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57th Parliament
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
4 February 2014

Ambulance officers

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is directed to the Minister
for Health, and I ask: will the minister
update the house on recent developments
concerning the ambulance union and any
misinformation grubbily peddled by the
union?
Mr Jennings — On a point of order,
President, I was allowing you an
opportunity to determine in your own
good time whether this question was in
order, and I put to you that it is not in
order. It is riddled by its very construct
with a value judgement that invites the
minister to report on the intention of other
people rather than to make a comment on
his ministerial responsibility.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
I did give some consideration to the
question before inviting the minister to
respond, but I was more concerned about
some of the adjectives used than about
other matters. I note that from time to
time members of the opposition include
commentary and value judgements in
their preambles to questions, and Mr Finn
has shown similar licence in posing this
question today. I advise the minister that
it would be inappropriate to speculate
on the motives of others, but I believe the
house would be pleased to be informed
on the progress of this matter, which is
certainly of great interest to the people of
Victoria and no doubt also to members
of this house. The minister is invited by
this question to make a response, which I
hope will be constructive.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health)
— I thank the President for his ruling,
and I thank Mr Finn for his question and
his advocacy for ambulance services
in the western suburbs of Melbourne
in particular, where there are many
more ambulance officers and stations
than there were under the previous
government. We have got more than the
target of 100 for metropolitan Melbourne,
and there are even more coming as we go
forward.
The house will understand that
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA)
micro-negotiations are generally not a
matter I will reflect upon, but the broad
sweep of EBA progress is something
of importance to the community and
something about which it is appropriate
to inform the house. Yesterday the EBA
process took a turn for the worse; the
ambulance union stormed out of the Fair
Work Commission in a petulant step — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order,
President, I am very conscious of live EBA
negotiations, and I am also particularly
conscious from media reports that these
matters are in conciliation at the moment.
I put it to you that in the context of live
EBA negotiations anything that is nonconciliatory is directly intervening in the
EBA process. The minister’s words and his
tone mean that he has directly involved

himself hands-on in an EBA, and I ask you
to instruct him to desist.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not
prepared to instruct the minister on how
he should answer this question, but I am
sure the minister would be aware that it
might well be to his detriment if he were
to create an atmosphere around those
negotiations that would prejudice those
negotiations. I am sure the minister is
aware of that.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I can inform the
house that late last year the government
and Ambulance Victoria put on the table
an offer to the ambulance union and to
paramedics across the state — —
Mr Jennings — Of 6 per cent.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Of 6 per cent,
plus 3 per cent and 3 per cent in two
further tranches, and $1500 up-front as
a sign-on bonus on top of the 6 per cent.
I can further tell the house that the offer
included the ability for the ambulance
union and Ambulance Victoria to
negotiate outstanding matters. If those
negotiations were unsuccessful after the
payment of the additional tranches, then
there would be the capacity for arbitration
by an independent arbitrator.
Mr Jennings — That is not what was
said.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — That is absolutely
what was said. What I can say is that the
ambulance union hardened its position
yesterday in rejecting the offer of the
government and Ambulance Victoria. This
is a very generous offer by community
standards — an additional 12 per cent
over three years, plus a sign-on bonus and
the capacity for arbitration for even more
on work value and other matters. I think
most people across the community would
agree that 12 per cent is a very significant
pay rise in the current climate. Many
across the state are not in a position to get
a 12 per cent pay rise with the capacity for
even more. The government believes it is a
fair offer and Ambulance Victoria believes
it is a fair offer. I note that the ambulance
union has been out peddling a number of
bits of misinformation today.
I am very conscious of the protocols
of conciliation at Fair Work Australia,
but that is not necessarily something
respected by the ambulance union, which
is prepared to breach those protocols. Let
us put it this way.
From time to time at conciliation there
are discussions and to-ing and fro-ing.
For example, in some cases a conciliator
will lead one or other party to put forward
a modified set of proposals that may fit
with certain outcomes, and there may
be dozens of these attempts, dozens of
efforts, to find a point of commonality.
That is normal; those processes are part
of the conciliation scene. But what is not
part of the conciliation scene is for one
party to break out and seek to mislead the
community and mislead outcomes.
What I can say very clearly is that
the 12 per cent is on the table, the
arbitration is on the table and the signon bonus is on the table, but a whole
series of things remain. Ten weeks leave
annually remains. In relation to defined
benefits superannuation, this is the only
ambulance service in Australia that
maintains a live defined benefits super
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scheme, and that remains on the table.
That is not under any threat.
We are preserving that for ambulance
officers, and we have a workforce that has
a very low turnover; it is about 4 per cent.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
4 February 2014

