing indication regarding whether a court would be likely to impose an
immediate term of imprisonment or not. Higher courts cannot presently provide any indication about
the duration of the term of imprisonment, as parties in the higher courts are in most cases already aware
of whether a custodial or non-custodial sentence is within the range. Sentence indications do in these
cases have limited utility. Broader sentencing indications will provide the accused with more
meaningful information to inform their decision about whether to plead guilty, leading to more
appropriate early guilty pleas.
Guilty pleas play a major role in the administration of justice, and in Victoria most criminal cases
indeed conclude with a guilty plea. A guilty plea voluntarily made can be regarded as the optimum
outcome of criminal proceedings. It signifies the defendant’s willingness to—
Mr Grimley: On a point of order, Acting President, I can hardly hear Ms Watt. Are we able to
have the microphones turned up a little bit?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): I am not sure whether we can have that dealt with
immediately, but maybe, Ms Watt, you could speak up just a bit while we try to sort this out.
Ms WATT: The microphones have been shortened a bit. Those of us that are tall were not so happy
about the upgrades over the break. On behalf of tall people in our chamber, I will extend those remarks.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): That is much better, but do not assume a pose that
is going to cause you problems later on.
Ms WATT: Yes. I am going to look to my health and safety first and foremost, but if you cannot
hear me, give me some fantastic interpretive dance action, thanks.
I might just go back to my remarks about guilty pleas, if that is all right. They indeed play an important
role in the administration of justice, and in Victoria most criminal cases conclude with a guilty plea.
A guilty plea voluntarily made can be regarded as the optimum outcome of criminal proceedings. It
signifies the defendant’s willingness to accept criminal liability for his or her conduct, brings closure
to the victims and assists the victims to begin the process of recovery.
From a very practical perspective a guilty plea removes the need for a trial and frees up the resources
of the justice system for other matters. This enables the earlier resolution of appropriate matters and
help courts to manage and reduce the significant backlog of cases we have heard about now for a little
while. Importantly the reforms are designed to benefit victims, who will be spared the trauma of giving
evidence in court and will be able to move forward with their lives much, much sooner.
These reforms include many safeguards intended to ensure victim participation in sentencing
processes, including a new requirement in the victims charter that the Director of Public Prosecutions,
or the DPP, consults the victim on a decision on whether to oppose an application for a sentencing
indication. Victims will continue to be able to read a victim impact statement aloud once the accused
person has formally entered a guilty plea following the sentence indication.
I will just finish up by remarking that the bill also requires the Attorney-General to review the sentence
indications scheme within two years of its commencement. The review is to determine the
effectiveness of the reform in reducing delays in our courts, the impact that this has on victims and the
availability of information before the courts on the impact of an offence on any victim at the time the
court is considering an application for a sentence indication.
The truth is that this bill is very much needed in our state. The royal commission’s very extensive and
detailed inquiry uncovered some significant historical shortfalls in the criminal justice system and
made a total of 111 recommendations to address these deficits and give the community confidence in
the system going forward. Of course there are still recommendations outstanding from the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, and so for me I am really delighted to see and send that very strong
message that we absolutely have not forgotten about our commitment to the implementation of every
single one of those recommendations from the Royal Commission into Family Violence. These two I
think are really quite significant, particularly the recommendation that I spoke about earlier making it
easier for victim-survivors to be heard and to feel safe in participating in our court system. Thank you,
and I commend this bill.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (16:34): I move:
That debate be adjourned until later this day.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until later this day.
Business of the house
ORDERS OF THE DAY
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (16:34): I move:
That the consideration of orders of the day, government business, 2 to 6, be postponed until later this day.

Motion agreed to.
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Bills
RACING AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms PULFORD:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (16:35): I rise to speak on the Racing Amendment
Bill 2021, a bill that was introduced into the Legislative Assembly in July 2021, some seven months
ago. It is hardly the sort of pace that we would see in a Melbourne Cup field. Seven months it has
taken to get 50 metres from one chamber to the next. You saw what I did there, Ms Watt.
Ms Watt: Yes, I did.
Mr ONDARCHIE: The purpose of this bill is to amend the Racing Act 1958 to allow racing on
Good Friday, streamline racing integrity processes and provide more powers to Harness Racing
Victoria to act on matters relating to harness club administration. I think people in this chamber would
know this: apart from my family I have two other loves in this world—God and racing. So this is an
interesting bill that comes before us today because this provides the ability to race on Good Friday.
Other major codes conduct events on Good Friday and other states of Australia conduct meetings on
Good Friday, and these proposed meetings, should this bill pass, will be staged on various country
racetracks on a rotational basis to boost visitation to the regions. It has been announced by the
government that should this bill pass, the first meeting will be in Ms Bath’s electorate in Sale in 2022,
in the afternoon, as I understand this legislation to provide.
A member interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: It will be in Acting President Bourman’s electorate as well, as I understand.
Given it is in the afternoon there is ample time for people to get to church in the morning and then go
to the races in the afternoon. As people know, I love racing. I love racing, pacing and chasing—all
three forms. I like them very well but, I have to say, when it comes to races on this particular day of
the year, I will back Jesus every day. So if this bill passes, there is a possibility of races on Good
Friday, but my first backing will be with Jesus.
This also provides for racing on Anzac Day. Racing happens on Anzac Day at Flemington, but other
clubs require ministerial approval each year. This is generally always granted in line with the Racing
Victoria program, but this bill removes the need for ministerial advice and leaves the approval for this
with Racing Victoria and their scheduling.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Bourman): Just a quick point of order: maybe it is the new
microphones, but I am even having trouble hearing Mr Ondarchie, which is quite unusual, so if you
can all just keep it down a little bit, please.
Mr ONDARCHIE: So is that from the top?
Mr Gepp: No!
Mr ONDARCHIE: Well, you can go back to the starting gates and start again if you would like.
We are okay? Right, away we go.
So this also allows for Racing Victoria to decide the scheduling on Anzac Day. It provides the ability
to appoint an acting racing integrity commissioner. At present there is only one racing commissioner,
and it has been problematic when that person is not available for the integrity of that sport to be
undertaken, so it rectifies that anomaly.
This proposed legislation provides for the appointment of an administrator of a harness racing club.
The act currently provides that the minister has the power to suspend a committee and appoint an
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administrator of a harness racing club on the recommendation of the board of Harness Racing Victoria.
It is part of the current act that is a little confusing and a little ambiguous. This amendment clarifies
the matter and removes the minister from this process. This is an outcome that Harness Racing Victoria
have been seeking for some time, and this bill allows for that.
I have to say, I quite enjoy going out to Tabcorp Park at Melton and watching the harness racing. It is
a different type of sport to the one I am used to at the Meadows or Sandown for the dogs, or of course
Moonee Valley, the Victoria Racing Club, the Melbourne Racing Club or the various racetracks
around Victoria which I know I and my colleague Mr Gepp are very fond of. Harness racing is an
interesting sport.
So this provides an opportunity, should the need arise on the recommendation of Harness Racing
Victoria, for the board to recommend the appointment of an administrator. It also provides opportunity
for disclosure of integrity information to the Victorian Racing Integrity Board. The act currently lists
the bodies to which the racing integrity commissioner may disclose integrity-related information. The
bill amends this act to provide the racing integrity commissioner with the authority to disclose
information to the Victorian Racing Integrity Board. It just streamlines this whole process. It also
provides for delegation of the Victorian Racing Integrity Board functions and powers. There is
currently no power of delegation in relation to the statutory functions and power of this board. The bill
amends the act to enable the board to delegate certain functions and powers to its chair or one of its
three deputy chairs. It also provides for protection for members of the Victorian Racing Integrity
Board. There is no provision in the current act that protects members of the board from personal
liability for anything done or omitted to be done while carrying out their legislative functions. That
does not absolve the duty of care they have to their role. This change provides for that protection.
There are currently regulation-making provisions in some but not all parts of the act. While
section 68(1)(d) provides the power for the Governor in Council to make regulations prescribing any
matter or thing authorised to be prescribed by the act—which is located in part III, which is headed
‘Greyhound racing’—the bill amends this to give the regulation more power.
I have talked, as has the Shadow Minister for Racing, the Honourable Tim Bull, to a number of people
about this bill. We have talked to Racing Victoria. We have talked to Country Racing Victoria. We
have talked to Harness Racing Victoria. Is Lance still at Country Racing Victoria? Lance did a great
job at Country Racing Victoria. We have talked to Greyhound Racing Victoria. We have talked to all
Victorian thoroughbred, harness and greyhound clubs. We have talked to the Victorian Jockeys
Association, to thoroughbred, harness and greyhound owners and trainers associations, and of course
to the Sale Turf Club—the venue, should this bill pass, of the very first race on Good Friday afternoon.
After they have been to church they can drive to the course and enjoy the races at Sale. A number of
people responded to our inquiries and our discussions with them. Generally speaking, they supported
the bill because most of these changes have not been driven by government but have in fact been
driven by industry.
There was some clarification sought during the bill briefing about the starting time, and we were given
assurances that it would not start before 1.00 pm on Good Friday. The government advised that this
would be covered off in the second-reading speeches, and I am expecting my colleagues on the other
side—maybe Mr Gepp—to just confirm that it will start after 1.00 pm. If not, we would then need to
consider an amendment in the Legislative Council. However, there has been some agreement by the
government that that would be placed in this chamber through the second-reading speeches, and we
look forward to that.
The Sale Turf Club will have its first meeting on Good Friday, should this bill pass, this year. They
have committed—bless them—to be responsive to the Christian ethos of the day and respectful of the
day of Good Friday. They will have a strong commitment, I am advised, to the Royal Children’s
Hospital Good Friday Appeal on that day at Sale, and we thank them for that. Also we think there will
be some opportunity for local tourism around Sale to benefit from regional tourism. We know that
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Victoria more than ever needs tourism right now. I do note, though, that the Morrison government
announced yesterday that international tourism will commence on 21 February, and this country really
needs some serious international tourism. We really need some of the spend of international visitors
to this state and regional Victoria. But I am advised that the Premier may have said or alluded today
to the fact that you would need to be triple jabbed to come into Victoria. Now, where does that exist
in legislation? Where does that exist in health advice? What we should be doing is encouraging tourism
into our state, and that is why this bill will encourage some regional tourism into Sale.
The state opposition, the Liberal-Nationals, do not oppose this bill, albeit it is seven months late from
starting in the Assembly to arriving here. It will probably salute the judge a bit later this afternoon. We
commend the bill to the house, and I remind you that on Good Friday I will be backing Jesus.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (16:45): I am always disappointed to rise to my feet in this
place to speak on a racing bill that reinforces the special treatment this industry receives from the Labor
government. Every racing bill this house debates that fails to start winding up racing is a wasted
opportunity. Every time we are debating a bill with no new animal welfare standards or new
restrictions on horse or greyhound racing we are allowing more horses to be killed and more money
to flow into the coffers of the gambling industry. And this bill is not just failing to take any action on
the racing industry, it is actually expanding it by allowing all three racing codes in Victoria—
thoroughbred, harness and greyhound racing—to hold race events on Good Friday and allowing
thoroughbred racing on Anzac Day without ministerial approval. It is disappointing that on the first
day back in this final year of this term of government this is where the government’s priorities lie. We
have major pieces of reform to get through in the next seven months, including the long-awaited
rewrite of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986, and we have been waiting since October to
debate really important child protection legislation, which has now been consigned to the graveyard
shift late on Thursday this week—yet here we are debating whether horseracing should be allowed on
Good Friday.
But I suppose in an election year this government also has to keep its donor mates in the gambling
industry happy. Just last week the AEC released its most recent donations disclosure data. The
gambling industry has donated $1.08 million across the major parties in the last financial year. I expect
we will see even more money flowing to the major parties over 2022. We know historically Labor has
taken more donations from the gambling industry than any other party—over half of the $81 million
donated in the last 22 years—not to mention the $760 000 that the Australian Hotels Association
donated to the Victorian Labor Party in the lead-up to the 2018 election because they were scared
about our strong harm reduction policies and because the Greens are the only ones who will stand up
to this insidious lobby. This close relationship with the gambling lobby reinforces the government’s
special treatment of racing in our state, and they are all too willing to look the other way on the cruelty
of horse and greyhound racing, instead handing out preferential treatment like trying to hold major
racing events when the rest of the state was under COVID restrictions.
But the tide of popular opinion is changing. Polling shows that the majority of Australians support a
ban on greyhound racing, and people are increasingly agreeing that racing animals like horses and
greyhounds for gambling and entertainment is cruel. To put it simply, racing kills. Seven horses have
died at the last eight Melbourne Cups. Thirty-two horses died in races in Victoria in 2020 to 2021. We
have the most dangerous greyhound racing tracks in the country. Last year there were 44 deaths and
3572 injuries on greyhound racing tracks in this state. And we are still allowing whipping as a routine
part of horseracing—a painful and completely unnecessary practice which most Victorians no longer
support.
My federal colleagues recently announced a plan to shut down horseracing completely—a four-year
transition period with a national task force to design and implement a national ban on horse racing,
transition racing facilities to open green spaces and develop a transition plan for workers. This is the
kind of vision I would like to see our governments embrace, but instead we have bills like this where
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the government is reiterating its commitment to the cruel racing industry in Victoria and locking the
state into years and years of racing.
We should be using every opportunity in this place to stop the harm and cruelty fuelled by these
industries. The Greens will not support this bill, and given this government will not take the initiative
to act on the harmful racing industry, we will ourselves. I am moving a reasoned amendment to prevent
this bill from being second read until the government actually begins the process to ban whipping in
Victorian horseracing. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the government introduces legislation to ban the use of the whip in Victorian racing.’.

I know this place passed a motion last year to call on state racing authorities to work with Racing
Australia to develop a national approach to address community concern around the use of the whip.
Let us just get on with it.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (16:50): I am pleased to be able to rise today to support the Racing
Amendment Bill 2021. As previous speakers have noted, the bill amends the Racing Act 1958 to
remove the prohibition on racing on Good Friday. It also makes other minor and technical
amendments. This bill will enable racing to be conducted on Good Friday, bringing the Victorian
racing industry into line with the sporting codes that currently conduct events on Good Friday. The
recommended focus of the bill is the importance of the racing industry to the Victorian economy,
especially in regional Victoria. Of course my electorate of Northern Victoria is very well associated
with racing, all three codes—thoroughbred, harness and the mighty dishlickers, as they are known.
They play a very, very important part not only in our economy in Northern Victoria but of course in
the economy more broadly here in Victoria.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr GEPP: Yes, yes. To give you just a few numbers, the racing industry, as I say, is one of the
state’s most significant industries, delivering more than $4.3 billion in economic value each year and
supporting over 34 000 full-time equivalent positions. So it is a very significant industry both here in
metropolitan Melbourne—of course across many venues, as highlighted by Mr Ondarchie—but also
in the regions. In the Ballarat region, for example, there are more than 1300 full-time equivalent jobs
with an economic impact of training expenditure in the region of $48 million; in the Bendigo region—
mighty Bendigo—there are more than 1200 full-time jobs and $34 million worth of economic impact;
in Geelong, 1100 full-time equivalent jobs and more than $20 million of economic impact of training
expenditure in the region; and in Latrobe and Gippsland, more than 1200 jobs with an economic
impact of training expenditure upwards of $20.5 million. The numbers go on, so it is very, very
important that this industry is able to compete on a level playing field.
We know, of course, that there are very many activities that take place now on Good Friday right
across the economy here in Victoria, more broadly in Australia, but of course on the global economic
scene as well. This bill, should it pass, will enable those features of our racing industry to operate on
Good Friday. Mr Ondarchie talked in the bill briefing about the issue of the start time for the races on
Good Friday, should the bill pass. It was something that was brought up, and I am advised that both
during the debate and subsequently in the other place it was confirmed by government speakers that
1.00 pm would be the time—or at least the time that racing would not occur prior to—so from 1.00 pm
onwards. I do understand that Racing Victoria has confirmed that as well. So I think all of the indicators
for people who are interested in when the racing might commence should this bill pass are that it would
not occur prior to 1 o’clock.
What we are seeing now right across the state of Victoria, but also throughout Australia, is that there
are many, many sporting activities that take place on Good Friday. Sport is synonymous with this
state. It is synonymous with this country. Victoria, and Melbourne in particular, has long held the
mantle of being the sporting capital of the globe. It would seem odd that one of the favourite sporting
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pastimes in this state was being prevented from staging events on Good Friday when it seems to be
more and more apparent to us across each and every year that more sports are being engaged in on
Good Friday, and I think members of the public are voting with their feet by turning up to these events
and participating in those events whether as a patron or as a participant. I think the AFL has played
matches on Good Friday since 2017, and of course 2017 is synonymous with the Year of the Tiger.
That was the first Year of the Tiger, and of course we had a few after that and have a few more to
come. So the AFL has been playing footy on Good Friday since 2017, and I think for the NRL this is
probably the 10th year that they will have played matches on Good Friday. So the proposed removal
of this prohibition on racing brings us into line with many other jurisdictions and many other sporting
codes.
One of the issues that was raised during the bill briefings and I think in some of the consultation that
occurred around the development of this bill was the number of race-free days. Prior to 2017 I think
Good Friday and Christmas Day were the only days when racing did not occur in this state, but since
then we have had 17 days annually on which no thoroughbred racing has been programmed. So we
have actually been winding back the number of race days, and we are certainly able to make better use
of the calendar that is available to us.
Mr Ondarchie noted that the intention, should this bill pass, is that regional Victoria would be the big
beneficiary of the removal of this prohibition, certainly in a thoroughbred racing sense, where it is
proposed that there would be a rotation system. The first club to be the beneficiary would be the Sale
Turf Club, as I understand it. What a wonderful thing, because we know that people in that part of the
world in 2020 suffered some devastating bushfires, as we did in Northern Victoria as well, up in the
north-east, but we certainly remember some of the horrific images of the bushfires that were impacting
the eastern part of our state. Generally when we have problems with natural disasters such as bushfires
we look to an economic recovery that is very much built around the visitor economy to support those
communities that are left with the devastation following something like a bushfire.
You can well imagine that to be able to promote over the Easter period the opportunity to come down
and enjoy everything that is on offer in eastern Victoria and now to fill a hole in terms of Good Friday
and the activities that are available to people—to publicise a race day and have people go along and
participate—is a great thing for the Sale community. It will enable them to get some much-needed
dollars in the economic coffers of local business as well as the race club and all of the industries that
racing supports. So good luck to Sale. I am not sure if I am going to get there, but I warmly congratulate
you and I welcome your announcement that you will be the first. To the chief executive, Brad Evans,
good luck. I hope the event is—and I am sure it will be—a roaring success. There is the opportunity
for all the locals down there to enjoy racing on Good Friday and promote the wider Gippsland region
and hopefully stimulate the local economy as they continue to recover from those bushfires—albeit
two years ago but in the minds of those local people certainly not forgotten.
Racing Victoria have also talked about their rich association with the Good Friday Appeal. Of course
that is synonymous with Good Friday, the Royal Children’s Hospital and the rattling of the tins on the
street corners—the wonderful collections that organisations like the CFA do in regional Victoria,
where we raise money for new equipment for our kids in the Royal Children’s Hospital—and Racing
Victoria will continue that long association with them. I am pleased that that is part of the
announcement.
I mentioned some of the numbers that are apparent from the racing industry to the economy here in
Victoria, and I want to talk a little bit about my electorate of Northern Victoria and some of the things
that we have been able to do as a government through the Victorian Racing Industry Fund and some
of the projects. At the Mildura Harness Racing Club over the course of the last six years we have been
able to contribute upwards of $320 000 to a variety of projects, including a fixed head on a water
tower, a safety audit, track lighting, a kitchen facilities upgrade and a new water truck. At the Mildura
Harness Racing Club, with the Mildura Cup Carnival, the Italian night, the State of Origin series and
the Pacing Cup carnival we have contributed over the last few years $160 000. At the thoroughbred
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racing club some $290 000 has gone to a variety of different infrastructure projects, including the
installation of market umbrellas, shade sail refurbishment, turf renovation machinery, a new
manager’s office and a facilities upgrade. So there are a number of things that we have done in the
Mildura area that we are very, very proud of.
Swan Hill Jockey Club, just down the road, again over the last five or six years has had approaching
three-quarters of a million dollars for a variety of different projects—a solar power project, an owners
room upgrade, sand track irrigation, sodding of the course proper and country minimum standards.
We have upgraded the harness racing track, and we have improved the kitchen and toilet blocks. We
have done a lot of work in that area as well as at specific events such as the sports lunch, the Swan Hill
Cup Carnival and the Biggest Ever Blokes Lunch, which has been very much in the media in the local
area in the last little bit, with people coming together and raising money for important charities.
Not many people know that there is a racing club in Manangatang, but the people in Manangatang and
the surrounding districts do. I am very, very pleased that we have been able to provide to Manangatang
over the last little while upwards of $150 000 for a number of projects, including a main bar and big
shed flooring refurbishment, plastic running rails and irrigation. So it is not just the people who turn
up to the racetracks and participate on the racetracks on the day that are beneficiaries of this
magnificent industry; it is all of those other industries and those other supply chains that benefit greatly
from the mighty work that the racing club does.
Can I conclude by saying that I do support the bill. The government will not be supporting the Greens
reasoned amendment. We do believe that there has been much debate on this issue over a long period
of time and the time is right for us to remove this prohibition. Can I congratulate Minister Pakula, who
continues to advance the cause of racing, which I do love dearly, but more broadly sport, and
congratulate his office, which does a power of work with me and the race clubs in Northern Victoria
and importantly keeps thousands of people in direct and indirect employment through a very, very
important industry here in this state. With that I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (17:05): All credit must go to the Minister for Racing for
representing the interests of the racing industry. But the question must be asked: is this really the most
important thing for the government to be bringing? For the many ills of the racing industry, the one
that the government wants to tackle is ‘How can we have more races on Anzac Day and Good
Friday?’, not the animal abuse, not the sending of horses who have outlived their usefulness to
knackeries, not whipping and tongue-ties, not the routine stomach ulcers and bleeding through the
nose and not the gruesome chorus line of horse deaths in jumps racing. These apparently defy
legislation. This industry seems not just to have the ear of the government but to have the government
by the ear, because it seems they can be led anywhere by the racing industry.
Earlier in this term the government was able to pass disgraceful measures to tax gamblers tens of
millions more, simply to pass the revenue directly onto the industry. That money should have gone
directly to an independently run and independently audited horse retirement plan, because at the
moment the most common retirement plan for horses is a bullet—and a pet food can their coffin.
My party recognises that gambling problems cause great distress to many individuals, families and
households. The financial loss and debt from gambling problems in turn create difficulties and
pressures that can lead to mental health issues, social issues, domestic violence and suicide. There is a
link between domestic violence and gambling. Problem gamblers are 2.5 times more likely to be
perpetrators or victims of domestic violence. The gambling industry pervades many areas of our lives.
It profits from addiction, distress and violence, and it wields powerful economic and political
influence. Australians spend more than $24 billion annually, and the gambling industry has
exceptional access and influence in politics and policy.
I support any measures that minimise harm, protect consumers or reduce corruption. This bill does
none of these things. In particular I would have liked to have seen all gambling ads banned from
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television and radio, particularly prior to and during the broadcasting of all sporting events—and I
single out the AFL, the nation’s most followed and watched sporting code, as a prime example.
Gambling advertising needs to be banned in the same way we banned cigarette advertising. It is
deplorable that young children are able to quote the odds and line betting in the same way they can
quote hard ball gets and score assists. We are actively breeding new generations of problem gamblers
and all the social consequences that come with that. I support any measures to reduce the funding and
influence on political parties. I support any measures to reduce the exposure of young people to
gambling culture. This bill does neither of those things.
In particular I and my party recognise that non-human animals are significantly affected by gambling,
since some of the main activities on which people gamble involve the training, racing, fighting and
abuse of animals. In the last racing year alone 32 horses were killed on Victorian racetracks—32—
not to mention those that were sent to slaughterhouses as wastage. Every year horses are killed in
jumps racing, often older horses carrying heavy weights, running over long distances and being asked
to jump over barriers or die.
I note this form of racing has been banned or discontinued in every state and territory bar ours.
Recently the South Australian racing industry was forced to recognise the pointlessness of continuing
it and announced its end. I would support any legislation that addresses these serious ills, but this bill
does not address them. If the government continues to bring bills that provide more and more support
to the racing and gambling industries while doing nothing to tackle the problems they cause for people
and animals, I will continue to oppose them.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:11): I am most pleased to rise this afternoon and speak on this
bill. The Nationals, like my colleagues the Liberals, will not be opposing the Racing Amendment
Bill 2021. It really in many ways tidies up some of the anomalies that the government, in bringing
forward a previous bill, left in a slight state of mess, and so this is really an omnibus bill of tidying up
those anomalies and certainly introducing one major point, which is the ability to conduct races on
Good Friday.
Now, we know in the country that country folk like to get out—they like to enjoy the great outdoors.
They often like a punt. Some, if they are like me, are novices and often choose in terms of colour
schemes or names or a tip from somebody’s sister’s aunty. We really enjoy a great day out. Indeed not
far from me is the Stony ponies, the Stony Creek Racing Club, and I have been there on a number of
occasions for a really good day out. Now, one of the things that all of those country race clubs do—
and there are a number across the state as well as in my electorate—is they put money back into the
community. Local volunteers, whether they be a community group or a sporting club, will often run
the car parking, do the barbecue, do some staffing and security, and that fundraising that they make
will often go back into their sporting club or community. Indeed the Stony Creek races certainly do
that well, working with their community.
The other thing that racing does is it generates $4.3 billion for the Victorian economy. Now, I would
always say gamble responsibly, as the ads do. There are those in extreme cases who unfortunately
have addictive behaviours, and they need to be tended to and supported away from those addictive
behaviours, but most people enjoy a casual punt and do gamble responsibly. $4.3 billion is a lot of
money. It is an important industry earning money for over 33 000 full-time employees. Over
120 000 people are employed or volunteer either directly or indirectly, and I have mentioned some of
those.
Back in November last year I attended the Latrobe Valley Racing Club and attended the Traralgon
Cup, and it was a great day. In the past sometimes the cup has not been held for various reasons, often
weather, and we know that can be the case. In Gippsland we can get rain and we can certainly get
wind. But Frank Bezzina, who is the chairman out there, did an amazing job with his committee.
Again, the theme was supporting locals, so local businesses. Cafe Aura catered and did an amazing
job. The local Churchill Lions group actually provided all of the security and staff for the event and,

BILLS
58

Legislative Council

Tuesday, 8 February 2022

again, that went back into the Churchill Lions support network and the work that they do. These sorts
of things are really important and can generate also newspaper articles and advertising. There is that
localised economy that is generated through country racing.
The key factor in this bill is the ability to race on Good Friday. We know that other states operate in
that mode, so this is in effect normalising or modernising that. My colleague the Honourable Tim Bull
in the other place loves a punt. He certainly owns one or two horses or shares a hoof or a nose of many
of his great horses, and he is also the Shadow Minister for Veterans Affairs. When we think about
honouring and respecting traditions and respecting cultures, and in this case respecting Christians who
wish to observe Good Friday, the same has happened in terms of the Anzac Day matches. The football
matches do not start until 1 o’clock in the afternoon, and I know that Tim has worked really hard with
the government to ensure that they make a commitment that the races will not start until 1 o’clock.
I communicated with Brad Evans from Sale Turf Club. The Sale Turf Club will be the inaugural race
day host down in Sale, which is a fantastic town with great people and a really great racing club. I
have had dinner there on many occasions. Also they are a really good venue for hosting various
functions as well. Brad has made a commitment that he will not start until 1 o’clock. And his other
commitment—and this is a long-held tradition that they do anyway—is supporting a very worthwhile
charity. They will be supporting the Royal Children’s Hospital Good Friday Appeal, and they have a
long tradition of giving, as I have said.
The other thing is they are working with Tourism Victoria. We know that Gippsland is an awesome
place not only to live, like I do, but to come and visit and to come and experience the green, beautiful
rolling hills and our wonderful, wonderful coastlines. This is a real incentive for people to come down
and experience a Good Friday race day. Also Brad has told me there is parking for your caravan or
trailer or the like, so you can then keep going on and either come down to South Gippsland or continue
on to the marvellous East Gippsland. As a former speaker, Mr Gepp, talked about, in recovering from
our fires that we had that so devastated and locked down our regional tourism sector and burdened
people with recovery, we need that investment and that positivity, and this is one small but significant
way to do that. And finally on that point, we know that also other race days will be held on rotation
throughout Victoria, which is also good, to share that experience around and share that economy
around.
In relation to other aspects of the bill, the bill provides the ability to appoint an acting racing integrity
commissioner rather than just having the one commissioner. We know that people get sick, certainly
in this COVID environment, and we know they need to go on holidays. That then confers the ability
to have an acting commissioner—an important point. The bill allows for the creation of an
administrator of a harness racing club. The act currently provides the minister with the power to
suspend a committee and appoint an administrator of a harness racing club on the recommendation of
the board of Harness Racing Victoria. This amendment clarifies the matter and removes the minister
from this process, so it modernises racing integrity.
The bill also looks to amend the Office of the Racing Integrity Commissioner so that it can disclose
integrity-related information to the Victorian Racing Integrity Board, again seeking to modernise the
racing industry. The bill also provides protection regarding the liability of VRIB members. There is
no requirement in the act at the moment, so this then provides that protection for board members.
Again, this is most important.
With those few words, I would like to say that The Nationals certainly do not oppose this bill. I am
very pleased to say that Sale will be the host recipient of the inaugural race day. To all of those people
involved in the industry, I wish you well. It is a very important industry not only for the economic
growth that it creates but also for the people and the interest that horseracing creates. Many, many
people take it very seriously and take the role, health and wellbeing of their horses as being very
important. I have spoken to jockeys and trainers only recently. Indeed I know when I was teaching at
Mirboo North Secondary College that a young maths student of mine would get up at about 4 o’clock
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in the morning to go to the racetrack to do her track work and then fall asleep in my maths class. Now,
it may have been my teaching, but it also may have been her very early starts. With that, I wish this
bill a speedy passage, noting that The Nationals will not be supporting the Greens amendment.
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (17:21): I will not go over the aspects of the bill that my
colleagues have covered in support of it, but I rise to oppose the Greens amendment. I do so vigorously,
because this is a completely harebrained idea. They do not just want to ban the whips; they of course
want to ban horseracing altogether. In fact they probably want to ban all activities involving all horses.
They are Mr Scrooge on steroids, really, you would have to say. Whips have been used in horseriding
since time immemorial. I quote from Mark Johnston, an eminent sort of commentator on the matter
and the president of a jockeys association:
… whips, sticks, riding crops, or whatever you want to call them, have been carried for as long as man has
been riding horses and, before that, since the first animals were domesticated and herded. They are an essential
tool for the purpose of controlling a horse.

In fact they are a safety feature in riding, and all of us who have ridden horses know how to use a whip
properly and with the care of the animal totally in mind.
I want to quote from the British Horseracing Authority, which looked closely at the animal welfare
science behind the effects of the whip on horses in the specific context of adrenaline-fuelled race
conditions. What they found was:
… that under such conditions, when a horse is in a state of high physiological and mental excitement, the use
of an energy-absorbing whip does not cause pain if used within strict limits.

I have got to say the limitations on how a whip can be used are very closely regulated, and if any
jockey abuses the use of a whip, they are very stringently penalised. They went on to say:
In sports science this is often termed ‘sportsman’s analgesia’, and it means that whilse the whip stimulates a
horse during a race, it won’t cause pain or suffering if used properly.

They went on to say:
Such research has important implications for racing, and one of the recommendations of our review is that
training for jockeys takes into account the latest scientific evidence. However, there is also a wider debate
taking place here between two different approaches to the role of animals in society.

This is where the Greens and Mr Meddick come in:
An animal welfare approach is based on the idea that wherever we use animals—whether in sport, for food,
or in ground-breaking medical research—we should make sure strict rules are in place and that animals are
well looked after at all times. This is the approach currently taken by racing, and that approach is backed by
respected animal welfare organisations such as the RSPCA, SSPCA and World Horse Welfare.
In contrast, an animal rights approach is based on the view that animals should not be used in any way by
humans.