Local Government
Amendment
(Performance
Reporting and
Accountability) Bill
2013

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise this afternoon to support this bill,
and do so very strongly, because it has
been my view for many, many years that
a good municipal council is a major plus
for any community, but a bad one can
destroy it. We have seen that time and
again. The unfortunate thing is that some
see municipal councils not as they should
be — as grassroots representatives of
the people, there for the benefit of their
local communities — but as springboards
for their own political aspirations and
political power and their own desire to
control and to implement agendas that
might be hidden from the rest of us.
Despite the fact that I would like
to speak at length about the People’s
Republic of Yarra, I will put that to one
side because I do not think there is much
doubt at the moment that the City of Yarra
gives local government in this state a bad
name. I do not think that anybody could
justifiably argue otherwise. I want to
speak in particular about experiences we
have had with local governments in the
western suburbs in recent years. We have
some very good local governments in the
western suburbs. The City of Maribyrnong,
for example, has shown the way over the
last year or two — perhaps three years. It
is a particularly good council, I believe.
Hobsons Bay City Council has a great deal
going for it after a year under a mayor
who, let us say, was a little bit on the
destructive side. I think the Hobsons Bay
City Council has come out of that era.
Just in passing, I was very disappointed
to hear recently that Cr Luba Grigorovitch
will be stepping down from the Hobsons
Bay council. While she is a member of the
Labor Party, and indeed is taking on a role
as the secretary of the Public Transport
Union — and I wish her well in that — I
am sorry that she is leaving the council
because I believe she is a very good
councillor. I believe she puts the interests
of her community before her own political
aspirations and in many cases — in some
cases anyway — before her own party. I
wish there were more people who had
that attitude in local government. I wish
Luba Grigorovitch well in her future
endeavours.
As I said, we have had in the western
suburbs some good councils, and we have
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had some shockers. When we think of
councils in the western suburbs that have
brought local government into disrepute,
we cannot go past what happened at
Brimbank. We cannot go past that,
because what we saw there was, quite
frankly, disgraceful in every way.
One does not have to go too far past the
Ombudsman’s report into the Brimbank
City Council of, I think, three years ago
now. The mayor of the Brimbank council
at the time was named in that report. I
actually saw her in action at a number of
council meetings and was quite amazed
at her bullying tactics and her outrageous
demeanour. I spoke to a number of my
constituents who reported to me that they
had been fined — fined! — by the mayor,
from the chair, during council meetings
for daring to question, or attempting to
question, her.
The dictatorship that was the Brimbank
City Council really did bring local
government in this state into disrepute.
We saw the corruption, we saw the dirty
tricks, we saw the family favouritism and
we saw all the political games that went
on — political games that went right to the
heart of the then federal cabinet room.
We saw the involvement of the now
federal opposition leader, Bill Shorten,
we saw the involvement of then federal
Minister for Broadband, Communications
and the Digital Economy, Stephen
Conroy, and we saw the involvement of a
whole range of Labor heavyweights who
were all playing games. They all knew
what was going on at Brimbank, but of
course they did not do anything about it
until the matter was raised in this house.
I am very proud to have played some role
in illuminating the dastardly nature of that
council.
The Brimbank council of that time
treated the people of Brimbank very badly,
very shabbily. It treated them with total
and utter contempt. The then mayor was
named in the Ombudsman’s report and
was totally discredited. She is somebody
who even the Labor Party turned its back
on. The Labor Party has done another
turnaround. Now we find that a mayor
and former councillor, Natalie Suleyman,
is the Labor candidate for the new
electorate of St Albans and ready to enter
the Legislative Assembly.
I remind the Labor Party that it can
only kick the west so hard so often. By
endorsing Natalie Suleyman for the
seat of St Albans the Labor Party has
grossly insulted every constituent in that
electorate. We all know it is a truism that
Labor neglects the west of Melbourne;
that is just the way it is. You do not have
to look around too hard to realise that in
the last three years the Liberal Party has
done more for the western suburbs of
Melbourne than the Labor Party did in its
last three terms of government. That is a
simple reality of life.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — If Mr Melhem wants to go
down to the Sunshine railway station, if
he wants to see all the areas that we have
improved on, he can come with me; I
would be very pleased to show him. The
Labor Party is rewarding somebody who
has treated the people of the western
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suburbs so badly with what should be a
prize seat.
It is a seat that should be occupied,
perhaps, by a future Premier but — unless
something extraordinary happens, and
you cannot rule that out in politics —
it will be occupied by a party hack as
payback for various deeds done in the
past. It is disgraceful. One would hope this
bill will go a long way towards ensuring
that we never have another Brimbank.
I should say that the administrators of
Brimbank City Council are now doing a
very good job; at last Brimbank has some
sort of decent local government.
Despite the fact that this bill, once
passed, will provide a sense of protection
for the people of Brimbank, it will not
and cannot take away from the fact that
the Labor Party is putting forward as
a candidate the leader of that crooked
council we had just a few short years
ago. It shows what the Labor Party thinks
of the western suburbs. It is a disgrace.
The Labor Party should hang its head in
shame.

COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
4 February 2014

Sunbury
municipality

Raised with the Minister for Local
Government on 26 November 2013
REPLY:
The Sunbury poll conducted in
October 2013 by the Victorian Electoral
Commission showed strong support for
the separation of Sunbury from the City of
Hume. More than 50 per cent of eligible
voters cast a ballot in the voluntary
poll, with 67.2 per cent of participating
Sunbury voters supporting the separation.
I have now announced the
establishment of a Local Government
Panel to recommend new municipal
boundaries for the Sunbury region. This
step is in accordance with the Local
Government Act 1989 which requires the
establishment of a Local Government
Panel to provide advice to the government
on any changes to municipal boundaries.
The current Hume City Council was
elected for a four year term to represent
their community until November 2016.
It will remain business as usual for the
council while the panel undertakes its
work.
Unlike the previous Labor government
that reneged on its promise to allow the
Sunbury community a say on its future,
the Victorian coalition government has
listened to the people of Sunbury and is
delivering on their wishes.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
5 February 2014

Western suburbs

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
am very proud to be a Liberal in the
west of Melbourne. I am proud to be
delivering for the people of Melbourne’s

west in a way that Labor never did. I am
proud to welcome Premier Napthine and
a constant stream of cabinet ministers
as they visit the west to hear and see
firsthand the issues that we face. I am
proud to be a member of a government
that takes the western suburbs seriously
— unlike Labor, which even in opposition
still neglects the west.
I invite members to visit the new
Sunshine railway station, which I recently
did with the Premier and the Minister for
Public Transport. The project is part of the
extraordinarily exciting regional rail link
and one of the benefits that the Napthine
government is bringing to Melbourne’s
west.
Until recently this station was one of the
most dangerous places in the state, but
Sunshine now has a bright, safe, userfriendly railway station. I say that not just
because the new colour scheme is yellow
and black, although that did catch my eye.
The Napthine government is winning
for the west. My colleague Andrew
Elsbury and I are very proud to be part
of a government that is doing the sorts of
things for the western suburbs that should
have been done a long time ago but were
neglected by Labor governments.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
6 February 2014

Automotive
industry

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed
to the Assistant Treasurer, and I ask: will
he advise the house of how the coalition
government is using procurement
to support the Australian vehicle
manufacturing industry?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Finn for his
question and for his continuing interest in
the Australian car industry. The coalition
government recognises that supporting
and working with the Australian car
industry is important. We recognise
that while companies like Toyota, Ford
and Holden continue to manufacture in
Australia there is a role for the Victorian
government to continue to work with
them at purchasing their vehicles.
VicFleet has around 8000 cars under
its stewardship across the government
sector. The Victorian government already
supports the Australian car industry
through mandating the purchase of
vehicles manufactured in Australia for
the government fleet. As a consequence
of that mandate, around 98 per cent
of passenger vehicles in the Victorian
government car fleet are manufactured
in Australia. Indeed earlier this year
the Victorian government extended
that mandate from central government
departments to outer agencies, in
recognition that extending that mandate
and that purchasing base would help car
manufacturing to continue in Victoria
for as long as possible. As a consequence
we have seen a number of outer agencies
brought under that mandate and subject

FEBRUARY - DECEMBER 2014

IN
FINN THE
HOUSE

to the requirement to buy Australian
manufactured vehicles.
This is in stark contrast to those
opposite, because we have seen the
Leader of the Opposition call for a
boycott on the purchase by government
of vehicles manufactured by Holden and
vehicles manufactured by Ford.
This is not something the government
supports. The Victorian government
will continue to purchase Australian
manufactured Holdens and Australian
manufactured Fords as long as those
vehicles are manufactured in this country
because it recognises the role it has in
continuing to support the manufacturing
workers in those companies.
Today I am pleased to announce
a further level of support from the
Victorian government for the Australian
car industry through the government’s
purchasing policies. I am pleased to
announce that with immediate effect the
Victorian government will introduce a
new additional mandate for the Australian
car industry which will provide that where
a fit-for-purpose Australian manufactured
light commercial vehicle is not available,
preference will now be given to imported
vehicles which are imported by Australian
car manufacturers ahead of vehicles
which are imported by companies not
manufacturing in Australia.
This will mean that vehicles such as
the Toyota HiLux, imported by Toyota
Australia, will have preference over
vehicles such as the Nissan Navara, and
vehicles such as the Holden Colorado,
imported by Holden Australia, will have
preference over vehicles such as the
Mitsubishi Pajero.
We recognise that we have a role to play
in continuing to work with companies
that continue to manufacture in Australia,
and this provides a further opportunity
for the Victorian government to work
more broadly with those companies and
support those companies while they
continue to manufacture in the Australian
marketplace.
Last year the Victorian government,
through the Minister for Manufacturing,
with the South Australian government
convened the motor vehicle industry
round table, bringing together
industry representatives, supply chain
representatives and union representatives.
On this occasion I would particularly
like to acknowledge Dave Smith from
the Australian Manufacturing Workers
Union, whose initiative was to introduce
this mandate extended to the import of
vehicles by Australian manufacturers in
preference to vehicles imported by nonmanufacturers. The Victorian government
is delighted to embrace this proposal.
We see this as an important opportunity
to show our continued support for
the Australian car industry and to
provide further opportunities for those
manufacturers who are manufacturing in
Australia. This government is committed
to building a better Victoria and in doing
so continuing to support the Australian
car manufacturing industry.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
6 February 2014

COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
6 February 2014

W. L. J. Crofts
Reserve

Western suburbs
air pollution

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Sport and Recreation,
Mr Delahunty. It has to be said at the
beginning of my contribution that I am
a tragic of the Australian football variety.
I love the footy. I want to bring to the
attention of the minister a need in the
western suburbs of Melbourne related to
football.
It stems from a visit that Mr Elsbury and
I made to W. L. J. Crofts Reserve in Altona
North not so long ago with Shane Sexton
from the Western Jets Football Club; Andy
Collins, who is the Williamstown Victorian
Football League team coach and former
Tiger champion; and Bob Tregear, who is
the CEO of the Western Region Football
League. The W. L. J. Crofts Reserve in
Altona North is the home of the Western
Jets Football Club in the TAC Cup. It is
home to the Williamstown Superules
Football Club and also the Altona North
Cricket Club.
The Williamstown Football Club in the
Victorian Football League also uses it
for limited training. The Western Region
Football League uses it for senior and
junior finals series, so as I said, the reserve
is well used by any understanding of the
word.
However, it also has to be said that the
facilities at W. L. J. Crofts Reserve have
seen better days. They are dilapidated
and in desperate need of an update.
In fact they are in desperate need of a
major upgrade. This is where a proposal
has been put forward, which I find very
attractive: the proposal is to build new
unisex umpire change rooms because we
now often have female umpires umpiring
games. The proposal is also to expand the
unisex change rooms. There will be a new
gymnasium and public toilets. Currently
there are no external toilets at the ground.
One cannot begin to imagine how
appalling that must be. A new scoreboard
will be built, as well as coaches boxes,
sealed car parks — currently the car parks
are gravel — and an expanded community
room.
The proposal will allow for women’s
football, multicultural football and
additional use by schools. It is all about
maximising use and enhancing the
community asset that we have at W. L. J.
Crofts Reserve. I am asking the minister
to accompany me on a visit to W. L. J.
Crofts Reserve so he is able to see what
the community is currently dealing with
and see in his mind’s eye the potential
of this proposal. I ask that the minister
accompany me as soon as is humanly
possible.
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Raised with the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change on 12
November 2013
REPLY:
I am informed that:
As the Victorian government’s
environmental regulator, the
Environment Protection Authority
(EPA) is responsible for monitoring and
responding to pollution reports affecting
the environment and community
(including odour).
EPA has received 48 odour reports in
and around the Caroline Springs area
since July 2013.
In response to community reports
of odour and litter in the area, EPA has
carried out multiple inspections of
local sites at which there are activities
and processes that can generate odour,
including a landfill at Derrimut owned by
Boral Recycling Pty Ltd and an adjoining
composting facility owned by PineGro Pty
Ltd, that share the same site.
EPA’s most recent inspection of these
sites was carried out on 17 October
2013, where they provided advice to site
managers on controlling potential odour
sources. EPA will continue to closely
monitor the performance of these sites,
and any other potential odour sources.
EPA recommends residents report odour
on the EPA pollution hotline 1300 372 843.
This will help ensure that officers can
respond when odour is occurring in the
local area and trace odour back to its
source.
The Victorian government’s Getting Full
Value: the Victorian Waste and Resource
Recovery Policy will also ensure that our
waste management and resource recovery
system will protect public health and
preserve local amenity by continually
improving the performance of waste and
resource recovery facilities and operations
to avoid or minimise the risk of harm to
the community.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
18 February 2014