Now, that is the Animal Justice Party’s view, and it is wrong and it is hopeless. Those who take this
approach feel that sports like racing should be banned and the use of animals in all medical
experiments prohibited, even if millions of human lives could be saved through such research.
My colleagues have mentioned just how important the racing industry is, not just in this metropolitan
area where we see the big events happening, but at country tracks around rural Victoria where a race
meeting sometimes only happens once a year. It is a vitally important part of the whole atmosphere of
a country community. People gather there, they party there, they enjoy the camaraderie that is involved
in going to the local race meeting. Local businesses support that race meeting. They sponsor races,
and everybody benefits in the local community.
We have a famous horse, Chicquita, buried on our property, which was bred on our property. She lived
her life in retirement in great comfort. I would suggest that the Mr Meddicks and Dr Ratnams of this
world, if they are really concerned about the welfare of horses, should go and look at some of the
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horses stuck on little blocks and behind houses and on hobby farms and so on which are so poorly
treated, with no animal welfare involved. That is where injury is being caused to horses or there is a
lack of care. There is no way that the racing industry set out to abuse their animals. They do not. A
huge number of horses end up as pony club horses; they end up as eventers, as polo ponies. There is—
Mr Meddick interjected.
Mrs McARTHUR: That is not right, Mr Meddick. If you want to spread your mischief, go for it,
but the racing industry is an integral part of this state. It is a most important part of country Victoria,
and we—
Mr Ondarchie: On a point of order, Acting President, I remind members of the house that they
were able to make their contributions without interruption, and maybe they should afford
Mrs McArthur the same experience.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp): Thank you, Mr Ondarchie. Yes, can Mrs McArthur be
heard in silence.
Mrs McARTHUR: Thank you, Acting President. I welcome that recommendation. People do not
set out to be cruel to animals. The very vast majority do not, and certainly the racing industry works
very hard to ensure that the horses are well looked after. After all, if they do not, they do not win races,
I have got to tell you. I know an enormous number of horses end up in loving homes with riders not
even competing in anything, and that is a good thing.
But banning the whip is just the short end of the whip from this group over here, and I oppose it
outright, as do the Liberal and National members here. I look forward to the Labor government also
opposing that amendment.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (17:29):
I thank all members for their contributions to the second-reading debate on the Racing Amendment
Bill 2021. As members have indicated, the bill makes a number of minor and technical amendments,
but also removes the prohibition on racing on Good Friday. It is important to note that it would be the
intention of codes to set racing dates, and I think the Sale racing club in particular is looking forward
to being first to make the most of that opportunity. But the intention is that the meeting would not
commence before 1.00 pm in recognition of the very important and special nature of Good Friday to
so many in our community.
As is always the case, I think, when we debate anything to do with racing in the Parliament,
observations have been made during the course of the debate about the tens of thousands of people
who work in the industry and both the importance of it to their economic fortunes and also some of
the social benefits of this, particularly in regional communities. I did not hear all of Mr Ondarchie’s
contribution, but I think he was also reflecting on the international significance of the Spring Racing
Carnival and the very great impact of that on the economy.
In opposition to the bill and in support of Dr Ratnam’s reasoned amendment of course we have had
some contributions from members reflecting on animal welfare issues. I just want to reassure
Mr Meddick and Dr Ratnam that the government is absolutely committed to the ongoing improvement
of animal welfare across our racing codes, and it works with the codes to that end. I know that for
people who would prefer there to be no racing there is a limit to what we can agree on there, but we
are really proud of the work that we have done over the life of this government and some significant
investments using the best available science and research collaborations with industry. I am
particularly proud of the work that we undertook in partnership over quite a number of years now with
the greyhound racing industry, resulting in a very, very significant reduction in the number of dogs
that are killed and indeed of unnecessary overbreeding but also a commensurate massive increase in
the rate of adoption. I can recommend the adoption of a retired greyhound to all of you—they are full
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of heart and affection. Also I take a moment to recognise those in our animal welfare community who
do a terrific job in providing rehoming of retired thoroughbreds and indeed other horses from our
racing codes. As well there are people who are absolutely dedicated to providing a great, long and
healthy life for these animals in retirement. Whilst the bill does not really go to any of these things, I
thought that that was important context.
We will not be supporting Dr Ratnam’s reasoned amendment. Dr Ratnam seeks for the house to agree
to the question that the bill not be considered until there is legislation to ban the use of the whip in
racing. This is well beyond the scope of the bill. These are simple amendments. There is something of
a modernisation and a bringing into line with other sporting codes the arrangements about Good
Friday. So whilst I understand the perspective that Dr Ratnam brings on that particular question, we
will not be supporting that.
We look forward to the passage of the bill, and the impression that I have from the course of the debate
is that the bill will enjoy some quite strong support here this afternoon, so I wish it a speedy passage.
To all participants in our racing industry, whether they be participants in an industry that does provide
employment to so many people or those who do love to go to the track and participate as spectators,
this is an industry that we recognise the value of and the importance of. These amendments will enable
some really special events in a number of places on the afternoon of Good Friday, and we look forward
to them and wish the organisers of those events every success. But in doing so we restate our
commitment to ensuring the highest possible standards of animal welfare, and we will continue to
work with industry partners to that end. I commend the bill to the house.
House divided on amendment:

Ayes, 5
Cumming, Dr
Hayes, Mr

Meddick, Mr
Patten, Ms

Ratnam, Dr

Noes, 33
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Burnett-Wake, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Finn, Mr

Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
Melhem, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Pulford, Ms

Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms

Amendment negatived.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Burnett-Wake, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Grimley, Mr

Hayes, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
McArthur, Mrs
Melhem, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms

Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms
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Noes, 3
Cumming, Dr

Meddick, Mr

Ratnam, Dr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria—Minister for Employment, Minister for Innovation, Medical
Research and the Digital Economy, Minister for Small Business, Minister for Resources) (17:45):
I move, by leave:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill without amendment.
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CRIMINAL PROCEDURE DISCLOSURE
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2021
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms SYMES:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Instruction to committee
The PRESIDENT (17:48): I have considered the amendments circulated by Mr Grimley, and in
my view the amendments are not within the scope of the bill. Therefore an instruction motion pursuant
to standing order 15.07 is required. I remind the house that an instruction to committee is a procedural
debate.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:49): I move:
That it be an instruction to the committee that they have the power to consider amendments and new clauses
to amend the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 to further provide for information that is required to be given to
victims.

Motion agreed to.
The PRESIDENT (17:50): I have considered the amendments circulated by Ms Maxwell, and in
my view the amendments are not within the scope of the bill. Therefore an instruction motion pursuant
to standing order 15.07 is required. I remind the house that an instruction to committee is a procedural
debate.
Mr GRIMLEY (Western Victoria) (17:50): I move, on behalf of my colleague Ms Maxwell:
That it be an instruction to the committee that they have the power to consider amendments and a new clause
to amend the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 in relation to certain decisions of the Director of Public Prosecutions.

Motion agreed to.
Committed.
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Committee
Clause 1 (17:53)
Mr GRIMLEY: I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, after line 26 insert—
“(ca) to amend the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 in relation to information required to be given to
victims; and”.

The first amendment is a mandate upon the DPP to advise victims of their right to provide a victim
impact statement. The Victorian Law Reform Commission report recommendation 20(c) states that
the Victims’ Charter Act should be amended to require prosecuting agencies to inform victims that
they have a right to make a victim impact statement at sentencing—and this is exactly what we are
seeking to do. The same report states that ‘all victims have the right to submit and read out a victim
impact statement in sentencing hearings’.
The history of victim impact statements is surprisingly fairly recent. They have only existed since
1994, and it is only since 2005 reforms that these statements need to be actually considered when
sentencing. In 2011 victims or their nominated representative were able to read their statement aloud
in court—only 11 years ago. Now, the government may tell you that they have already implemented
these changes, including from this report, making it clear about what can be included in victim impact
statements, and this includes that such statements cannot be ruled as inadmissible simply because they
are emotive or subjective. This is common sense because it is literally what a victim impact statement
is. However, it is impossible to investigate and understand requirements for a victim impact statement
without knowing you are entitled to make one. We are still approached by victims who say they were
never afforded the opportunity to make a victim impact statement.
Under our proposed changes the Office of Public Prosecutions cannot make a victim speak at court,
but victims should feel empowered to make that decision. It is a small amendment, but I hope that this
will help the culture shift and require the OPP to actively keep victims involved in a criminal trial
process in the small capacity in which they can be. I have no doubt that we will hear from the
government about how these notifications are already being implemented and that this is a reason to
not support the amendments, but we know they are not. I would take the chamber back to the
Attorney’s own comments on the Equal Opportunity (Religious Exceptions) Amendment Bill 2021
last year, when she said:
A ridiculous argument that continues to come up—and I do not understand how people keep prosecuting it—
is that because there is no discrimination happening you do not need to make it illegal. Even if that is true,
isn’t it the argument that you should remove the ability to discriminate if it will not impact anybody anyway?

These amendments follow the same principle. Just because the OPP says it is complying with the
victims charter does not mean we should not be taking reasonable steps to ensure that it is strengthened.
We should add in these requirements on the OPP, because they are doing it anyway.
The second amendment will mandate the DPP to advise victims of their right to make a compensation
or restitution order under divisions 1 and 2 of part 4 of the Sentencing Act 1991. Not many people
know about these orders. Perhaps it is because it is placed in the too-hard basket by prosecutors and
victims are not informed. These are civil orders that only require a standard of proof of ‘on the balance
of probabilities’. They can be served by prosecutors or on the volition of the victim with or without
legal representation after a guilty finding. For compensation orders they can only be made within
12 months after such a finding. These orders seek to repair damage done by a convicted person to a
victim through various means. A restitution order can be found under section 84 of the Sentencing
Act, and they are used to return or compensate for goods that have been stolen or destroyed. You need
to demonstrate a clear, tangible loss for these orders. A compensation order is self-explanatory and is
an order to pay money to a victim for suffering or an injury; this can be a mental illness or a disorder,
pregnancy in the instance of a rape conviction, for example, grief, distress or trauma or medical
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expenses. These orders are often used for people who have suffered from sex offences and especially
historical sex offences. This is because generally speaking these offenders have assets available to
access for compensation.
According to someone in the legal fraternity, these orders often provide for more compensation than
those at the Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal (VOCAT). Unfortunately, as I am sure opponents
to my amendments may allude to, most victims are unable to access these orders due to the offender
having little or no assets or money. This obviously makes it difficult for them to pay up. The orders
do allow for payment plans, though, so it is not impossible to pursue such an order from a person who
is not well resourced. For those victims who have a perpetrator who has money or is able to return the
car or stolen goods, these orders are extremely helpful. Whatever the circumstances, there should be a
mandate for the OPP to tell victims about these orders in the first place following a guilty conviction
so they are able to determine whether they pursue such an order. In reality many victims will turn
around and say the court process has been burdensome and they will not pursue it, but for others this
is an opportunity for empowerment and compensation for hardship.
I do thank all members for their consideration and discussion of these amendments. They will not
change the world, and they probably will not make the pain of being a victim-survivor or victim of
crime go away. However, they may make the criminal trial process just a little bit more bearable than
it currently is for victims.
And just on what Ms Terpstra was saying previously, it is pretty hard to get me rattled sometimes but
this really got me rattled. I have got to say that when I heard that Ms Terpstra was saying that they
have only just received the amendments, that really, really bothered me. I pride our office on the work
that it does in getting these amendments out to people. We have only done a few amendments—I think
we have only done about 20 of them—but we are very thorough in what we do with our amendments.
These amendments, and I know Ms Maxwell’s in particular, were sent out before Christmas last year,
so to say that they have not had time to look at them or consider them is a bit of a joke. These
amendments are also drawn from the 2016 VLRC report, so that is over six years of consideration. I
commend these amendments to the house.
Ms SYMES: Thank you, Mr Grimley, for bringing the amendments. Just to clarify, there was a
misunderstanding with a speaker in the house. Of course you have been diligent in providing your
amendments to my office and my office have had several meetings with you about them, so you would
be aware that they know that they have received them.
In relation to your amendments, you are quite presumptuous about whether I have a view to oppose
them or not, which is interesting considering you and I have not had a direct conversation about these
things. I do have concerns about your amendments, and there are a few things I want to actually tease
out with you to address some of those concerns. In relation to your victim impact statements, I guess
at the outset, when we continually have amendments that are out of scope it is a little bit difficult
because it is an omnibus bill and a whole new thing. I know that you have limited opportunities to get
through some of the agenda items that you have, so I understand why you use government bills as a
vessel, but it does sometimes create a few complications and this is one of the ones that I am just
interested to talk to you about.
With your proposal you talk about a victim being informed as soon as reasonably practicable after
commencing to deal with that victim of the victim’s entitlement to make a victim impact statement.
What I am just a bit concerned about is how you anticipate this playing out in the sentencing indication
regime that will be established if this bill succeeds today. What do you mean by ‘reasonably
practicable after commencing to deal with a victim’? A victim impact statement, if given, could form
evidence and therefore provide an opportunity for a defence to be used against them in the sentencing
indication scheme, so I am just wondering what you mean by ‘reasonably practicable’, and do you
envisage that that could be quite flexible to allow for discretion to make sure that victims are not
actually damaged by being brought in too early in these complicated matters?
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Mr GRIMLEY: Thanks, Attorney. I would envisage that the victim impact statements would not
change in the slightest. They would be through the same process which they are already considered.
The only difference that we are making is just mandating that the OPP must inform victims of their
right to make a victim impact statement. Apart from that, nothing is going to change.
Ms SYMES: But do you acknowledge that there are lots of meetings and conversations that the
OPP would have with victims? I am just a bit concerned about ‘reasonably practicable’. Does it have
to be the first meeting? Because that can often be a whole heap of information. How much obligation
are you proposing that this would put on the OPP and at what time?
Mr GRIMLEY: Thank you, Attorney. The only obligation would be for the OPP to be mandated
to advise victims to make a victim impact statement as opposed to what it is now, where it is not
mandated, where it is just suggested and clearly not happening on certain occasions. So apart from
that the process remains the same.
Ms SYMES: Mr Grimley, I just do have some concerns about the practical applications of this in
every instance. I do not disagree in principle about all victims being informed of their rights to make
a victim impact statement at all. In fact you alluded to the 11-year-ago reform in relation to being able
to read out your victim impact statement verbally. I was the policy adviser who advised on that piece
of legislation, so I, with you, absolutely believe that every victim should be entitled to make their
victim impact statement, whether it is in writing or verbally, and to be heard.
I am just a little bit concerned about the language that you have used and the obligation on the OPP
and the inability to be flexible in appropriate circumstances. It may be the case that your terminology,
‘as soon as reasonably practical’, does imply a bit of flexibility. I would hope so, because I think there
might be instances where there might be a case for it—it was not appropriate in the first meeting but
it might have been in the second meeting—because there is a range of processes to go through. It is
with the sentencing indications regime that I am particularly worried about the intersect.
So for those reasons I will not be supporting your amendment; however, I have already committed to
look at these things. You will be familiar with the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s work on
justice responses to sexual offending and the recommendations that they have made and the like. So
this is an area of extreme interest to me, but this is not the bill I was planning on using to bring in a lot
of victim reforms. That is something that is ongoing work within my office and my department, and
you have sort of brought forward obviously for consideration some of the matters that we may very
well like to seek to support. Having said that, I do anticipate that you have got a bit of support for this.
It is not something that I am opposed to; it is something that I think we can work through. I would
have preferred just a bit more time to discuss with the OPP in light of other reforms that we are doing
in the victim space to fully support your amendment today in relation to that one.
On the victims compensation amendment, I think equally I have just got some concerns about the
practical implementation of that. I think when we have got reforms to the financial assistance scheme
coming along I understand why you advocate for these issues and you want to see results urgently—I
understand why you are doing it—but for me as the Attorney I like to look at things a little more
broadly, a little bit more holistically and indeed in line with all of the other reforms that we have got.
As I have said, we have got victims reforms coming up ourselves. I do not object to the intention; I
just object to the fact that I really would have liked to be able to really think about this in light of some
of the other work that we are doing.
I do believe that it is inappropriate to require prosecuting agencies to inform victims of their possible
entitlements to a restitution or compensation order if that infers that it could be deemed legal advice. I
think when we are asking for the provision of information we need to make sure very clearly that that
information is not deemed to be indicating to someone their likely success or indeed any sort of
expectation setting from the prosecuting agencies. It is not really their role. I think alerting them to the
options is fine as long as we make sure that there is no nexus between where you should get the advice
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and where it amounts to legal advice. I am a little bit worried about, and I have not had the opportunity
to really consider how that is going to play out if it becomes part of this bill today.
Did you have some thoughts about making sure that you can keep sort of a space between the provision
of information versus too much information about how it would work? In instances where the OPP
refers a victim to somewhere and they are not satisfied, is there going to be recourse back to the OPP?
How do you make sure that the provision of information is independent and is disconnected from the
work of the OPP, because it is not their job?
Mr GRIMLEY: Thanks, Attorney. Once again there is no real difference to how that process is
operating already. Upon a conviction under our amendment it will be required for the OPP to advise
victims of their right to make a compensation or a restitution order, and while currently it is not a
requirement for them to do so, they do obviously talk to their clients or talk to the victim-survivors
about what is available to them. That does happen, but what we are seeking to do is enshrine in
legislation—mandate it—that they must advise their victims of this right. And that should have no
legal implications whatsoever, because they are not discussing the chances of them being successful
or not. It is just advising them of their right to make a restitution order or a compensation order. Once
again, this is based on the VLRC report from 2016. I will just leave it at that.
Ms SYMES: Could I just confirm that your expectation is that the provision of information would
just be alerting someone to the existence of the ability to access or to explore—so the provision of
information via a website? I am just concerned about the OPP being put in a position where they are
going to get a lot of questions from a victim about how it works. It is just not something that
prosecuting agencies are equipped to do. I am just a little bit worried about them getting caught in this
new role that is not theirs. Is it literally just ‘You’ve got this right. Go there’? Do you expect it to be a
referral or just an alert that such a right exists?
Mr GRIMLEY: Thanks, Attorney. It gives a good example of why we should have a victims legal
service perhaps—dedicated lawyers for victims, which is what we have been calling for for a while.
But I understand where you are coming from. Like I said, this is just mandating that it is a requirement
for the OPP to advise the victim-survivors of their right to make a compensation or restitution order.
Ms SYMES: I appreciate, Mr Grimley, the conversation on that. My concerns still remain, and at
this point in time I am not in a position to support that amendment.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The question is that Mr Grimley’s amendment 1, which is a test for
all of his remaining amendments, be agreed to.
Committee divided on amendment:

Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Burnett-Wake, Ms
Crozier, Ms

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

Maxwell, Ms
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Quilty, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Somyurek, Mr

Noes, 16
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr

Amendment agreed to.

Melhem, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr

Taylor, Ms
Terpstra, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Vaghela, Ms
Watt, Ms
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I invite Ms Maxwell to move her amendment 1, which is also a test
for all of her remaining amendments.
Ms MAXWELL: I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, after line 26 insert—
“(ca) to amend the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 in relation to certain decisions of the DPP; and”.