Sustainable
Forests (Timber)
and Wildlife
Amendment Bill
2013

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It
gives me a great deal of pleasure to rise to
speak to support the Sustainable Forests
(Timber) and Wildlife Amendment Bill
2013. In doing so, I can only endorse the
comments that Mrs Millar made about
the right to protest. I am a strong believer
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in the right to protest, and I have been
involved in a number of protests myself,
although I must say I am more inclined to
defend the human species than perhaps
the animal species — however, I do not
believe there is a place for any form of
cruelty. I am certainly not one who holds
the view that animals are more important
than humans, as clearly some people in
this house do.
This bill is very much a matter of
personal safety.
What we have with the duck hunting
season, for example — and we have
all seen it on the news, and some in
this chamber may have actually been
involved in it on one side or the other —
is a situation where a great number of
people are lined up with shotguns, rifles
and things that go bang in the night, and
they are confronted by fanatics running
across the wetlands in the dark. That is a
recipe for big, big trouble. That is a recipe
for people to get hurt, and that is not
something we as a government should be
encouraging or condoning. In fact this bill
goes a fair way towards attempting to stop
that.
If people want to object to duck hunting,
fair enough; that is their right. I have to say
I have never been duck hunting. I do not
think I will ever go duck hunting. I have
no reason to go duck hunting, but I know
some people who go duck hunting. A
good many people in the western suburbs
go duck hunting, and from their point of
view that is a legitimate pastime, though
it is not one I would partake in. I also
respect the rights of those who object to
this particular pastime, because in a free
country we have a right to do that.
The timber workers and demonstrators
are a little different. In some of the timber
areas we have seen groups of extremists
who are prepared to do just about
anything to stop the timber workers. That,
again, is very big recipe for disaster. These
extremists, or demonstrators — call them
what you will — do not particularly care
if they put themselves in harm’s way, and
they particularly do not care if they put the
timber workers in harm’s way. The timber
workers have a right to be protected in
their workplace.
From that point of view it is an
occupational health and safety issue
and one the Labor Party should be
wholeheartedly endorsing. One would
hope it would, but there does not seem
to be a great deal of enthusiasm from the
ALP members in the chamber just at the
minute.
This bill is about protecting the timber
workers, and it is about protecting the
demonstrators — the extremists I speak
of — and that has to be a very good thing.
This is a very important bill. It does not
just lay down or draw a line on where
certain activities can be carried out. It also
reinforces a very important line and sends
an important message to people in terms
of how far they can go in expressing their
views before they put themselves or others
in danger, which is something that we
as a Parliament and we as a government
are concerned about and should be very
concerned about.
Protest by all means, but do not put
people’s lives or physical welfare at risk,
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which is what we have seen far too often
in protests against the timber industry and
in the protests against duck hunting. I am
very supportive of this piece of legislation,
which sends a clear message to those
people who wish to engage in that sort of
activity. I strongly support the bill.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
18 February 2014

Laverton P-12
autism school

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Education. It will come
as no surprise to the house, I am sure,
to discover that I am and have been a
very enthusiastic supporter of the new
P-12 autism school currently being built
in Laverton. It will serve the western
suburbs in a way that, quite frankly, they
have never been served before. At long
last children with autism will receive an
education that has long been denied them
in the western suburbs.
I have to say that the fact that we have
got to 2014 with these children being
treated as second-class citizens brings
some considerable shame upon those
who were responsible for that — namely,
the members of the previous government,
who, despite the pleas of many parents,
turned their backs on those children in the
western suburbs who have autism, and
their families.
That is something that has long
mystified me.
This new school is much anticipated.
It is being greeted with enormous
excitement, and it presents an opportunity
to change autism education not just in the
western suburbs or even in Victoria but
indeed in this country. I think there is a
revolution coming in autism education,
and it is going to begin at this school in
the western suburbs. That makes me, for
one, very excited and adds to my pride
in the role this government is playing in
providing for the educational needs of
children with autism in the west and of
course their families. A lot of people do
not realise that the family situation is very
much bound up in how well the child is
doing at school and how well the child is
doing in life.
The minister has said an advisory
committee will be appointed which
will report to him. I urge the minister to
appoint and to announce that committee.
There are a number of what I would
regard as urgent decisions to be made,
and I believe the time has come for us to
see the input the minister has suggested
will come our way. I ask the minister
to appoint and announce publicly the
membership of that committee so that we
can get on with delivering for the people
of the western suburbs of Melbourne in a
way that Labor never could and certainly
Labor never would.

COUNCIL
19 February 2014

Automotive
Industry

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise on this motion today with a heavy
heart.
Anybody who represents an area such
as the one that I represent, and indeed
Mr Melhem represents, would indeed
have a heavy heart. We have had a rough
few years — there are no two ways about
that — in the northern part of the Western
Metropolitan Region. We have been
hit hard by the closure of Ford. A good
many people at Ford live, for example,
in Westmeadows or in Craigieburn —
areas Mr Ondarchie will know very well
very soon. In the southern part of the
electorate there are many people who
work at Toyota. My heart really goes out
to those people at this very sad time. I feel
for them and for their families. I can feel
the uncertainty they must be experiencing
just at this moment. I can assure them that
they have in Denis Napthine, the Premier,
and his government a group of men and
women who have their interests at heart,
who have the interests of Victoria at
heart and who are doing everything they
possibly can to make their lives a little bit
better and to provide a new avenue for
them to travel on when the jobs at Ford
and Toyota are gone in a few years time.
Just a few minutes ago we heard Mr
Melhem make a plea for bipartisanship.
Indeed he was calling for tripartisanship,
I think, at one stage. He might even have
taken it a little further if he had known
what comes after ‘tri’. He made this call
shortly after making what was quite an
outrageous attack on both the Abbott and
the Napthine governments. I would say
to Mr Melhem that he cannot have it both
ways. Either he wants us to work together
or he wants to play politics. Clearly he
was playing politics then. If he wants us to
work together, I note that I too would like
us to work together — very much. I would
like us to have a unity ticket, if I could call
it that, on these very important issues. But
as I say, Mr Melhem cannot have it both
ways. I have to say that listening to Mr
Melhem gives rise to the old story of the
Labor Party — the old story of the trade
union bosses who do not really care where
the money comes from as long as they can
use it for whatever they want to use it for.
We have seen a bit of that of recent times.
Our view on this side of the chamber
is very clear: the money we are given
a sacred duty to allocate is not our
money but the money of the taxpayers
of Victoria. We do not have a printing
press downstairs where Michael O’Brien,
the Treasurer, nicks down, puts on his
printing cap and whips up another couple
of hundred million.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — John Lenders did think
that was the way it operated, but it does
not. We know the money we spend on or
allocate to various matters is the money
of the people of Victoria; we are acutely
aware of that. I just hope that one day the
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members of the Labor Party will learn
to accept that as well — that there is not
some sort of magic pot into which you
stick your hand to pull out great wads of
notes. It does not work that way. This is
money of taxpayers — the people who
have worked for the money and who have
paid their taxes. To me, that is something
that has to be in the forefront of everything
we do; we have to always bear that in
mind.
I heard Mr Somyurek speak on this
motion after moving it. I was a little
bit concerned — a little bit confused
— because whilst this is a very serious
motion, and while the motion before the
Chair refers to a series of very serious
issues, Mr Somyurek seemed to be making
light of it. Indeed he seemed to be having
a bit of fun.
I know Mr Somyurek, and I like Mr
Somyurek — that will probably finish any
career prospects he has left — but I just
suggest to him that these matters are far
too important to be treated in the way he
treated them. This is the shadow minister
for manufacturing and services — the
man who at the end of this year will put
up his hand to be the minister. He will
put up his hand to be a minister in what
could be the Daniel Andrews government
— and what an appalling prospect
that is. Nonetheless, he is the shadow
minister, the opposition spokesman on
this issue, so for him to say that the Prime
Minister and the Treasurer of this country
deliberately set out to destroy an industry
is outrageous, disgraceful, despicable and
grossly dishonest.
In fact I call on Mr Somyurek to come
back into this chamber to withdraw those
comments and to apologise to Mr Abbott
and to Mr Hockey, because nothing could
be further from the truth. I know both of
those gentlemen personally and neither
feels the way Mr Somyurek has suggested.
Neither would go out of their way to
destroy jobs in the way Mr Somyurek
suggested they had. Neither would go
out of their way to destroy an industry
in the way Mr Somyurek has said they
did. It is quite an extraordinary thing
to say. It also goes to the very heart of
Labor’s credibility. If you have the shadow
minister — I think he is the shadow
manufacturing minister, is he not?
Mr Ondarchie — He’s not a shadow of
the minister.
Mr FINN — He is not a shadow of the
minister, but I think he is the shadow
manufacturing minister. When you have
Mr Somyurek saying things such as that
in the chamber, how can anybody take
him seriously? How can anybody take him
seriously, take his leader seriously or take
the Labor Party seriously in this state?
How can you take them seriously? You
cannot.
We know there were many problems
facing the car industry over a long
period of time, and clearly costs were an
important part of that. We had a situation
where Toyota wanted to sit down with the
unions to see what it could do. It wanted
to sit down in the sort of manner that Mr
Melhem is now advocating to try to come
to some sort of arrangement whereby the
manufacturing of cars at Toyota could

continue. Would the union be in that? No,
it would not; it would not touch it.
My view is that it was at that moment
that Toyota said, ‘It’s probably just a bit
too hard. If we can’t talk to the union in a
manner that is going to benefit both sides
— in a manner that is going to benefit the
company and in a manner that is going to
benefit the employees — then why should
we even bother?’. That is my view on when
that happened. I think the union should
have a good hard look at itself. It has a
great deal to answer for in this regard, and
it is very sad that the union would do that
to its members.
I look forward to the day when union
bosses put their members before
themselves.
It is not the union bosses who will be
out of work. They will still get their big
pay packets, they will still get their cars
and no doubt they will still get their credit
cards, whatever they may do with them.
It is the union members who are going
to be out of work and struggling to pay
their mortgages, send their kids to school
or even put food on the table. These are
the people who are the victims of bloodymindedness on the part of union bosses.
I do not say all union bosses are like
that. Undoubtedly there are some union
bosses somewhere who care about their
members — —
Mr Leane — Dean Mighell.
Mr FINN — Dean Mighell was a
classic example when he was secretary
of the Electrical Trade Union. He put
his members before himself, and he got
the Tijuana as a result. He stood up and
said, ‘I am going to put the interests of
my members ahead of my own’. He was
sacked; he was shown the door — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — He did. That is a major
problem in itself. That is the way a union
boss is treated in this country if they do
the right thing by their members — they
are turfed out onto the street. On many
levels that is instructive of the attitudes of
the union movement in this country.
If members really want to go to the
killer, if they really want to know what
caused the car industry to collapse in this
country, they need go no further than the
Labor-Greens carbon tax. Over the last
day or so I have been flipping through
some newspaper articles in my office —
and I wish I had brought them into the
chamber — from the western suburbs and
also some from the northern suburbs;
I am not sure how that happened but it
did. In those articles, I have been quoted
as saying that the carbon tax would cause
the greatest recession this country has
seen since the 1930s. I said it would see
industry leaving this country, and I said it
would see mass unemployment. We are
now seeing the full effects of the carbon
tax.
What is the attitude of the ALP and
the Greens to those who say, ‘We have to
remove the carbon tax’? They say, ‘No way
known’. Bill Shorten, the federal Leader of
the Opposition, and another union boss,
is putting himself ahead of the working
people of this country.
Do not let anybody ever tell you that
Labor cares about the workers; Labor does
not give a stuff about the workers. That is
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the simple fact of the matter. They show
it time and again, and they are doing it
again.
Here we have a tax that is causing
industries to go broke. Here we have a
tax that is causing industries to leave our
shores. Here we have a tax that is hurting
families, causing unemployment, and
causing families to lose their homes.
Here we have a tax that is breaking up
families and causing much pain, and yet
the Labor Party sits back with its coalition
Greens mates and says, ‘No, we’re going
to keep it there’. It cannot admit when it is
wrong, even after the people of Australia
spoke last September and said quite
emphatically, ‘We do not want this carbon
tax’.
There has been some discussion as
to whether the Prime Minister has a
mandate to remove the carbon tax.
I say to members that if this Prime
Minister does not have a mandate to
remove the carbon tax, no Prime Minister
has ever had a mandate to do anything.
We have a Prime Minister who made it
very clear. He said, ‘If we are elected, we
will scrap the carbon tax’. He said, ‘We will
stop the boats’, and he has done that, and
I congratulate the federal government
on having stopped the boats. But on the
carbon tax — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — And getting the economy
in order, which the federal government
is on the way to doing, Mr Barber. I know
Mr Barber is a member of a party which
is economically illiterate, to say the very
least. He need only listen to his federal
leader, Senator Milne, to understand
that the Greens have absolutely no
understanding of economics at all — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Sarah wants to be leader.
Sarah Hanson-Young is at home watching
Seaspray or something — —
Mr Ramsay — Sea Patrol.
Mr FINN — Sea Patrol. As I speak she
is writing her next policy speech while
watching A Country Practice, and Dr
Elliot will be the Minister for Health in
a Hanson-Young government. That is
something to look forward to. The carbon
tax is hurting people, but the people in the
Labor Party and the Greens will not accept
that they have harmed Australia and
Australians — —
Mr Ondarchie — And older Australians.
Mr FINN — Older Australians as well.
Every Australian. This tax is probably
the most — I am loath to use the word
‘evil’ but I have to — evil tax we have ever
seen in this country because it hits every
Australian — —
Mr Ondarchie — Anti-investment.
Mr FINN — It is anti-investment, it is
anti-production, it is anti-employment
——
Mr Ramsay — It is anti-Australian.
Mr FINN — Indeed, Mr Ramsay, it is
anti-Australian. We have seen a tax put
on electricity right across the board. Over
the last couple of days we have heard a
great deal about the decision made by
Alcoa to close its plant at Point Henry. We
have heard from the other side that it had
nothing to do with the carbon tax.
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Is anybody with any credibility seriously
suggesting that the carbon tax did not
affect an industry that chews up electricity
like nothing else and did not impact
Alcoa’s decision to close Point Henry?
Mr Barber — Yes.
Mr FINN — I am talking about people
who have credibility — —
Mr Barber — Alcoa.
Mr FINN — Yes, but it is not going to
upset the applecart, Mr Barber; we know
that. Let us get fair dinkum here; let us be
realistic. This is a huge tax on electricity.
If we are fair dinkum once again, we can
see that not so long ago our friends in the
Greens would be almost cheering that
Alcoa was going.
I remember the Greens not so long
ago saying what a dreadful thing an
aluminium smelter was because it was
one of the great polluters. Is that not right,
Mr Barber? Indeed it is right. The Greens
have come in here today and they are
trying to stand on all three legs at once.
It is something that has to be seen to be
believed.
The reality is that the Greens and their
mates are pretty happy with the way things
have turned out. Members of the Labor
Party are perhaps not so happy, because
they are just stupid. But the Greens set
out to do this. It is basically what the
Greens policy is about. The Greens policy
is about destroying industry, destroying
manufacturing and destroying jobs in this
country. The Labor Party will go along
with it if it means being in government for
a few years, irrespective of how long it will
stay in opposition as a result of that. To the
Labor Party I say, ‘For God’s sake, get your
heads out of the sand’.
I remind the ALP that it has damaged
this nation in a way that nobody else has
for a very long time. This carbon tax is
Whitlamesque in the damage that it has
caused this nation. I would suggest to Mr
Leane and Mr Tee that they get on the
phone to their mates in Canberra and tell
them that as long as this carbon tax stays,
the Victorian economy and the Australian
economy will suffer. Workers will suffer.
Families will suffer. Victorians will suffer,
and Australians will suffer.
I am not appealing to the Greens,
because I know the Greens do not care.
They are happy with the way things have
turned out. I appeal, however, to members
of the Labor Party, who apparently, given
what I read on websites and things, care
about people. It is a stretch, I have to say.
I say to them that if they are fair dinkum
and if they do care, they should get on
the phone to Bill Shorten, the federal
Leader of the Opposition, and ask him to
do the right thing by Australians and to
pass the bill that Prime Minister Abbott
has put before Parliament to remove the
carbon tax. The removal of the carbon tax
will see the removal of a killer of so many
industries.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane would not know
about running his own business. Let me
tell him that when things are going tough,
sometimes it does not take much to push
someone over the edge. In this case, if a
company’s electricity bill goes from $2
million to $8 million, that is going to hit
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that company where it hurts. A company
will pull out and react very quickly. I urge
members opposite to do the right thing
and support the federal coalition and the
state coalition governments in removing
the monumental burden of the carbon tax
on this country.
I support Mr Melhem’s call for a
bipartisan approach. I support his call
for bipartisanship with regard to the
future of this nation. I also support what
Denis Napthine is doing as Premier of
Victoria. I am very proud to say that
Denis Napthine is the Premier of this
state. I say to members opposite that their
leader, an entirely owned subsidiary of
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union, is no shakes when it comes
to getting Victoria going. That is just not
going to happen.
I plead with members opposite one last
time for common decency. Look at that:
I mention common decency and Mr Tee
has nearly wet himself! He just cannot
cope with even the prospect of common
decency. That unfortunately very much
represents what the Labor Party is all
about in this state and in this country. If
you mention common decency, Labor
members fall about laughing.
I suppose, given that they belong to
the same party as Craig Thomson and so
many others, it is understandable that
they would fall about laughing at the
mention of common decency.
That is what we have in this state; that is
the way it is. I hope members opposite will
contact their federal colleagues and seek
the removal of the carbon tax. They have
to face facts. There is no global warming,
so what the hell are we fighting? What
exactly is the reason for the carbon tax?
That is a debate for another day. I ask
members opposite to join us in doing the
right thing by Victorians and doing the
right thing for Australia.

COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
19 February 2014

Auditor-General:
Implementation
of School
Infrastructure
Programs

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
am pleased also to speak on the AuditorGeneral’s report on the implementation
of school infrastructure programs. It is
interesting that Ms Tierney chose this
particular report to speak on. I have a
feeling she probably chose it for a very
different reason to mine. A good number
of the instances recorded in this report are
the result of actions by Labor government.
If members look at this report, they will
find that after 11 years in government the
Labor Party left the coalition government
with a $420 million black hole in school
maintenance. I suppose, however, we
should be grateful to a degree, because
back in 1992, after 10 years of Labor

government, we inherited a black hole of
$600 million.
As the newly elected member for the
then lower house seat of Tullamarine I
well remember visiting some of the local
schools and seeing the state of many
of those schools after 10 years of Labor
government. It was extraordinary, to say
the least, that the Labor Party, that claims
to care about schools and claims to care
about teachers and kids, had allowed the
physical environment of the schools to
deteriorate to the extent they had. I had
no problem putting my foot through the
floorboards or my hands through the walls
of any number of the schools. This is what
Labor did back in the 1980s and the early
1990s, and good heavens above — would
you believe it? — the Labor government
did it again when it had the chance prior
to the 2010 election.
I am very pleased that the coalition
government put in an initial $51.5 million
to address the critical maintenance needs
of some 250 schools across Victoria. Of
course there are any number of areas
where schools need major upgrades or
which need new schools altogether.
Members only have to look at the
western suburbs — and the Wyndham
area in particular — which, as we know,
is one of the fastest growing areas in
the country. We have built or are in the
process of building a number of new
schools. We have put $10 million into
the Tarneit P-9 College and also into
Alamanda P-9 College in Point Cook. To
the Melton North West Primary School
we have contributed $11.5 million.
To the Truganina P-9 college we have
contributed $10 million, and that is just
for stage 1. To the Wyndham Vale South
primary school we have contributed
$11.25 million. To the new Western
Autism School in Laverton we have
contributed some $12 million, and that is
in the process being built as we speak.
It is also of some interest that we have
contributed significant capital investment
to the Wyndham Central Secondary
College, formerly the Galvin Park
Secondary College, of $14 million, and
to the Rosamond Special School of $9.5
million.
I will never forget going to the
Rosamond Special School not long after
the election of this government with then
Premier Baillieu and the Minister for
Education, Mr Dixon, to announce that we
were providing money for the new school.
The emotion was extraordinary because,
quite frankly, the people who run the
school — the parents and teachers — had
given up on ever getting the sort of money
they needed for a proper school and a
proper environment in which to teach
the kids. It makes you feel good inside to
know that you are part of a government
that provides services for the people who
need them.
Later this year I am looking forward to
going to the opening of the new Western
Autism School. I hope at some stage to get
some money for Sunshine College, which
is a disgrace. I do not know how Labor
neglected that school for as long as it did.
It needs to be bulldozed and rebuilt, and I
hope that will happen very soon.
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It is in the worst condition I have ever
seen any school in, anywhere, and I hope
that very soon we might be able to get
the money to get it into the condition it
should be in.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
20 February 2014