I will just briefly speak to the amendments, which I moved an instruction motion on. Amendment 1
amends the purposes clause consequential to amendment 2 and amendment 3, which inserts a new
clause to require the DPP to provide a review of certain decisions at the request of a victim.
I did speak on this amendment in some detail during the debate but just want to remind members that
this recommendation comes from VLRC and two important reviews relating to victims of crime. Back
in 2016 the VLRC reviewed the role of victims of crime in the criminal trials process. It determined
that victims should have a right—I will repeat that: should have a right—to the review of certain
decisions by the Director of Public Prosecutions. This was reinforced in the 2021 review by the VLRC
into responses to sexual offences, with stories from victims about how the system leaves them feeling
let down and betrayed. This is not an amendment that Derryn Hinch’s Justice Party has picked up out
of the blue; this is a recommendation from the VLRC. I would just like to go back to some of the
previous speeches that were made saying that the government did not have time to consider these
amendments when in fact they were disseminated on 27 November last year.
Ms SYMES: I have already addressed that.
Ms MAXWELL: I know, and I just wanted to put that on the record, Attorney. The victims of
crime commissioner supports a review system akin to the ‘right to review’ schemes in place in the
United Kingdom and Scotland. They have been operating from 2013 in these countries and have been
found to offer an important check and balance. A review of the scheme in Scotland found that as a
result of the review system more than one in 10 decisions were overturned. We have an important
opportunity to improve the experiences for victims of crime—for people who have already endured
so much—to give them agency in the process. That is what we are asking for: for them to have agency
in this process in a way that is working in other countries and in a way that they are calling for, and
for what the VLRC has recommended and what the victims of crime commissioner says we should
do. So just finishing up in relation to that, this will be still left at the DPP’s discretion, but what we
want to see is that right to review—that victims have that voice to review those decisions should they
wish to.
Ms SYMES: The government is not in a position to support this amendment for a variety of
reasons, mostly because it is unworkable in its current form. I understand your intentions,
Ms Maxwell, and that they are always putting victims of crime at the forefront of everything you do—
and I commend you for that. However, this is not going to achieve what I believe you have explained
that you would like it to achieve.
Your amendments seek to require the DPP to provide a process for reviewing certain decisions,
including not to charge a person with a criminal offence, to substantially modify charges, to
discontinue the prosecution of charges and to accept a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. The DPP
already has a comprehensive internal review system. There is an ability for people directly affected by
acts, omissions or decisions of the DPP to make a complaint, including about decisions of the DPP to
discontinue a prosecution or proceed with a guilty plea to a lesser charge—and this includes victims
of crime as well as family members of victims of crime.
Complaints are currently allocated to a deputy solicitor for public prosecutions, who decides how to
respond, and if a person is not satisfied with that response, they can request the decision be reviewed
by the solicitor for public prosecutions. Information about how the complaints process operates
includes time frames for responding to complaints, publicly available on the OPP’s website. Victims
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and/or their family members are connected to victim services, including the victims assistance
program, and are also provided with information about their entitlements under the victims charter,
including being able to make a complaint about police and key criminal justice agencies such as the
OPP.
As you have indicated, Ms Maxwell, the VLRC has recently reported on its investigation into the
justice system’s response to sexual offending and has made a similar recommendation to provide
victims of a sexual offence with the right to request an independent review of decisions by police or
prosecutors to discontinue or not file charges or indictments, after an internal review. The government
is considering the VLRC’s recommendations, as you would appreciate. It is something that I know I
will be briefing you and seeking your views on in due course, which I guess brings me to a point I
made earlier with Mr Grimley’s amendments—that bringing forward amendments in advance of the
government’s work in this space is a little bit problematic. This one is particularly problematic. The
other two I think we can probably work through. I think they are a bit premature, but I think they are
okay. This one really bothers me. The DPP in the way they are independent and already have the
ability to get together and review their decisions—there is nobody else that can review their decisions.
I cannot review their decisions. The victims of crime commissioner cannot review their decisions. So
to put in an amendment that says somebody can have a review—there is nowhere else to go other than
what they already have, because there is nobody that has jurisdiction to hear that review to be able to
provide any dissenting view to those independent officers.
So although your intent is something that I am really interested in, and it is what I am looking through
with the VLRC report, I think we might need other reforms and other considerations of the internal
structure or indeed further legislation to enable a body or somebody that would even have that power.
For me, I need to understand more about what the gap is that you have identified in relation to internal
reviews. There is nobody else that can review at the moment, because no-one else has the power to.
So I am a little bit concerned that this will not actually do anything, because it will only cement what
is already there, which you have a problem with. It does not enable any other avenues, because there
is nowhere else to go.
Ms MAXWELL: Thank you, Attorney. This was born not only from the VLRC recommendation
but also from the many victims of crime who have come to me and said that the process as it stands
now does not allow them to have any form of review. I will give you an example: when a mother loses
her daughter and the initial charges are laid and this mother is told, ‘We’re going to get him for
murder’. Now, understanding that most people do not have an understanding of how the court
processes work, we all know that murder can be a very difficult charge to make stick. So she was on
the understanding that this charge was going to then perhaps go to manslaughter. She was never kept
updated, and this is not just one standalone victim; this is many victims that come and talk to us. This
mother found out at a later date when that sentence was handed down that that son-in-law was only
charged with a driving offence. He was censured. He lost his licence for longer than he went to court
for for intentionally killing her daughter.
I have another message here today:
I still see the inequality and lack of options for families who have been denied justice due to a lacklustre
prosecution or a biased jury/judge. We not only lose our loved ones but also justice, any right to appeal OR
to give a Victim impact statement. The current appeal process is one-sided, unfair and tilted against the victims.

My role and my colleague Mr Grimley’s role is to stand here and put forward the voices of our
constituents, and I know that you fully appreciate and understand that, Attorney. While we are not
masters in legislation, it is our role and our commitment to put these forward to you, and it is then the
government’s role to determine how this will or will not work. Look, you may oppose these, but what
I would seek is a commitment. As you have said, this needs further work. We cannot continue to have
victims who are feeling that we have an injustice system, not a justice system.
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Ms SYMES: Thank you, Ms Maxwell. As I have said, your passionate advocacy in this space is
well placed and never doubted. My concern here is that it would be irresponsible for government to
adopt these recommendations, because I do not believe they will achieve in any way what you are
hoping to achieve. You have acknowledged what you are trying to achieve and the support that you
have to craft amendments in this way. My commitment to you is that I am already looking at this, and
I would like to bring about greater involvement of victims with the OPP, who are also very much
committed to this. Your amendment at best does not do anything, because they already do it, and at
worst creates an expectation that there is ability for a review without other legislation and a mechanism
in place that does not exist. Therefore I would appreciate it if this does not get up, because it would
cause problems. It would be a bad bill; it would not achieve the results that you are after. Having said
that, I absolutely commit to have further conversations with you about this. It is a recommendation of
the VLRC report that the government is currently considering, so the work is underway, and I am very
happy to come back to you as a matter of priority in this space.
Sitting suspended 6.31 pm until 7.38 pm.
Committee divided on amendment:

Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bach, Dr
Barton, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Burnett-Wake, Ms

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

Limbrick, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Maxwell, Ms
Ondarchie, Mr
Quilty, Mr
Somyurek, Mr

Noes, 18
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Kieu, Dr
Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr

Melhem, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Symes, Ms

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

Amendment negatived.
Amended clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 117 agreed to.
New part heading and new clauses (19:45)
Mr GRIMLEY: I move:
2.

Page 61, after line 12 insert the following new Part heading—
“Part 4A—Information required to be given to victims”.

3.

Insert the following New Clauses to follow clause 117 and the heading proposed by amendment 2—
‘117A Victim impact statements
After section 13(1) of the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 insert—
“(1A) The prosecuting agency must inform the victim, as soon as reasonably practicable after
commencing to deal with that victim, of the victim’s entitlement under subsection (1) to
make a victim impact statement.”.
117B Compensation and financial assistance for victims
After section 16(2) of the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 insert—
“(3) A prosecuting agency that is dealing with a victim must inform the victim of the victim’s
possible entitlements under Divisions 1 and 2 of Part 4 of the Sentencing Act 1991 and
refer the victim to any legal assistance available to them.”.’.

New part heading and new clauses agreed to; clauses 118 to 127 agreed to.
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Long title (19:46)
Mr GRIMLEY: I move:
4.

Long title, after “sentence indications,” insert “to amend the Victims’ Charter Act 2006 in relation to
information required to be given to victims,”.

Amendment agreed to; amended long title agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments, including amended long title.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (19:47): I move:
That the report be now adopted.

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (19:47): I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

The PRESIDENT: I am of the opinion that the third reading of this bill is required to be passed by
an absolute majority. I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT: In order for me to determine whether an absolute majority can be obtained, I
ask those members who are in favour of the motion to stand where they are.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT: Pursuant to standing order 14.27, the bill will be returned to the Assembly with
a message informing them that the Council have agreed to the bill with amendments and requesting
their agreement.
SEX WORK DECRIMINALISATION BILL 2021
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms SYMES:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (19:51): I rise to speak on the Sex Work
Decriminalisation Bill 2021, a bill for an act to decriminalise sex work, to repeal the Sex Work
Act 1994, to provide for a new protected attribute in the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, to make
consequential and related amendments to other acts and for other purposes. I would like to take this
opportunity to talk about the main provisions of this bill, and they are to decriminalise sex work and
to provide for the reduction of discrimination and harm towards sex workers; to initially repeal certain
offences in the Sex Work Act 1994; to repeal the Sex Work Act 1994; to re-enact certain offences
from the Sex Work Act 1994, the Crimes Act 1958 and the Summary Offences Act 1966; to amend
the Summary Offences Act 1966 to provide for the regulation of sex work advertising; and to amend
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the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to establish anti-discrimination protections for sex workers, including
introducing a new protected attribute to protect people from discrimination on the basis of their
profession, their trade or their occupation and repealing a section permitting accommodation to be
refused to sex workers.
I want to on behalf of the Liberal-Nationals thank Minister Horne for the opportunity to receive a
briefing from the Department of Justice and Community Safety. We also indeed met with and
corresponded with a number of organisations—Sex Work Law Reform Victoria, St Kilda Gatehouse,
Police Association Victoria, the Australian Sex Workers Association—and directly with sex workers.
We had some communication with the Australian Christian Lobby, the Uniting Church in Australia
and Resourcing Health and Education. Who we could not meet with were the victims of crime
commissioner, who said, ‘Look at the website’, and the Victoria Police sex industry coordination unit;
we got no response from them at all.
There is an opportunity this evening to talk about some of the notable clauses in this bill, in particular
the ones that are of some concern to the state opposition. Clause 4 provides for a review of the
operation of the amendments made by the bill to be undertaken three to five years after
commencement. The review is an attempt to consider and assess the operation of all amendments
made by this bill and consequential regulatory and policy changes as they relate to sex workers and
the sex work industry. What we could not find out is whether the review will be completed after three
years, four years or five years. The response was, ‘Maybe in three to five years’, and there is no
certainty about whether stakeholder groups will be involved in any consultation or in fact involved in
a review panel.
Clause 8 of the bill repeals section 18A of the Sex Work Act 1994, which makes it an offence if a sex
worker or a client do not adopt safer sex practices. Clauses 9 and 10 remove the offences of allowing
a sex worker to work with a sexually transmitted infection and for a sex worker to work with a sexually
transmitted infection, as well as repealing provision for the Minister for Health to determine the time
period for swab tests to be taken by sex workers. Despite a number of questions in the briefing, we
could not get a response on why you would want to do this.
Clause 28 creates section 38B in the Summary Offences Act 1966:
During the period from 6 a.m. to 7 p.m., a person must not intentionally solicit or invite any person to engage
in sex work in a public place that is at or near the following premises—
(a) school premises;
(b) education or care service premises;
(c) children’s services premises.

‘Near’ is a really non-explicit definition. Where is ‘near’? It is going to be up to the police to make a
judgement about whether this is near or not near. I find it a little bit ironic that the government are
looking to remove this clause that you cannot have sex near a school, yet they can put a drug-injecting
room right next to Richmond West Primary School. What do they stand for, this government?
A member interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: I am not going to pick up that interjection, because it was so silly. I am not
going to pick that up. Clause 36 repeals section 62 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010:
62

Exception—accommodation for commercial sexual services
A person may refuse to provide accommodation to another person if the other person intends to use the
accommodation for, or in connection with, a lawful sexual activity on a commercial basis.

Repealing this section is intended to address discrimination against sex workers in accommodation
settings. Under the Equal Opportunity Act there are existing accommodation exceptions relating to
welfare measures, students, shared accommodation and children, but what we are saying here is that
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they will be able to undertake lawful sexual services pretty well anywhere they like—in the house next
door, in the flat next door, in the apartment next door to where you live.
A member: In the room next door.
Mr ONDARCHIE: In the room next door, but not ‘near’ a school. Though I guess if they are
having a drug injection they could go near a school. This is silly.
Clauses 73 to 75 repeal the existing framework to manage infectious diseases within brothels and
escort agencies and also mean authorised officers will no longer be able to enter a premises to check
compliance with the framework as it might exist. This framework, we are told, is no longer required
because the department is developing a new framework. So what the government are looking to do is
introduce this bill—this new law—and then let us know later what the framework is going to be for
operating it. It does not make sense. Here is an idea, novel as it may be: why doesn’t the government
develop the framework first and then let us address the bill at that time? This is a serious piece of
legislation with serious implications, and there is no firm time frame for review.
When we talk about ‘near’, police will be put in the position of using a subjective judgement on what
constitutes ‘near’ a prohibited place. So senior constable A might say, ‘Well, someone’s within
500 metres; that’s probably okay’, and leading senior constable B might go, ‘Well, it’s actually within
2 kilometres of my son’s school; no, that’s not okay’. Again, they are putting the pressure back on
Victoria Police to make a judgement. If you are serious about this, be prescriptive.
There are several exemptions under the Equal Opportunity Act to protect landlords from being
obligated to provide accommodation to somebody, particularly if there is a strong argument from
stakeholders that their right should be protected to provide accommodation to people for what they
see is a fit level of accommodation. They are taking out the bit that says you cannot discriminate. ‘If
they want to run that place as a brothel, then they should be allowed to do that’. So there is no protection
for landlords here—none whatsoever.
I will be talking a little bit further in my contribution today about a reasoned amendment, which I will
look to move a bit further on in my contribution. I am looking for the evidence that the government
will provide to substantiate the reason for putting through this legislation. I am looking for the reasons
behind it.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE: Now, there is some discussion, picking up Mr Finn’s interjection, that a report
has been done for the government led by Ms Patten from the Reason Party. Well, can we see the
report? Can they show this to us? Can we see the evidence base? I have to say, the Premier stands up
and says, ‘I always take the advice, the health advice, the advice, the advice. I’m not making the
decisions by myself; I’m taking the advice’. Well, show us the advice that was provided here.
The Police Association want a definition, an objective definition, of what ‘near’ means. Even the
Australian Sex Workers Association want an objective definition. The police are going to be put in an
unenviable position, because they will have to make a judgement about what is right and what is
wrong, and that can be challenged.
There is absolutely no evidence that any thought has gone into how an influx of vulnerable men and
women are going to be protected under existing health and safety frameworks that are not only broken
already but not fit for purpose to handle the niche issues associated with sex work. We cannot allow
for a broken system just to break further. It does not make sense.
Protection for landlords is a concern for me. Protections for landlords in respect of refusing
accommodation were introduced for a reason. No evidence has been produced that shows this problem
no longer exists or that landlords should no longer have these rights.
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Let me talk a bit more about clause 37 of this new bill. I quote:
… repeals the Sex Work Act 1994 in full to dismantle the licensing and registration scheme. This repeal will
allow industry regulation to be managed under other Acts that apply generally throughout Victoria … but not
limited to the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004, the Planning and Environment Act 1987, the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998, and the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
The rationale for this approach is that sex work businesses should be treated the same as other Victorian
businesses and regulated through standard planning, occupational health and safety and other business
regulations that apply to all businesses in Victoria.