Climate change

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Despite the British Met Office telling us
there has been no global warming for 17
years, and the fact that a good portion
of North America and Europe is buried
under a deep layer of ice and snow, as well
as there being severe floods in England,
the political Left has renewed its claims
that the Earth is warming. The warming
alarmists tell us this is a matter of ‘settled
science’, yet there is no shortage of
scientists ready to dispute that.
Last week the New York Times — hardly
a bastion of conservatism — quoted
computer projections saying there is no
evidence to show that global warming is
causing drought in California. In fact the
New York Times says that global warming
should mean more rain, not less. I do
hope nobody has mentioned this to our
very own Sandbags Flannery.
We should recall that he has made
a very nice quid out of the Australian
taxpayer by saying the exact opposite.
These new revelations could cause him to
have kittens.
Let us not forget the shipload of ‘climate
tourists’ who thought a quick jaunt down
to Antarctica would be a good idea over
Christmas. They went to see where the
ice had melted but instead discovered
the ice is still very much there. If they
had bothered to check with NASA, they
would have known there is now more ice
on the polar caps than in living memory
— despite Al Gore’s prediction six years
ago that that same ice would be gone in
five years. He has the same sort of track
record as Sandbags. This ship of fools was
stuck in the ice for weeks. Two ships sent
to rescue them were also stuck. They were
finally flown out on helicopters, leaving
the crew behind to wait for the ice to clear.
They could be there for years. We can only
hope soon-to-be Senator Janet Rice tells
the Commonwealth Parliament the truth
about her time as a funster at the South
Pole.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
20 February 2014

Sunbury planning

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice is
directed to my friend and colleague the
Minister for Planning, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house what action
the government has taken concerning
municipal changes in the north-west of
Melbourne and their impact upon local
planning schemes?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning)
— On this side of the house we are proud
to have kept our word to the people of

Sunbury. On this side of the house we are
proud that, when we made a commitment
to the people of Sunbury — —
Mr Tee — What about the people in
Portsea? How are they feeling?
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union’s rep
on the Labor admin committee, Mr Tee!
I did not think he would pipe up today.
We are proud we have kept our word to
the people of Sunbury. Many times over
the last 15 years the people of Sunbury
have been promised the chance to have
a referendum to decide their municipal
boundaries and the planning schemes
that will be responsible for a possible city
of Sunbury. It was promised, as Mr Finn
would know, back in 1999. Who, might I
ask, made this promise? Bracks. Listens.
Acts. Not in this case!
Hon. M. J. GUY — I always take your
advice, President, and I will allow myself
to be corrected. It was a promise made
by the then Steve Bracks-led Labor Party,
which was not fulfilled. Again, I just
point that out by way of background in
discussing the establishment of a city of
Sunbury planning scheme. That promise
was again made — in a case of, for good
measure, if it was a lie once, it could be
a lie twice — in 2002, but never fulfilled.
In 2010 I had the honour of going to
Macedon with then local upper house
member Donna Petrovich to again affirm
that a coalition government would provide
a referendum to the people of Sunbury,
indeed to the city of Hume, to see whether
the city of Sunbury could be a vision that
might be established via a vote by the
people in the city of Hume. It is interesting
to note that the referendum results came
back with more than 60 per cent of Hume
residents and ratepayers who participated
in that voluntary poll opting for the city of
Hume to go to the next step.
And in that next step a number of
community consultation committees have
been established.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order,
President, the minister is now clearly
answering a question, which we welcome,
on local government matters, on issues
under the Local Government Act 1989
about referendums, about holding
referendums and about the results
of referendums. Does this mean the
minister is now in this house able to be
asked questions on the affairs of any
municipality if they deal with elections
or referendums or election commitments
given by political parties?
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of
order, President, the minister clearly
has responsibility for planning schemes
and can be asked questions on planning
schemes, and that seems to have been
what the question was about.
The PRESIDENT — Order! As I have
indicated, ministers need to be careful
when they comment on matters which
are outside their direct responsibility and
would appear to be the responsibility
of another minister — in this case the
Minister for Local Government. The
minister indicated in his introductory
remarks that his answer to this question
reflected on implications for not just local
government structure but also for the
planning scheme that might be adopted
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for the people of Sunbury as part of a
change in the governance of that area by
way of the creation of a new municipality.
I would hope the minister would be
coming back to that sort of commentary in
his remaining answer time.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Indeed, President;
again a very good ruling. The
establishment of the city of Sunbury
would of course precipitate the need for a
new city of Sunbury planning scheme.
I can inform the chamber that that is
something I have of course now taken
advice on, and I have sought further
advice around the methods and processes
for preparing a new planning scheme
for what would be a new municipality. I
have also sought advice about ensuring
that existing overlays, such as heritage
requirements, would remain in place and
would carry over for any new planning
scheme that might be established — for
instance, in a new city of Sunbury.
As Mr Finn would know, there have
been examples in the past which have
been nothing more than barefaced
lies, but this commitment from the
coalition government to give the people
of Sunbury a chance to have not only a
new municipality but their own planning
scheme attached is one this government
believes is the right thing to do. It
recognises a longstanding commitment
from its side of politics. It is not a
barefaced lie but a commitment we are
proud to honour, a commitment that will
build a better Sunbury and, more to the
point, that will be part of building a better
Victoria.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order,
President, I raise this matter now because
I note that the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development, Ms
Lovell, may not be at the table during the
adjournment debate this evening. On
Tuesday evening I raised an adjournment
matter with Minister Lovell in respect
of the Olympic Village child and family
centre. In her response she claimed that
Mr Carbines, the member for Ivanhoe in
the Assembly, had been sent a response
on the adjournment matter. She also said
in her response that I would be sent a copy
of this response. Mr Carbines checked
with the Speaker and the Assembly papers
office and had not received a response,
and I have not received a response
from the minister either. I point out that
Mr Carbines coincidentally received
the response in the mail today at his
electorate office. I am therefore seeking
guidance from the minister as to whether
the response had been signed off before
I raised the adjournment matter and she
gave her response on Tuesday evening.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point
of order, President, that was clearly
not a point of order. It related to an
adjournment matter, and it should
properly be raised during the
adjournment debate. My understanding
is that ministers’ responses in the
adjournment debate dispose of matters
absolutely and the member does not have
the capacity to raise a so-called point of
order. It was not a point of order; it was
an opportunity for her to seek to put
incorrect information into Hansard under
the guise of making a point of order.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos
raised what she saw as a point of
order, and in the scheme of things it is
acceptable as a point of order. However,
in terms of the information she seeks, I
do not believe the minister is required to
make any response at this time, and I rule
the point of order out of order. It seems
extraordinary to me that Ms Mikakos
asked for information on an adjournment
item which was provided and that she
now seeks to find out when that might
have been signed. The point is that the
adjournment commitment was fulfilled,
and it is not appropriate to raise this item
by this mechanism at this time. If there is
a further issue in respect of the matter the
member wishes to pursue, there are other
mechanisms, but the point of order was
not an appropriate one at this time.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think Ms
Mikakos will find ministers sign many
things at weekends.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The reference
to a former Premier of the state was most
inappropriate. I will not have that sort of
reflection on a former office-bearer of the
state.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
20 February 2014