This clause raises a number of issues. Given that this bill is primarily about improving the safety of
sex workers, why include a clause that increases the risk of workers being physically abused in an
alcohol-fuelled violence scenario? Why do that? The approach that brothels can just take care of it
themselves is simply not good enough. Have Victoria Police been consulted on this clause? Have
WorkSafe been consulted on this clause? What were their views? The answer is we do not know
because the government has not provided any evidence around this.
Can and will the government guarantee that this will not lead to a rise in alcohol-fuelled violence in
brothels? They are serving grog. Can they guarantee that will not happen, if this is really about
protecting sex workers? Now, I am not a pub frequenter—I do not go to licensed establishments very
often—but I do know that over time particularly men that put too much under their belt can get violent.
So what are we planning to do? Serve alcohol in these brothels. Some men will have too much grog
and suddenly they may turn violent—and we are trying to protect sex workers here. It does not make
sense. Was the removal of the alcohol restrictions in brothels a recommendation that was made through
this report led by Ms Patten at the time? We do not know; we have not seen it.
Another thing I am worried about is I do not think the government—and certainly not through this bit
of legislation—are doing enough to tackle human sex trafficking. In my electorate of Northern
Metropolitan Region, as I drive up High Street, Plenty Road and St Georges Road more and more I
am noticing, particularly when the Parliament sits late and I am driving home late at night, these little
flashing red signs—this size—that just say ‘Massage’. Now, I do not know if there are people who
need massages late at night—maybe they are in labour-intensive jobs and need a massage—but there
are a lot more of them popping up in really unusual locations. People I talk to about this suggest to me
that they may be premises that are exploiting women, particularly women who are new arrivals in this
country, particularly women who may be part of a human sex trafficking operation. The government
may claim that this bill is designed to make these things more transparent so it will be easier for police
to target offenders, but they really missed an opportunity with this bill to wipe those sorts of situations
out once and for all. They did not do it. One needs to wonder why. I will come back to that.
The bill also allows for anyone to own and operate a brothel. I tell you what, do not worry about me,
because I am not going to do it, so it will not affect me. But under the legislation anyone can operate
and run a brothel in Victoria. This includes convicted sex traffickers, people convicted of abuse and
criminal organisations. This creates some obvious issues for the people of Victoria, and I would have
to say colloquially—they use this expression now—that would not pass the pub test. We have had
trouble with outlaw motorcycle gangs in this state and organised crime. If we follow this legislation,
these people can run brothels, exploit women. I think Mr Grimley is going to propose some
amendments on this, and I look forward to seeing them when they are circulated. The government
should re-evaluate its position on this and support any amendments that limit ownership to fit and
proper people given the nature of the work involved here.
Another part of this bill is removing the requirement to undertake safe sex practices. This includes
removing testing requirements for sexually transmitted diseases checks and removing STD check
requirements for brothels and agencies that are currently in force with those compliance checks. This
puts the responsibility back on the sex worker to undertake in good faith these practices of checking.
But there will be no provision once this bill is passed to regulate sex workers who either knowingly or
unknowingly work with an STD who do not want to be checked. There is no provision for that. This
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affects not only the sex worker but also the client, and it is bizarre that the government is wanting to
treat this workforce like every other workforce but allowing the potential for a customer to be
knowingly injured by a worker or vice versa. Every now and again in this place we get interjections
that say, ‘Our job as a government is to protect the worker’. Well, this is exactly the opposite. This
legislation is exactly the opposite of people wanting to protect a worker.
I want to touch on the supply of alcohol in brothels. Uniting Church spokesman Mark Zirnsak said
that Victoria already had enough businesses that could sell alcohol and probably did not need any
more. There is some experience in Australia and overseas that mixing alcohol sales with sex work
increases the risk to the safety, health and wellbeing of the workers and their clients. Now, this is the
mob over here that says, ‘We’re here to protect the workers’. This is exactly the opposite in what they
are proposing today—exactly the opposite. There is also a concern that these premises might use the
opportunity to upsell alcohol to clients. I do not know the pub and alcohol business very well, but I
suspect there are reasonable margins on the sale of alcohol. There could be an opportunity here if
people are doing the wrong thing to suddenly elevate the price of a scotch and dry, for example—I do
not know what I am talking about here—or a margarita. The price could suddenly go up because they
are in these premises. Is that fair? Is that fair on clients?
Three years ago the government asked Fiona Patten from this house to conduct a review of the current
sex work laws and make recommendation for decriminalising sex work in Victoria. By the
government’s own admission this report is the basis for the discussion paper and the legislation that is
now here before us. I have got some problems with this. Firstly, I should remind the minister
responsible that the minister has an advisory committee called the Sex Work Ministerial Advisory
Committee. Does the minister even recall that that committee exists? The committee’s role includes
advising the minister about issues relating to regulation, control and operation of the sex industry in
Victoria. I do not know. I would have thought that if you are going to reform the sex work industry in
Victoria you might want to go directly to the people involved in the industry, and that is why the
ministerial advisory committee exists. What possible reason would the government then have to ask a
crossbench member in the upper house to conduct this review for them? What possible reason could
that be? A trade-off for a pandemic vote maybe? Who knows? A special deal has been done? Who
knows? But this government is full of dodgy deals so nothing would surprise me here. Nothing would
surprise me of a dodgy deal being done for this report to be done.
But here is the problem, and I want to express my concern and dissatisfaction with this: this report that
has been done that the government claims is the basis for this legislation, this debate today, should be
made available to us. Now, there could be elements of that report that identify individuals, that identify
personal circumstances; let us redact that bit. But the whole basis for this legislative change, as
apparently exists in the report, is not here before us. So how is it possible that the government can
claim that they are putting through this legislation based on this report led by an upper house member
and not their own ministerial advisory committee while this report is not before us so we can make a
value judgement on behalf of our constituents that this is a good bit of legislation? It is being held
back.
Now, I have to say it is probably in the same bin as the health advice that said we should shut
playgrounds. It is probably in the same bin as the health advice that said we should have a curfew
between 9.00 pm and 6.00 am or 5.00 am, because when we ask about these things from the
government—‘Produce the evidence for the basis of this decision-making’—they go quiet. And what
happens more than that? The Premier goes missing. So there could be a very simple solution to this if
the government looks to pass this legislation: make this report public. Let us see what it says.
Mr Finn: It’s called transparency.
Mr ONDARCHIE: Exactly, Mr Finn. Let us see what it says. Now, the ministerial advisory
committee said some time ago that they have a problem with allowing liquor into brothels, because
they are worried about how it might affect sex workers because of the things I have already talked
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about in terms of violence with men et cetera. But this recommendation suggests that that is not
required and they should be allowed to sell alcohol in brothels, despite what the ministerial advisory
committee said. The committee said, and they agreed, that workplaces should be free from liquorrelated harm, so I do not understand the reason for the government wanting to do this now. I am
hopeful the minister, in response, will be able to justify why they are doing this in contradiction to
what the ministerial advisory committee said. There is some discussion worldwide, as I related to you
earlier in this contribution, that the mixing of alcohol and brothels could be unhealthy—unhealthy for
the clients, unhealthy particularly for the workers.
I ask for my reasoned amendment to be circulated. My reasoned amendment, which I will look to
move at the end of the second reading, says:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until a redacted and de-identified copy of Ms Fiona Patten MP’s government-commissioned
review is released to members of Parliament to enable scrutiny of the recommendations that have led to the
proposed legislation.’.

It is pretty simple. If the government come into this place claiming (a) to protect workers—this bill
will not do this—and (b) to protect businesses—this bill will not do this—and reducing Victoria
Police’s capacity to be able to manage this thing and it is based on a report that was commissioned by
the government and led by Ms Fiona Patten MP, show us the report. It is pretty simple. Show us the
evidence, and if the evidence is substantial and it will support this legislation, then we will have another
view about that. But it is not enough for the government to come in here, as they have right through
the last two years, and say, ‘Just trust us on everything. Just trust us’. I tell you what, I do not trust
them. I do not trust them. They come and make announcements about Victoria’s Big Build, and we
find the projects have blown out by billions. They come into this place and say, ‘We need $24.5 billion
of extra borrowing to fund our COVID requirements’, and then we find the cost blowouts of projects
in Victoria add up to $24.5 billion. I do not believe them.
Ms Terpstra: On a point of order, Acting President, I am not sure the allegations Mr Ondarchie is
talking about with regard to the Big Build actually have anything to do with this bill that is before the
house, so I would ask the member to keep his contribution relevant and come back to the scope of the
bill.
Mr Finn: On the point of order, Acting President, I think the point that Mr Ondarchie was making
was the point about the credibility of the government. I think that is a very astute point, a very pertinent
point, and I think he should be allowed to make that point without difficulty from the government.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Ms Terpstra, it is not a point of order. Mr Ondarchie
is the lead speaker. But I would remind Mr Ondarchie that we are talking about the Sex Work
Decriminalisation Bill and ask that he really direct his comments towards the bill at hand.
Mr ONDARCHIE: This is a statement about trust, whether sex workers have trust in this bill,
whether licensed premises will be trusted to sell alcohol at the right price, should they be allowed to
sell alcohol, and it is about ensuring that workers in this industry who work in brothels can trust they
will be safe at work. This is all about trust, and the apologists and defenders of the realm on the other
side are quick to jump to their feet and say this has got nothing to do with it. It is all about the trust
Victorians have, because what is clear here, over a long period of time, whether it is the health system,
whether it is COVID, whether it is the sex worker discrimination bill, is that Victorians do not trust
this government. They do not have faith in this government. They say one thing and do another.
The ministerial advisory committee said ‘no alcohol in brothels’, and this government is saying,
‘You’re allowed to do it’. Landlords and people are saying, ‘Hang on, we should have a choice about
what type of business goes into our premises’. The government says, ‘No, anyone can set up
anywhere’. They could set up in the apartment next to you, they could set up in the room next to you,
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they could set up in the flat next to you, they could set up in the house next to you as long as they are
not, according to this legislation, near a school.
This is all about trust, and I and many, many, many Victorians that I speak to out on the street—and I
spend a lot of time out talking to people—do not trust this government. So my reasoned amendment
is very simple: if you want trust out of us, show us the report and the recommendations. Show us what
led you to this conclusion that these elements in the acts need to be changed. I say to you on behalf of
the Liberal-Nationals coalition: if this reasoned amendment is not passed, we will oppose this bill.
I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until a redacted and de-identified copy of Ms Fiona Patten MP’s government-commissioned
review is released to members of Parliament to enable scrutiny of the recommendations that have led to the
proposed legislation.’.

Ms TERPSTRA (Eastern Metropolitan) (20:18): I rise to make a contribution on the Sex Work
Decriminalisation Bill 2021, and in doing so I have had the benefit of course of listening to
Mr Ondarchie’s contribution, and I will address some of those matters momentarily. Primarily this bill
will repeal the Sex Work Act 1994 to decriminalise consensual sex work between adults, abolish the
sex work licensing system and instead regulate sex work businesses through mainstream regulators.
And I will go, as I said, in a minute to dealing with some of the tenets of Mr Ondarchie’s argument.
Having the benefit of having heard these arguments this evening really demonstrates to me and
solidifies for me the fact that those opposite fundamentally do not understand what this bill is actually
about. Again, it is the sky is falling, the world is coming to an end and talking about the fact that there
is no trust in government. This is actually about ensuring that sex workers and their role and their
functions are legitimised as a legitimate form of business. It is consenting adults.
I will go in a moment to I guess some of the fallacies that Mr Ondarchie has talked about in his
contribution, and these things have been directly addressed in some of the documentation that is
already public and on the record. Just by way of background, the Victorian government recognises
that sex work is a legitimate form of work that should be regulated through standard business laws to
safeguard workers and reduce stigma. It is important that these workers are seen as workers and that
their profession is legitimised and stigma is reduced. It is sad to have to listen to the contributions of
those opposite because that is what their entire contributions do—seek to stigmatise and further
demonise this profession.
I might say that quite some years ago I was fortunate enough to work for the New South Wales
working women’s centre. It was a not-for-profit community legal centre, and the clientele of the
community legal centre we represented were women from marginalised backgrounds. They also
included women from non-English-speaking backgrounds. In those early days—and this is a long,
long time ago—we gave advice to sex workers. They were actually coming to us to seek advice on
the implementation of the GST. That is how long ago that was. I have to say, having liaised with and
listened to conversations about the work that sex workers do and the range of ways in which they
conduct their business, it became apparent to me—as we know, sex work is one of the oldest
professions in the world; it is not going to go away—that it is something that needs to be legitimised.
I think the main thing that seems to come through from those opposite is that there is still some kind
of weird stigma associated, and that is just not relevant in this day and age. All of the things that we
have talked about are just not going to eventuate from those opposite.
As I said, in those early days listening to sex workers and providing them with advice what became
apparent was that they needed industrial advice about their working arrangements, they also needed
tax advice, but they also needed health advice—occupational health and safety advice. Those are all
the things that are legitimate and come with working. So again, this bill came from a very considered
response that the government initiated. We asked Ms Patten to lead this very important work on behalf
of the government.
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In November 2019 the Victorian government asked Ms Patten to lead the review to make
recommendations for the decriminalisation of sex work in Victoria. The review consulted sex workers;
sex worker peer organisations; legal, health and education support service providers; commercial
operators and industry organisations; workplace safety agencies; local and federal government
agencies; law enforcement agencies and other community expert organisations. After considering all
of that it decided to decriminalise sex work in Victoria.
The decriminalisation of sex work will remove offences and criminal penalties for consensual sex
work. Now, this is key, because what we have heard from those opposite is a lot of confusion and
conflation of issues around alcohol and around perhaps potential crimes against people that involve
non-consensual interactions. Again, this is about consensual interactions—consenting adults. This will
include the decriminalisation of street-based sex work in most locations and repeal of public health
offences
We know that many, many years ago it was the Cain government that decriminalised prostitution, but
street-based sex work was one of those things that was not captured by those earlier reforms. So
perhaps these reforms are a long time coming. But what I do know is the way and the manner in which
sex work is conducted today has varied greatly from the time of the early 1970s and 80s. There are
lots of different models of sex work that exist today. Perhaps those opposite might even turn their
minds to the fact that there is a range of people in our community who have legitimate needs and want
to access sex work to have their needs met. It is not just about the seedy interactions that those opposite
want to focus on, continuing to stigmatise those who work in this profession.
As I said, the decriminalisation will remove offences and criminal penalties for consensual sex work,
it will repeal the Sex Work Act 1994 and regulate the sex work industry through existing regulatory
agencies, and I will go to those in a moment, and it will also introduce supporting reforms in areas
such as planning, public health and anti-discrimination.
Importantly—and I might go to this point now—Mr Ondarchie has tabled his reasoned amendment,
which is about demanding that the government release its review in regard to the agency, trying to
intimate that we are hiding things and that there are all manner of nefarious reasons why the
government is doing this but again failing to understand the proper basis for this. In fact the reason
why the review documents will not be released is that they are confidential and will not be published.
The terms of reference required Ms Patten to provide the minister with confidential recommendations
for the decriminalisation of sex work. The reason for that was it was an effort to mitigate the risk of
further marginalising sex workers through a public review process. Sex workers who want to keep
their anonymity are quite entitled to do so.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: What you fail to understand is that by exposing sex workers you are taking away
their ability to have control over their own circumstances. Again, your reasoned amendment is flawed
and fails to understand this point.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms TERPSTRA: Exactly. It is about not releasing it because we want to protect workers. You do
not understand it. You have no understanding of how to protect workers. You say you do, but you do
not. You come in here and conflate a whole bunch of things and you have got nothing to stand on.
Again, this is about ensuring that we do not further marginalise sex workers through a public review
process. What you want to do is parade everybody in a public process. Shame on you. You should
make sure that you understand these issues better than you have shown today. It just demonstrates that
you have not changed at all. None of you have changed at all. You are an embarrassment and a
disgrace.
Members interjecting.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten): Order! Please, Ms Terpstra, proceed.
Ms TERPSTRA: Thank you, Acting President. As I said, the review consulted a range of
stakeholders to seek their views. This included legal, health and education support services,
commercial operators and industry, government experts, federal agencies, law enforcement agencies
and other community and expert organisations. This is critical.
Let us get to the point of the ‘the sky is falling’ approach over here. The regulation of the sex work
industry will include that it will be regulated by existing responsible agencies. WorkSafe will be
responsible for workplace health and safety, the Department of Health will be responsible for public
health matters, local government authorities will be responsible for planning matters and, contrary to
the contribution of Mr Ondarchie on liquor, the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation will be responsible for liquor licensing. So, again, to conflate this issue with service of
alcohol and all sorts of stuff—I mean, honestly, there are agencies that exist now that have the capacity
and capability to regulate these matters. Victoria Police will be responsible for criminal investigations
and any public safety matters.
And I might add again on the contribution of Mr Ondarchie, who was talking about how some of these
businesses might be able to be set up next to a school, a preschool, child care or places of worship, in
line with the principles of decriminalisation and with planning regulations governing other similar
businesses there will be no requirement for sex work premises or home-based sex work businesses to
be separated from other land uses, including schools, preschools, child care or places of worship.
These reforms acknowledge and address that current restrictions are harmful to sex workers, are not
useful or necessary to maintain public amenity and largely exist because of the stigma against sex
work. By removing separation distances we are ensuring that sex work service premises can be
established in safer commercial and mixed-use areas surrounded by similar commercial services and
retail businesses. The contribution that was made by the member opposite lacked evidence. It is all
just ‘the sky is falling’ stuff. There is no real force or evidence for any of the allegations made over
there. These reforms go towards protecting sex workers to ensure that they can conduct their legitimate
business operations and activities in a more safe manner.
We have heard claims about violence towards women, and this government over here takes these
matters very, very seriously. The Andrews Labor government committed to implementing all the
reforms of the Royal Commission into Family Violence, and we take violence against women and
children very seriously, but there are a range of factors driving violence against sex workers, including
stigma and discrimination, and the contribution by the member opposite underscored that. It is just
highly inappropriate. The actual act of sexual activity for payment or reward is not inherently violent.
Conflating these issues frames sex workers as responsible for crimes committed against them. Sex
work is by definition voluntary and consensual. If violence occurs towards a sex worker, it is a crime
in the way that it would be a crime against any other person. Sex with an underage person is a crime
regardless of whether the underage person is provided with payment or reward. That is not sex work
and is a crime.
Destigmatising the sex work industry and reducing discrimination is essential for protecting people
working in the industry and shifting public perceptions of sex work. Entrenched negative perceptions
of the sex work industry impact sex workers’ mental health, reinforce attitudes that drive violence
against sex workers, create barriers to accessing health care—which I will turn to in a moment—social
services and housing, and limit educational and employment opportunities for workers, including
those who wish to leave the industry.
I might add, quite a few years ago now I volunteered with an organisation called Open Family. One
of the roles that we did was to go out at night, and we went down to St Kilda, and we had a bus. There
was also a needle exchange program. But we provided opportunities to those sex workers who got on
the bus. If they wanted referrals to other services, that was what that service did. Did they want to get
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off drugs and alcohol if that was a problem for them? We also gave them a whole range of services
and supports if they wanted to take them. I understand that those opposite want to focus on some sort
of seedy underbelly, but those workers are so much more than just the small proportion that those
opposite want to talk about. It is much more broad and much more diverse than that.
Let me just quickly turn to the health issues here. The stigmatisation makes people feel unsafe, so that
they are not going to come forward and perhaps seek help or assistance in regard to their health issues.
One of the things that I noted in preparing to speak tonight is that there is no evidence that suggests
that sex workers carry more STDs than any others. In fact the evidence that was received as part of
this inquiry is that sex workers actually take their health and safety very seriously, and they take
appropriate protections towards not only protecting themselves but also their clients from any impacts
of the transmission of sexually transmitted diseases. Again, the stigma surrounding sex work and
sexually transmitted diseases is a perception that is not supported in evidence. Evidence indicates that
sex workers have comparatively higher rates of compliance with safer sex practices and lower rates of
sexually transmitted infections than the general population. But those opposite do not want to hear
about that. They just want to keep the stigmatisation going.
In addition, existing criminal laws make it an offence to recklessly cause or engage in conduct that
may cause serious injury, including infecting someone with a sexually transmitted disease. That
already applies in the sex work industry. To address this stigma and treat the sex work industry in an
equivalent manner to other industries the Victorian government, as I have touched on earlier, will be
repealing public health offences from the Sex Work Act 1994. This means sex workers will no longer
be required to undergo mandatory sexual health testing, nor will there be criminal repercussions for
failing to practise safer sex.
The clock is running down. I could go on and on. I hope I have dispelled some of the myths today that
have been put by those opposite. I know there will be other speakers on this, and I look forward to
hearing the other contributions. I commend this bill to the house without amendment, and I encourage
everyone in this chamber to vote for this bill without amendment.
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (20:32): I am glad to rise to speak after the last two
speakers, because they have given wonderful contributions that I would like to touch on. I rise to speak
on the Sex Work Decriminalisation Bill 2021. The main purpose of this bill is ‘to decriminalise sex
work and provide for the reduction of discrimination against, and harm to, sex workers’, and I agree
with that purpose. But this bill contains over 80 clauses and contains changes to over 20 different acts,
including the Sex Work Act 1994, the Crimes Act 1958, the Summary Offences Act 1966, the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 and the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, not touching on the planning
act and others. While I support the overall aim of this bill, there are provisions within it that I strongly
object to.
I certainly do not intend to go through the bill clause by clause, but let us look at clauses 8 to 10. These
clauses make it no longer an offence if a sex worker or client does not adopt safe sex practices. They
remove stealthing—or the removal of a condom by either the worker or the client—as an offence.
They also remove as an offence allowing a sex worker to work with a sexually transmitted infection,
and they remove mandatory testing for STIs. Let me point out that STIs are very serious illnesses that
can cause death. If I ran any other business, I could not let someone with a reportable illness—an STI,
an infectious disease, such as whooping cough or shingles, or even COVID-19 for that matter—work
without them having a clearance.
Picking up on what the government has just said, it is not about stigma around having sex workers
being tested. Under the current act, which is the Sex Work Act 1994, sex workers are required to have
a test every three months. Now, this is not about stigmatisation. This is not to say that sex workers do
not take their jobs very seriously, and this is not to say that they are not within their own controls to
have those tests. This is to say that there is a reason why they have their tests every three months. This
is actually to pick up on a disease, if there is a disease present, within a three-month period. That means
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that if they actually have the test every three months, they can actually look at their client base for the
last three months. Now, if we let that go indefinitely, it could be 12 months of clients. It could be three
years of clients. The requirement under the current act of three months is a very good test. If it was
actually suggested that under the current act the workers actually said ‘Look, we’d like a test every six
months or 12 months’ and then there was actually health evidence behind that to say ‘These are the
amount of clients; this is what risk is involved’, that would make sense. But there is not that.
This is about making sure that the clients are safe as well as the sex worker. Under the current climate
the government is actually requesting that we have rapid tests and that small children actually have
them twice a week to pick up on COVID. But it is a bit of a smack in the face that they are not
requesting the same kind of health requirements for a possible infectious disease and the screening and
the possible testing to pick that up at an early stage so therefore they are not actually transmitting it
within that. So that is why people might find, ‘Oh, well, every three months I have to have a test’.
Well, children are having tests twice a week at the moment, and now the government is actually
requesting that I have a test twice a week to come into Parliament. But here we are: the current act
says ‘for a sex worker, every three months’, but this is not good enough. It could be infinite, and an
infinite amount of clients and possible infection could be going around the community. Well, I do not
think that that is good enough. This bill actually allows a sex worker with an illness that is transmitted
by the very nature of their work to continue to work. That is not applied to kids, teachers or even
parliamentarians at this current stage when it comes to COVID.
The explanatory memorandum says that a section is being repealed ‘to remove a discriminatory,
industry-specific public health offence’. Surely both workers and customers would want a safe work
environment, just like our teachers, just like our children, just like members of Parliament here,
especially with the possible influx of new workers—there are going to be new workers. To put it into
perspective, someone has to be double vaccinated against COVID to be able to serve me a glass of
wine. Now, I have to undergo a rapid antigen test just to be able to stand in this Parliament, but I can
actually have sex with a sex worker who does not have to be tested for STIs. I cannot see how some
members of this Council see testing for STIs as discriminatory yet support mandatory vaccinations for
COVID or mandatory testing with rapid tests. I think that is a bit two-faced.
In stage 2 of this bill there are amendments to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act on this issue, and
a framework will be developed. Until that framework is developed I do not think that we should be
making these changes.
The bill also proposes changes to planning controls that would allow home-based sex work businesses
to operate without a permit and the planning requirements of other home-based businesses. A
hairdresser operating out of home has to have a permit. Someone working in their kitchen out of home
has to get a permit. A health practitioner like me, setting up my acupuncture clinic in Williamstown—
I have to get a permit, and I have to go through planning controls to make sure that my neighbours are
happy with the hours of operation that I am conducting and the amount of traffic coming to and fro.
This has got nothing to do with discrimination. This is about amenity of a neighbourhood. That is all
it has got to do with—not discrimination, not that my neighbours do not like a doctor of Chinese
medicine or a kitchen or a hairdresser. It has got nothing to do with that. It is about the amenity, about
the times of operation, about the amount of cars coming and going and if there is parking within that
area, and it is common decency to ask those neighbours to advertise—not go under the cloak of
darkness because, ‘Oh, wow, we don’t want to discriminate’. This is the very virtue of what you are
saying. You are saying that they do not need a permit, so they are not discriminated against.
Respectfully, that is what you are doing to the neighbourhood, to everyone around them—not allowing
everyone to have the ability to have their say. It very well may be that it is the perfect location for a
home-based sex industry or a brothel. The neighbourhood might be wanting that with the neighbour
next door. They may know that neighbour and currently know that they are a sex worker and want
them to work from home, but that is the whole purpose of actually allowing advertising—to allow the
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neighbours to have their say and have that ability. So if this bill is really about making sex work the
same as other industries, they must be subject to the same terms and conditions.
The bill also contains restrictions on the hours street workers can be near certain places, including
schools and places of worship. Personally I do not think it is clear enough. ‘Near’, to me, might be
150 metres away. For someone else, it could be 250 metres away. Currently the planning controls say
500 metres away from a school or a place of worship, but sex workers are not happy with this and
think they should be able to be closer, as they are apparently well lit and near public transport. Really?
What about children? What about religious freedoms? What about others not being able to have a say
about their neighbourhoods? Now, this is not asking them to work in dangerous and isolated places.
The Sex Work Act 1994 is a wonderful current act that guarantees sex workers are safe within
permitted places and that the police and everyone else know that they are there. So you are going to
have, possibly, brothels and sex workers within the community that nobody knows about, with nobody
knowing where they are.
Let me ask: what about landlords? This bill removes their ability to refuse accommodation to sex
workers who want to conduct sex work within that accommodation. Now, I might be wrong, but
without a planning permit being required and with a landlord unable to refuse a tenancy any suburban
house could be used as a brothel—or any Airbnb. Now, this puts a totally different spin on it: an air
bed and bordello. Now, there have already been numerous problems where this has happened here
and overseas. In the UK they have widely used pop-up brothels. Only earlier this year we saw a
residential home in Williams Landing in my electorate illegally being used as a brothel. And we are
talking about large, expensive residential homes being used as Airbnbs and otherwise and rentals—
five- and six-bedroom homes, luxury residences, big homes such as in Keilor, in Essendon, in
Maribyrnong, in the rifle range in Williamstown or even in Werribee. I wonder how the Premier in his
big house would feel about it if his neighbours rented their home and set a brothel up next door. Would
he be happy with this legislation? Maybe he is. Maybe he wants his big house rented out. Who knows?
There are so many things wrong with this bill, and not just what is contained within it. Let me quote
from the Consumer Affairs Victoria website:
The Sex Work Ministerial Advisory Committee is an independent statutory body. The committee’s role
includes advising the Minister for Consumer Affairs about issues related to the regulation, control and general
operation of the sex work industry in Victoria.

I quote again:
… The Sex Work Ministerial Advisory Committee is currently not operating and the membership and chair
positions are vacant.

Let me also remind you that this bill was put forward by the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation. Instead of this committee continuing to operate and advise on this bill the
government asked Ms Patten to conduct a review of the current legislation and to make
recommendations about decriminalising sex work. To the best of my knowledge the review was
conducted by Ms Patten and a number of staff from the Department of Justice and Community Safety.
I have requested a copy of this review from Ms Patten’s office and was told that I would have to
request it from the minister. To the best of my knowledge it has never been made public, yet this is the
basis that has been used for all the changes in this bill. It has not been based on the work of a ministerial
advisory group or the work of a select committee of this house or the other place. Many in my
community believe that this bill is obviously a trade-off for Ms Patten’s vote on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (State of Emergency Extension) Bill 2021 and on the pandemic legislation.
All 44 pages of this bill are not designed to put sex work businesses on the same playing field as other
businesses or to make it safer for the industry. They are to create a totally different playing field for
that industry.
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Independent amendments circulated by Dr CUMMING pursuant to standing orders.
Dr CUMMING: These amendments delete clauses 5, 8, 9, 10 and 13 of the bill, which relate to
the removal of mandatory testing and safe work practices. Clauses 72 to 75 of the bill amend the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act to provide for a framework to be developed under stage 2 of the bill. Until
we have a framework in place under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act we should not be removing
the current testing regime. I will not be supporting this bill without these amendments being put in
place.
I believe this bill will actually cause more problems, with no ability for the community to come
forward when they actually have problems with brothels being set up within their neighbourhoods.
Currently we have situations, and I was on council, with massage parlours—or rub and tugs, as my
community would like to call them—and there is no ability for local councils to act when communities
make complaints about these premises being set up everywhere under the guise of legitimate massage
clinics. I know, I have had these issues. When they complain to the local council, they do not have any
ability to do anything about it. When the police go and investigate—if they can be bothered—there
are not those measures in place.
Without actually having proper planning controls, a proper planning framework and proper advertising
for the neighbours and the local community or local councils to have the ability to say where these
premises can and cannot go, the community is going to have no ability to complain about their
neighbourhood amenity. This is not about discrimination; it is about public amenity. I do not believe
that sex workers should be treated any differently to any other business. It is real anti-discrimination
if they are treated like everyone else and go through the same planning controls in all of the
neighbourhoods under neighbourhood planning that any other business goes through.
I am a great supporter of the Sex Work Act 1994. For me, if this was about just decriminalising sex
work and there were amendments to the current act around that, I would be 100 per cent throwing my
support behind that. But this is a total rewrite, and I believe that there are gaps within this current bill
that will actually create more discrimination—when the title says that this is meant to be about
equality. Under the current act you actually have to be over 18 to go into a brothel. There is nothing in
here to actually say that you have to be a certain age to be able to go into brothels. For me, I quite
enjoy the current Sex Work Act 1994. Unfortunately I believe this is going to create more problems.
This government is really good at throwing what it considers progressive bills out there to the Victorian
community, and then it is going to be other people’s problem to look after, which will be the local
councils and which will be the local community—and they will have no ability to complain or to
rectify the amenity issues.
Ms TAYLOR (Southern Metropolitan) (20:52): I move:
That debate on this bill be adjourned until later this day.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until later this day.
Business of the house
INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
VICTORIAN INSPECTORATE
Performance audit
The PRESIDENT (20:53): I have received a message from the Legislative Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly has agreed to the following resolution—
(1) Under s 170 of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011, Callida Pty Ltd
(‘Callida Consulting’) be appointed:
(a) to conduct the performance audit of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission;
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(b) in accordance with the agreement for the provision of services for the performance audits of the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission and the Victorian Inspectorate; and
(c) at the following fixed-fee levels of remuneration:
(i)

$66,000, plus GST, upon acceptance of Callida Consulting’s audit plan, representing 20 per
cent of the total fee;

(ii) $99,000, plus GST, upon acceptance of Callida Consulting’s progress report, representing
30 per cent of the total fee; and
(iii) $165,000, plus GST, upon acceptance of Callida Consulting’s final draft report, representing
50 per cent of the total fee.
(2) Under s 90D of the Victorian Inspectorate Act 2011, Callida Pty Ltd (‘Callida Consulting’) be appointed:
(a) to conduct the performance audit of the Victorian Inspectorate;
(b) in accordance with the agreement for the provision of services for the performance audits of the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission and the Victorian Inspectorate; and
(c) at the following fixed-fee levels of remuneration:
(i)

$21,600, plus GST, upon acceptance of Callida Consulting’s audit plan, representing 20 per
cent of the total fee;

(ii) $32,400, plus GST, upon acceptance of Callida Consulting’s progress report, representing
30 per cent of the total fee; and
(iii) $54,000, plus GST, upon acceptance of Callida Consulting’s final draft report, representing
50 per cent of the total fee;
which is presented for the agreement of the Legislative Council.

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (20:56): I move, by leave:
That the message be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
JOINT SESSIONAL ORDERS
The PRESIDENT (20:56): I have a second message from the Legislative Assembly:
The Legislative Assembly presents for the agreement of the Legislative Council a Joint Sessional Order to
come into effect immediately on the Council’s agreement.

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (20:56): I move, by leave:
That the message be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
WRITTEN RESPONSES
The PRESIDENT (20:56): In the afternoon Mr Davis raised a point of order on a supplementary
question to Ms Pulford, and after checking Hansard I can see Ms Pulford has answered most of the
supplementary but not the first part, which was ‘How much?’. I give Ms Pulford two days to respond
to Mr Davis.
Adjournment
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria—Leader of the Government, Attorney-General, Minister for
Emergency Services) (20:57): I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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PUBLIC HOUSING DISABILITY SUPPORT
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) (20:57): (1703) My adjournment matter this evening
is for the Minister for Housing and Minister for Planning in the other place. It concerns a constituent,
Sagal, and her family that currently live in the Kensington housing towers. Sagal first contacted my
office back in November, and given the nature of this specific case and request I did not envision that
here in February, after writing to the minister and now four months later, I would need to bring it up
in this house. But here we are.
Sagal lives in the Kensington housing towers with her son Mustaf. Mustaf battles with muscular
dystrophy and autism. The muscular dystrophy has severely limited his movement, and he is confined
to a wheelchair, requiring assistance with basic tasks. I think that everyone in this chamber—and more
broadly, all Victorians—would appreciate this could create challenges for a family in the best of
circumstances, but it has been made near impossible for Sagal and her family and the wonderful NDIS
support workers because of the condition of the Kensington towers. Anyone will tell you these
apartments are not fit for those that require special accommodation requirements. Basic hoisting
equipment that you would see in most NDIS housing cannot be installed, forcing those that look after
Mustaf to lift him manually, potentially injuring him or themselves, multiple times a day. The doors
in the apartment hallways are not wide enough for Mustaf’s wheelchair to fit through, creating
hardships every time he is required to move from room to room.
One of the most egregious aspects of this case is the elevator to get up to his apartment. It has been out
of operation for 10 of the last 31 days. Mustaf has missed medical appointments at the Royal
Children’s Hospital. He has missed crucial appointments with the occupational therapist. He has
missed out on his return to school. And as we have had some pretty warm to hot days lately, Mustaf
has been stuck in a warm apartment with no escape and no fresh air. The damage this could do to
someone’s mental health is startling, and quite frankly it breaks my heart. It is quite shocking and
angers me deeply that if there was an emergency like last year’s earthquake or a fire that broke out in
the building, Mustaf would be trapped in the building with no way out. Mustaf’s OTs, physios and
countless other professionals have all stated that the living conditions are not adequate for his condition
and that it is significantly affecting his treatment and quality of life.
Sagal is doing a great job and the best she can do. She applied for housing with special requirements
to accommodate her son’s needs in 2018, and it is an absolute travesty that she has been told to wait
longer and been told by the Department of Families, Fairness and Housing that ‘housing is provided
to those with the highest priorities’. Now, Minister, if you do not think that this application should be
a high priority, it really does show that you are not fit to govern. My call to action is for the minister
to re-evaluate this application immediately and find Sagal and her family alternative accommodation
that allows Mustaf to have some basic NDIS equipment installed. If required, I ask the minister to join
me down there for a visit so he can see for himself. This is not a gotcha moment. This is not about
politics. This is about a young boy and his family who are at risk of falling through the cracks. It needs
to happen, and, Minister, you can fix this today.
ARILPA, POINT LONSDALE
Mr MEDDICK (Western Victoria) (21:00): (1704) My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other place, and the action I seek is that
she accept an invitation I have been asked to extend to her to visit on-site the oasis of native plants and
ecosystem of Arilpa at Point Lonsdale in my electorate.
Arilpa is an extraordinary property. Its origins date back to 1905 when Sir Alfred Deakin sold
2.5 hectares of land to his daughter Ivy and son-in-law Herbert Brookes. They not only built the
heritage-listed house in 1913 but set about creating a native garden whose history has evolved into a
living time capsule made up of only plants that are native to that particular area of Point Lonsdale. The
adjoining properties have stayed in the hands of the Deakin family even to this day, with a Trust for
Nature covenant in place since 2007, but Arilpa is under threat and needs help from the state
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government to meet the costs of keeping an invasion of non-native species from all adjoining
properties out and large housing inappropriate to the area from being built on the boundaries.
Protections must also extend to preventing the planting of any species on adjoining properties not
native to the area and the removal of any that currently exist.
Every effort must be made by the government to assist the owners of the adjoining properties to
undertake this work, because it will in effect create a buffer zone and encourage the return of native
animal species. The Brookes family have maintained a historical living record of Australian native
plant species, some the last of their kind, at significant personal expense and now need help—
something they and I do not believe can be truly understood without seeing it for yourself. Will the
minister accept the Brookes family’s invitation by visiting Arilpa to appreciate this unique gem and
listen to their call for help?
COVID-19 VACCINATION
Ms VAGHELA (Western Metropolitan) (21:02): (1705) 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 portfolio responsibilities of
multicultural affairs. In Victoria we are making it easier for Victorians from multicultural and
multifaith backgrounds to get vaccinated, with targeted support to help them access vaccinations, get
to appointments and combat misinformation. Grants of up to $20 000 are available to support
community organisations and neighbourhood houses to deliver activities that reduce COVID-19
vaccine misinformation and hesitancy. The local community access grants program funds community
organisations and neighbourhood houses to deliver activities that will help increase the uptake of the
COVID-19 vaccine in priority groups. Neighbourhood houses and community organisations have
been very important in making sure that diverse communities remain supported. These grants will play
a vital role in helping them deliver activities which will reduce hesitancy and misinformation.
We have to make sure that the multicultural and multifaith communities of Victoria remain protected
from the pandemic. Multicultural communities have faced the brunt of the COVID-19 pandemic.
Many multicultural-background people work in jobs which were most affected by the lockdowns. The
sophisticated misinformation campaigns have also targeted the multicultural communities. It is vital
to support them in every way possible. The action I seek from the minister is to provide me with an
update on how the multicultural and multifaith organisations in my electorate of Western Metropolitan
Region are made aware of these support programs.
SHEPPARTON FOODSHARE
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (21:04): (1706) My adjournment is for the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers, and it concerns the future home of Shepparton Foodshare. The action
that I seek from the minister is for him to make a funding commitment of $600 000 to Shepparton
Foodshare, matching the recent funding commitment by the federal government of $600 000, to
construct a permanent home for this wonderful local organisation.
Shepparton Foodshare is a food collection, warehousing and redistribution service that distributes
400 000 kilograms of food each year to over 100 registered agencies across six local government
areas. These organisations include registered emergency relief agencies, schools, community meals
programs and churches that support vulnerable individuals—children, the homeless and people from
culturally and linguistically diverse communities, including new arrivals and refugees. Shepparton
Foodshare operates without any recurrent funding from government and relies mainly on its own
fundraising efforts, the community and generous philanthropic donations to operate. During last year’s
COVID-19 outbreak in Greater Shepparton, Shepparton Foodshare took a lead role in coordinating
food distribution to the thousands of families unable to access basic goods and services whilst
completing their required 14-day quarantine period. Working with other agencies Shepparton
Foodshare’s work was crucial during the crisis, distributing more than 61 000 kilograms of food to
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vulnerable people over 10 days. Shepparton Foodshare’s efforts during the outbreak reinforced their
crucial role in helping the most vulnerable members of the community.
But recent events have put the future of the service in doubt. Shepparton Foodshare currently operate
out of a warehouse in Mooroopna which they have occupied since 2012 without a formal lease
agreement. The owners of the warehouse have indicated to Foodshare the need to vacate the premises,
originally by February 2022. This has now been renegotiated until early 2023. Shepparton Foodshare
have identified and are in the process of purchasing land using existing funds to build a fit-for-purpose
facility that will become the organisation’s forever home. The planned facility will serve the everyday
operational requirements of Foodshare and allow for the ability to expand in crisis situations, such as
during last year’s outbreak. The purchase of land and construction of the facility has been costed at
approximately $1.5 million, of which Foodshare has allocated $300 000 from its building fund. Last
month the federal coalition government announced its contribution to the construction of Shepparton
Foodshare’s new home with a funding grant of $600 000. The organisation is seeking a matching grant
of $600 000 from the Andrews Labor government, which will ensure the new facility is built and its
future secured.
AMBULANCE VICTORIA
Ms MAXWELL (Northern Victoria) (21:07): (1707) My adjournment is to the Minister for
Ambulance Services, and it is regarding the ever-deepening crisis facing our ambulance services. The
action I seek is for the minister to provide an update on the enterprise resource planning project to
manage rostering for ambulance services. We recognise that COVID has placed enormous strains on
our health system, and I think there is an inherent learning from the pandemic that we must bolster our
health services for the long term to ensure we can meet the challenges of the future. In this digital age
our government agencies, particularly those relating to critical service delivery, should be leading the
way in how they utilise technology. The Victorian Ambulance Union secretary was recently reported
as saying that problems with an IT system result in ambulance shifts regularly going unfilled. With
staffing issues a recurrent challenge for Ambulance Victoria, system issues should be supporting and
not hindering efforts to ensure that every shift is adequately staffed.
The enterprise resource planning project was due to start in 2019, and the planned delivery end date is
June this year. The Ambulance Victoria strategic plan progress report of June 2021 had this project
marked as being on track, yet the government’s digital strategy and transformation website indicates
that the $10 million project seems to be stalled and is undergoing an internal review. There was no
mention of the project in Ambulance Victoria’s most recent annual report. In the last
year 700 additional paramedics have been recruited. If we have an extra 700 paramedics on the books,
I think the general public and our paramedics, who are working so incredibly hard, deserve an
explanation of how rostering systems have such regular gaps, why the development of an IT system
that would be intended to make rostering easier has been delayed and when it will get back on track.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (21:09): (1708) I wish to raise a matter this evening for the
attention of the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. I draw the minister’s attention to the unmitigated
shemozzle that has been the West Gate Freeway and the Princes Freeway between the West Gate
Bridge and Point Cook and sometimes to Werribee since the West Gate Tunnel’s building,
construction—call it what you will—has taken off in a very big way of recent times. Williamstown
Road has been blocked off. A number of roads indeed have been blocked off, creating havoc for local
motorists. In fact I was speaking to one local the other day who was travelling from North Altona to
Braybrook, which would normally take I would think about 20 minutes—2½ hours it took her,
2½ hours to travel from Altona North to Braybrook. Now, that is just a disgrace.
This is something that is happening to thousands and thousands and thousands of people every day as
they try to travel around the western suburbs. Indeed on a recent trip to Geelong I travelled down the
Western Ring Road and got to the Geelong turn-off to find out that it was blocked. It was cut off, and
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I was sent on a detour. So I followed the signs, and the detour led me across Grieve Parade and down
to the cemetery. The trouble was when I got down near the cemetery the signs stopped. Fortunately I
had some vague idea of where I was and where I was going, but can you imagine if we had somebody
from the eastern suburbs, if we had somebody from Eltham or from Greensborough—
Ms Bath interjected.
Mr FINN: Or indeed from Gippsland, Ms Bath—they may still be out there. We should be sending
out Sherpas and dogs to find them. They will never find their way out of there. It is just horrendous. I
mean, it is just an obscenity that this should be allowed to happen to the people in the west, and indeed
to the people in the east who might want to travel to Geelong—or indeed to the Surf Coast, as happens
in many, many cases at this time of the year.
So what I am asking the minister to do is to ensure that this never, ever, ever happens again. There are
thousands of people in the western suburbs of Melbourne who are ropeable. They are furious at what
has happened over the last month or so. They cannot believe this bumper-to-bumper traffic. It is
gridlocked, and it is absolutely going nowhere fast, not unlike the government, I might say. They have
had enough, and they are asking the minister to ensure, as indeed am I, that this never, ever happens
again.
COVID-19 VACCINATION
Dr CUMMING (Western Metropolitan) (21:12): (1709) My adjournment matter is to the Minister
for Health in the other place, and the action that I seek is to provide an assurance that parental rights
are maintained and that parents’ permission will be sought prior to vaccinating children and
adolescents for COVID.
I have been contacted by hundreds of parents who are concerned about their children being vaccinated
against COVID without their consent. Let me say at the outset that many of these parents are
vaccinated. However, since the long-term effects of these vaccinations are unknown and children are
at low risk of serious illness, they do not want their children to be vaccinated, yet pressure for younger
members of our community to be vaccinated is high. In the federal government immunisation
handbook it states, and I will quote:
Consent is required to provide individual vaccines or a vaccine course through school-based vaccination
programs.
In school-based, and other large-scale, vaccination programs, the parent or guardian usually does not attend
with the child on the day they receive the vaccine. Written consent from the parent is desirable in these
circumstances.
If the parent or guardian cannot provide written consent, or if they need further clarification, they can give
verbal consent to the immunisation provider by telephone.

On the Victorian coronavirus website it states:
It is recommended that a clear process is established to obtain and record consent, or refusal to consent, from
a decision maker prior to COVID-19 vaccination … under the age of 18 years in schools, disability services,
in-reach programs and other COVID-19 vaccination settings.
…
Where written consent from a decision maker is not available, or the decision maker is not present on the day
of COVID-19 vaccination, the experienced health professional administering the vaccine can obtain—

can obtain—
verbal consent (over the phone) from the child or adolescent’s …

main decision-maker. There is pressure in the mainstream and social media for young people to be
vaccinated, and there has been an ad circulating from an organisation that gets its core funding from
the state government encouraging teenagers to get vaccinated without their parent’s consent. I cannot
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speak for every parent, but I doubt that my children could provide their full medical history or would
know if they had had adverse reactions in the past. Before anyone under the age of 18 is vaccinated
their parents should be contacted by an approved provider. There are many parents in the community
that are concerned by the state government’s primary school and school-based vaccination
programs—that their consent is required.
MONT ALBERT AND SURREY HILLS TRAIN STATIONS
Dr BACH (Eastern Metropolitan) (21:15): (1710) My adjournment matter tonight is also for the
Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it is concerning the myriad problems that are now besetting
the level crossing removal scheme in Mont Albert and Surrey Hills. Unlike the minister, I have spent
a lot of time talking to local residents at any number of separate sites that are very much impacted by
this scheme. Now, we all support the removal of level crossings on this side of the house—well, we
started the program—but there is a way to do it and there is a way not to do it. Before the last election
of course the Labor Party promised that—
Mr Davis: Two stations.
Dr BACH: two stations would be retained—two stations would be retained. This was promised in
material that was sent out to the letterboxes of local residents. It was promised by—
Mr Davis: Paul Hamer sent it.
Dr BACH: lower house members Mr Hamer and the member for Burwood as well, who has since
updated his social media to reflect the new reality: it is not going to be two stations anymore, it is going
to be one station. Last year both Mr Davis and I spoke about the appalling situation whereby an avenue
of honour with nine beautiful trees—I visited the site and I have spoken to locals at the site—that were
planted after the Second World War in order to honour men who went to fight and die for our country
is being bulldozed. Several of the trees have been bulldozed.
Mr Davis: Five.
Dr BACH: Five in all—Mr Davis is correct. And yet when I went to the site just last week and
spoke with numerous locals, they reported to me that even though in their considered view there are
any number of different ways to achieve the outcome the government would like to achieve without
bulldozing the trees, well, the department, the authority and the minister herself, of course, could not
have been less interested.
I also took the opportunity last week to go and meet with residents just around the corner at Lorne
Parade Reserve, including Ms Kirsten Langford, who is the president of Friends of Lorne Parade
Reserve. Again, there are so many issues there that those residents have not been given the courtesy
of even being able to discuss. Mr Davis talked earlier today about a beautiful tree that houses a rare
tawny frogmouth, which is set to be destroyed, as so many other beautiful trees have been destroyed
at Lorne Parade Reserve. The minister has not bothered to go there, but it is a wasteland now.
Mr Davis: Two premiers intervened to save it.
Dr BACH: Mr Davis says, ‘Two premiers intervened to save it’, and that is correct. But these are
local residents who are people of intellect and goodwill, who understand the government’s promise
and the mandate for level crossing removals but have had no involvement in decision-making or
engagement whatsoever. Will the minister meet with these residents?
COVID-19
Mr QUILTY (Northern Victoria) (21:18): (1711) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Health. A new meta-analysis from Johns Hopkins University finds that ‘lockdowns have had little to
no effect on COVID-19 mortality’. That is not my interpretation of the data, that is a direct quote from
the study. The researchers collated data from over 24 studies and found a 0.2 per cent reduction in
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mortality on average. Shelter-in-place orders showed an average reduction of 2.9 per cent and studies
of non-pharmaceutical intervention showed ‘no broad-based evidence of noticeable effects on
COVID-19 mortality’. This is hard for many people to believe. How could such a dramatic, expensive
intervention do so little? We caused ourselves enormous economic damage and imposed severe social
harms on most of our society. Shouldn’t there have been a larger benefit?
The study’s authors propose four possible explanations. One, that people will voluntarily take
proportionate measures when they are appropriate. As news of the cases comes nearer, as the threat
grows, the public take it more seriously and match their behaviour to the threat in front of them, as we
are seeing now with the omicron outbreak. Two, mandates may control transmission in certain areas,
but they fail to provide the comprehensive coverage needed to make a real difference. People are
simply too interconnected for lockdowns to be effective. Three, the lockdowns might be initially
effective, but the resulting lack of a threat lowers the perceived need to comply with mandates—to the
point where the mandates fail. And four, the unintended consequences of lockdowns counteract the
benefits. Examples might include curfews that create more crowded shopping centres or stay-at-home
orders that limit access to outdoor places and force more people to use indoor spaces.
In a 2006 article the World Health Organization Writing Group reported similar findings regarding
the 1918 influenza pandemic. They claimed that public meetings, schools, churches, colleges, theatres
and public places were restricted ‘without obvious impact on the epidemic’. The policy implications
of the report are clear. Lockdowns have had a devastating economic and social impact. They have
caused political unrest, have worsened educational outcomes and have undermined liberal
democracy—and they have done all that with little to no beneficial outcomes. The study’s authors put
it this way: lockdowns should be rejected out of hand ‘as a pandemic policy instrument’. I call on the
minister to consider the evidence presented in this meta-analysis and to reject the use of mandates in
our pandemic response. Good ideas do not require force.
BALLARAT CAR PARKS
Mrs McARTHUR (Western Victoria) (21:21): (1712) My adjournment relates to the failure, after
nearly four years of the Andrews Labor government, to deliver on its 2018 election pledge for an extra
1000 new free car parks in Ballarat. It is not the Big Build, it is not exciting infrastructure inside the
tram tracks, but it was a significant promise—and the fact that the Labor Party has got nowhere in
delivering it is deeply disrespectful to residents. We have not got car parks. We have got a short list of
where car parks might go. And in one exciting development we have even got a feasibility plan—in
four years. Even the Ballarat Courier says Regional Development Victoria’s ‘estimated dates are
either vague or non-existent for the multistorey car parks’. This is yet another failure to deliver on
infrastructure. It is a promise not delivered, and frankly, Ballarat deserves better. The action I seek
tonight, however, is addressed to the Minister for Regional Development, responsible for the RDV.
Like others, I was alarmed to see reports that the promised free parking might not be free after all. The
Ballarat Courier’s report on the aforementioned feasibility study notes that:
… the car park is proposed to be free to use for the first eight years … but after that ‘it is envisaged that
parking usage will be charged at a market rate’.

Worse still, it notes:
… it might not be free for all-day parking, with various time limits also a possibility.

So I ask the minister for clarification. Can we have a breakdown on the delivery of these 1000 new
car parks and when they might actually be delivered? Can we also have a commitment that they will,
as promised, be free? And if not, can we have an explanation of just why the people of Ballarat should
believe an election promise from a Labor politician ever again?
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WATTLE PARK MAINTENANCE
Mr HAYES (Southern Metropolitan) (21:24): (1713) My adjournment tonight is directed to the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I was recently able to join some residents for
a tour of Wattle Park in Riversdale Road, Burwood, and spend some time enjoying the local flora,
fauna and iconic natural features of this park. Wattle Park has incredible plant and animal life. We saw
kookaburras and eastern rosellas in abundance. Wattle Park is home to one of the last stands of remnant
indigenous vegetation in metropolitan Melbourne, featuring a number of towering eucalypts. It is also
home to the staggering 12 000 wattle trees that lend it its name. It is Victoria’s only surviving tramway
park, developed and operated by the Melbourne and Metropolitan Tramways Board in the late 1920s
and has been a haven of peace and beauty for local residents and tram travellers for over 100 years.
The residents voiced concerns about the state government’s allocation of $4.3 million to reimagine
and reinvent this park. They are worried that the upgrades may lead to path construction and lighting
which will detract from the natural environment. The residents feel that what the park needs is
preservation and maintenance of its history and environmental conservation, not a complete
reconstruction and modernisation of this open forest habitat.
The residents showed me many features and facilities that are in urgent need of repair. For example,
one of the tennis courts is overgrown and covered in leaves. The historic fountain and lily pond is
completely dry and neglected. Fences are falling down and there are natural areas where weeds have
not been controlled, like blackberry infestations. Heritage seats by the fountain are overgrown and
hidden. The heritage buildings including the former curator’s office need urgent repairs, and the
wooden trams in the playground area need attention. Parks Victoria have replaced natural timber tables
with unnecessary steel-topped tables, which were so hot they were untouchable when we visited.
The beauty of this park, as quoted by a resident, is that it is the home of nature. Many residents have
expressed feedback that the park used to be beautiful when it was looked after by the tramways board
but since management was taken over by Parks Victoria it has fallen into a state of disrepair, and they
do not feel that the planned upgrades address the needs of the community or address the issues of
neglect which are so apparent. My request is for the minister to meet with local residents to tour this
iconic park to ensure that repairs and maintenance are addressed urgently and prioritised above
planned upgrades and also to ensure that any planned upgrades are done in a manner which does not
conflict with the park’s natural features.
COVID-19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition) (21:27): (1714) I agree with
Mr Hayes. Parks Victoria have managed Wattle Park hopelessly. My office for a long time was
opposite, and the blunders and incompetence of Parks Victoria—
The PRESIDENT: What is your adjournment?
Mr DAVIS: I am just agreeing with Mr Hayes. My adjournment is for the attention of the
Treasurer, and it concerns the problems that we have in the City of Melbourne with the economy and
with the rebuild and recovery from COVID-19. Now, the new data from credit card and debit card
spending from the NAB in the last day has been very significant, showing significant increases in
activity in country Victoria but nonetheless a slump still in the City of Melbourne. And I do not think
the council has necessarily done a good job here, and I put that on record for the moment, but I do
think ultimately this is a state government responsibility and they need to step forward and assist.
It is very clear that the state government has not done what is necessary. It is clear that the state
government has not got public servants returning to work. They need to return to work in the central
city and in Docklands to actually support the traders and the development.
Ms Crozier: They’re telling them to stay home. They’re paying them to stay home.
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Mr DAVIS: That is right. They are telling them to stay home, paying them to stay home—extra
payments, top-up payments for people to stay home—when actually they need to now be back at work.
There is no reason why they cannot be back at work safely in buildings in and around the city. Clearly
the mask mandates need to be looked at closely too, but we do need to make sure that there is a return,
and we do need to make sure that the Treasurer takes some responsibility for this. He cannot leave
these small businesses swinging in the breeze as he has done, leaving these businesses to wither, to
suffer through no fault of their own.
And as we heard in question time today with the Minister for Small Business, it is pretty clear that the
government has not had the packages to support businesses that New South Wales has put in place.
New South Wales put in place a billion-dollar package. Now, the minister here today would not tell
us how much the government has put in place, and the reason is because it is paltry. There has been
very little new spending since Christmas and very little new support for businesses that are doing it
very tough. Now, we need restrictions to come off. We need opening up to be done in a safe way, but
we also need some financial support, because there has been a shadow lockdown through much of
January. We know that is the case, and that shadow lockdown has hit very hard in the central city area.
So what the Treasurer needs to do is he needs to go and actually meet people in Docklands. He needs
to meet people in the city—traders, businesses that are doing it tough. And my request to him is to
come and meet some of these businesses and to intervene to get public servants back, to make sure
there is a proper package to support these businesses to get up off the mat.
REFUGEE DETENTION
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (21:30): (1715) Right now there are 14 men being held
against their will in small rooms at the Park Hotel, not very far from this place. They are part of a
group of people who have sought asylum in Australia because they fled torture and persecution in their
homelands. They were held on the prison islands of Manus and Nauru in offshore immigration
detention camps for years, until many of them got very sick. They were evacuated to the mainland for
treatment, much to the disappointment of the federal Liberal government, who have tried everything
to punish these people at every given opportunity. They want to make an example of them, the
government says, but all they are succeeding in doing is making an example of how truly cruel and
heartless the Liberals are.
At the time when the community were pleading for these people seeking refuge to remain in Australia
after receiving medical care rather than be returned to the offshore camps, just over six years ago to
the day, the Premier wrote to the then Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull and offered to give the
267 asylum seekers, who by then had been brought to Australia for treatment, a home in Victoria. But
the Premier and this government have been silent since.
Just last month, when the Park Hotel refugees shared their prison with an extremely high-profile
detainee, the eyes of the world were on the Park Hotel, and with it came international attention on our
inhumane refugee policy. But our fears that once the cameras moved on people would forget the
remaining detainees are being realised. That is why it is so important that we all do everything that we
can to keep a spotlight on the plight of these men and work for their freedom. That means using all
our platforms, all our resources and all our energy to advocate for their release.
I know that if the Premier and this government choose to speak out for the release of these men, they
would help put significant pressure on the federal government. I have not forgotten the men locked up
in the Park Hotel and neither have the many Victorians who have continued to gather in protest at our
treatment of refugees and who keep campaigning tirelessly and lobbying governments for their release.
I ask the Premier to write once again to the Prime Minister—
Mr Rich-Phillips: On a point of order, President, which goes to relevance, previous presidents
have ruled it is not in order for a member of this chamber to ask a Victorian minister to write to a
commonwealth minister about a commonwealth matter. Dr Ratnam has been talking about matters of
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refugees. She actually referred to, I think, the Premier writing to the Prime Minister. There are a
number of rulings from previous presidents that it is not in order to raise a federal matter and seek that
a state minister write to a federal minister by way of action.
The PRESIDENT: Thank you for raising the point of order, but according to this, requesting a
state minister take action by way of advocacy to the federal government is an acceptable adjournment
request, so I will accept that.
Dr RATNAM: I ask the Premier to write once again to the Prime Minister and ask for the release
of the Park Hotel refugees to let them make a home in Victoria.
DUCK HUNTING
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (21:34): (1716) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and the action I seek on behalf of the duck-hunting fraternity is for the minister to
immediately declare the 2022 duck season of up to 10 birds per day beginning on 19 March. Victorian
hunters have not enjoyed a full season since 2018. The season in 2019 was restricted to 64 days, in
2020 it was 38 days, and it was only 20 days last year. Duck hunting is a popular and sustainable
recreational pastime which delivers thousands and thousands and millions of dollars to regional
economies. Our small local businesses—camping and outdoor recreational centres, fuel centres,
butchers and bakeries—all need to be sustainable, and we have had a shocking few years. In Gippsland
we have seen fires and droughts, and now we have had lockdowns from pandemic reactions.
For generations many families have used this as a pastime, with grandparents, parents and children all
enjoying this pastime. For the past seven years the Andrews government has been systematically
eroding the rights of hunters without the science to back up their evidence. Recreational hunters often
organise really important, sustainable enhancements to our wetlands. We know that near Heart Morass
in Sale in my electorate the most amazing work has been done by Field and Game volunteers. Over
hundreds of hours they have recreated a wetland from a wasteland and improved numbers. We also
know that the La Niña effect has been operating this past year and great quantities of rain have fallen
right along the eastern seaboard of Australia. Climatic conditions have been excellent and really
favourable, and there is no reason not to declare a full season. The third week in March is coming up—
it is only six weeks away—and this government needs to declare the season open.
Recently I enjoyed participating in a local Field and Game pollie shoot. This is not where they shoot
the pollies, but pollies of all different persuasions go out to Lilydale and enjoy the event. It was the
first time I had participated. I had practised with some clay target shooting and a shotgun and I was
really pleased to be engaged. In fact The Nationals won by a short half head for Team Nationals, and
the Liberals participated really well as well. We really enjoyed it. I hit eight in a row and nearly fell
off my perch.
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN REGION HEALTH SERVICES
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (21:37): (1717) I wish to raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Health in the other place. It relates to a plan being put in place by
Monash Health to close the maternity, the newborn and the paediatric wards at Dandenong Hospital
as part of Monash Health’s response to the code brown situation in the health sector.
Dandenong Hospital is the largest maternity hospital in the state. It is the main provider of maternity
and paediatric services in my electorate, and the services it provides are absolutely critical to the people
of the South Eastern Metropolitan Region. We have seen mismanagement of the health system over
the last 12 months as the government grapples with the pandemic. We have seen, as Ms Crozier has
reported time and time again, the issues which have been created by the elective surgery bans. Well,
child-birthing services are not elective surgery. You cannot postpone them and you cannot cancel
them. The same number of babies are going to be born in the South Eastern Metropolitan Region over
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the next six months as would be born whether the services were being provided by Monash Health or
not. The suggestion that these services can be relocated to Casey Hospital is simply ludicrous.
If the government and Monash Health were aware of what was going on, they would be aware that
around Casey Hospital at the moment there are enormous roadworks. Access to that hospital is heavily
restricted. The suggestion that people can travel from Dandenong and elsewhere in the south-east to
Casey Hospital when they would ordinarily be going to Dandenong Hospital is ridiculous. I have
received an email in relation to this matter which states:
They are also putting women’s lives and unborn children at risk also.
I know personally that if I wasn’t so close to a hospital—

‘my daughter’—
… would have been still born due to my complications which came out of nowhere. Time was a crucial factor
in her being here today. Having to travel that extra distance from Dandenong to Casey or Dandenong to
Monash Clayton could result in lives being lost.

This is a serious issue. The suggestion of closing the most significant maternity ward and paediatric
ward in my electorate and in the state and relocating it to Casey for an undetermined period of time is
not providing the services that are needed in the south-east. It is not providing the services, frankly,
that are needed across the state. I call on the Minister for Health to intervene to stop this absurd
shuffling of the deck chairs which will leave the heart of the south-east without the maternity services
it needs.
COVID-19
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (21:40): (1718) My adjournment matter is also to the
Minister for Health, and it also relates to the mismanagement and lack of planning that has been so
well articulated by Mr Rich-Phillips in relation to what is happening in his electorate regarding vital
maternity health services.
One of the reasons I want to raise this adjournment matter is to highlight the chaos and shambles that
occurred over the summer period. Victoria had its first omicron case on or about 8 December, so I am
led to believe, according to advice provided to the minister. The government had told Victorians in
October and November to be prepared as we were opening up; we would be getting additional cases
and we would be expecting that. They had their own modelling done in October that also highlighted
the thousands of cases that would happen as we opened up and that expected cases to rise in hospitals.
Now, as Mr Rich-Phillips has just pointed out, we have got this code brown that is still in place, and
the impact on Victorians is enormous. It is putting lives at risk, and sadly people are dying and their
health is deteriorating.
But I want to go on to talk about the vaccination program and the testing that just did not happen over
the summer period. The Liberals and Nationals presented a plan to put mobile sites into holiday
hotspots, which would have been a sensible measure. No, the government shut hubs down. It was
ridiculous. But this week my office was contacted by Doris James, who was tested with her partner in
Tarneit on 29 December. Doris and her partner waited for 9 hours before finally getting tested. Aside
from the hours and the circumstances in which they were forced to wait, Doris was then one of the
100 000 Victorians who received a text informing her that the test she had taken was now invalid.
Doris received this text on 9 January, some week and a half after the 9-hour wait to get tested. Doris
informed me this week that she received another text just a few days ago, on 1 February, saying that
her PCR test from 29 December had returned negative. How ludicrous. This is just symbolic of the
chaos and the absolute mismanagement and chaotic standards and events that have occurred over the
last two years. We are in this mess and people’s lives are being put at risk because the government has
failed to plan and manage, and it is just ridiculous to think that the official figures are what the
government states.
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What I seek from the minister is—and I think it is very important because of the orders that are in
place and the restrictions that we are still following and because the government says that the data is
there—the advice and the modelling that he has received regarding estimates of the actual numbers of
Victorians that have been infected by COVID-19. Based on the ridiculous tests that have been
discarded, Victorians deserve to know the true facts.
WOMEN’S HEALTH
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (1719)
Incorporated pursuant to order of Council of 7 September 2021:
My adjournment matter is for the Treasurer, and the action I seek is that he fund women’s health programs
delivered by the Royal Women’s Hospital for a further three years.
These programs are funded on a short-term basis and funding is due to expire in June this year.
There are several programs.
The first is the sexual and reproductive health clinical champions project.
The champions project builds workforce and system capability across Victoria to provide abortion and
contraception services. It provides expertise and mentorship to providers of surgical and medical abortion
across rural and regional Victoria. We know Victoria has pockets of abortion deserts—areas where there are
no services to access. This program must be funded in an ongoing manner, but at least for a further three
years.
The Strengthening Hospital Responses to Family Violence initiative and the family violence workplace
support program is a brilliant policy that builds capacity in the health workforce to identify the early warning
signs of family violence. Over 11 000 staff have completed the training, with a 99 per cent satisfaction rate.
The program increases the capacity of clinical staff to engage with victim-survivors in a way that promotes
safety, respect and control.
The Sexual Assault Crisis Line (SACL) was established to provide after-hours support to victim-survivors of
sexual assault across Victoria. In 2021 there was a 43 per cent increase in calls, but the number is expected to
be higher because so many went unanswered. The staff are on temporary contracts.
Everyone agrees these programs are needed, but we can’t continue to fund them on a short-term basis. It
creates anxiety in the system and high staff turnover rates and reduces the programs’ effectiveness.
This has shown strong belief in these programs, and that is why the action I seek is for the Treasurer to ensure
they are funded for the long term, starting with at least the next three years.

RESPONSES
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (21:43): There were 15 adjournment matters raised this evening, and they will be referred
to the relevant ministers for a response.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (21:43): I wish to seek an explanation from
the minister in respect of a number of unanswered adjournment matters that I have raised over the
course of last year. The first was to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure with respect to the sky
rail development at Mentone. It is adjournment 1420, and it was due for response on 3 September. The
next one was to the Minister for Health in relation to COVID-19 vaccinations. It is number 1484. It
was due for response on 9 October. The next one was also to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure
in relation to the dumping of spoil from level crossing removals. It is number 1616, and it was due on
26 November of last year. The final one was again to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, and it
relates to the Narre Warren North Road upgrade. It is number 1697, and it was due for response on
2 January this year. Could the minister provide an explanation, please?
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria—Minister for Training and Skills, Minister for Higher
Education) (21:44): They are matters that are really for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. Is
there one for the Minister for Health as well? I will seek an assurance from those ministers that their
responses will be forthcoming.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan) (21:45): I move:
That the Council take note of the minister’s response.

I do this not because the minister is being disingenuous, but I do this on the basis that these matters for
the Minister for Transport Infrastructure have been outstanding for an extended period of time. The
Minister for Transport Infrastructure has failed to respond to matters in relation to sky rail on the
Frankston line, a response being due in September; in relation to the dumping of spoil from the sky
rail removals, a response being due in November; and most recently to an issue related to the upgrade
of Narre Warren North Road in my electorate. The government made a number of commitments
around the upgrade of intersections on Narre Warren North Road and has backtracked on delivering
on what it promised for the local community.
These are all issues which have been raised with me by constituents because they are of great concern
to those constituents. In particular the one in relation to Narre Warren North Road is absolutely current.
It is of great concern to the community, and it is simply unacceptable that the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure in the other place does not respond to these matters in the time frame in which she is
supposed to. So I take in good faith Minister Tierney’s commitment to seek a response, but I note that
it is simply unacceptable that these matters have remained unanswered for as long as they have when
these are matters of critical interest and concern to my constituents.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 6
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms

Limbrick, Mr
McArthur, Mrs

Quilty, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 11
Elasmar, Mr
Erdogan, Mr
Leane, Mr
Meddick, Mr

Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Tarlamis, Mr
Taylor, Ms

Motion negatived.
The PRESIDENT: The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 9.53 pm.

Tierney, Ms
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Watt, Ms