Crimes
Amendment
(Grooming) Bill
2013

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to support the Crimes Amendment
(Grooming) Bill 2013. In doing so I will
repeat my comments of late last year,
when the Betrayal of Trust report was first
presented to this Parliament.
I want to repeat my words of
congratulation to the members of the
committee, three of whom are in the
chamber at the moment — Ms Crozier,
the chair of the committee, Mrs Coote and
Mr O’Brien. My admiration for the work
that they have done in this particular area
knows no bounds, particularly because I
am not sure I could have done it. I am not
sure I am robust enough.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not sure I am. I am
not sure I would have been able to put up
with some of the horrific evidence that
was presented to the committee. I express
my admiration for the work the members
of the committee have done and for the
results of that work, and we are seeing one
of those results today. The state of Victoria,
and in particular the children of Victoria,
owe the members of the committee a
great debt of gratitude. On behalf of them I
thank those members very much indeed.
The name of the committee’s report
is very appropriate, because trust is
something that these acts destroy more
than anything else. There is some hope
of making a physical recovery from some
of these attacks — that is what they are
— but it is quite possible that a child who
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goes through such a nightmare may well,
for the rest of their life, not be able to
regain trust in their fellow human beings,
and that is a tragedy. Such a situation can
be particularly devastating for those who
had a very high respect for the clergy, for
example.
The committee’s inquiry affected me
particularly, because when I was at school
as a boarder — and I only found this out
years later — certain of my classmates
were being molested by the priests and
brothers, who I had faith in at the time.
In fact for a very long time I refused to
believe that the abuse had occurred.
I defended one priest publicly, and
after that he was convicted for a particular
attack. Quite publicly, at a function, I said
I did not believe that he had done it. This
is the gall of these characters. This is what
we are dealing with. He rang me after he
got out of jail and thanked me for having
faith in him and for my support. I was
pleased to hear from him, because I had
not heard from him for a very long time,
and I was very pleased that things had
been sorted out.
However, it was only when he went to
jail the second time that I realised just
how wrong I was. As I say, this is the gall of
these characters. After what he had done
originally, it is possible he would do just
about anything. But for him to ring me as
a member of Parliament and thank me
for my support when he knew what he
had done and to attempt to continue the
cover-up just left me wondering if there
is anything that some of these people will
not do. It is just extraordinary.
I am sure those classmates way back in
the 1970s will still be suffering as a result
of what happened. I was particularly close
to one of the perpetrators, one of the
criminals, and I ask myself, ‘Why didn’t he
touch me? Why wasn’t I a victim?’ — not
that I was upset by that. The response was
very clear when somebody said to me
one day, ‘They only pick certain sorts of
children, and you would not have been
the sort of child who would have taken it.
You would not have been the sort of child
he would have preyed on’.
Mr O’Brien — That is where the
grooming comes in.
Mr FINN — As Mr O’Brien says, that is
where the grooming comes in. Grooming
is deliberate. It is premeditated, it involves
lies and it involves deception. Quite often
it is very clever. A lot of these characters
are not stupid; they know exactly what
they are doing. It is all very carefully
planned.
In other instances, apart from the
clergy — because it does happen in the
outside world generally — people will
start a relationship with and move in
with a child’s mother so they can have
access to the child. That is not unheard
of. These people are driven by, I suppose,
an insatiable hunger for children that I do
not understand — and I hope I never do
understand it fully. It fills me with disgust
and, given my experiences over the past
40 years from the days when I was at
school — well, let us say 35 — it distresses
me. It causes me considerable distress to
have been so close to it happening and not
to have known. If I had known, I would

have tried to do something about it, but I
did not know. That is how clever — —
Mrs Coote — That is why they didn’t
pick you.
Mr FINN — I think that is right, Mrs
Coote; I think that is why they did not
pick me and why they were obviously
very careful not to give any great hints
that anything was going on. If any of my
classmates had attempted to tell me that
it was going on, I probably would not
have believed them. In one case I would
have, but in the other cases I would not
have. There was one bloke, Rapson, who
is now in jail, who was a total lunatic. I
am sure the members of the committee
who are in the chamber will know that
name very well. When I heard that he
had been charged it did not surprise me
one little bit because in my view he had
major problems not related to what we are
talking about today.
As I said, I do not think I would have
believed my classmates. I was brought up
in a family where you did not speak ill of
the clergy; to do so would have risked a
smack on the ear. That was not something
that one did. It has been an education, to
say the very least, over the last few years
because I was one of the people who early
in the piece did not want to believe what
was happening.
I just could not believe that this was
going on. But eventually you have to. I say
to those people who have contacted me
and said that the committee is on an antiCatholic witch-hunt or is on a witch-hunt
of the church or whatever: that is not the
case. This is about getting to the truth. I
just wish the church had faced it years
before it did.
As a Catholic I know that the basis of
the Catholic Church is truth. If the church
throws out the truth and goes out of its
way to avoid it or to cover it up, you really
have to wonder what is going on there. I
know it is not just the Catholic Church; the
other day I saw that an Anglican priest had
been charged with something similar, and
we know from the report that the Salvation
Army is mentioned in dispatches. I
know it is not any particular church, and
nor is it just clergy. That is important to
note, so there are not people out there
who might feel left out because their
particular plights are not being addressed.
I would not want to give those people the
impression that that is the case, because
the problems, issues and difficulties that
they have had over the years are just as
important as those of people who were
molested by the clergy.
This is a very, very important bill.
Children — and their protection — must
always be our priority. I spend most of my
life protecting children, whether it be in
here or at home. Sometimes I think it is
easier in here than it is at home. I spend
a great deal of my life protecting children
because without our protection they are
extraordinarily vulnerable. We know there
are people out there who will prey on
them. We know there are people out there
who will take advantage of them.
We know there are people out there
who will use them for their own personal
pleasure — as playthings that are nonhuman. Those sorts of people are out
there, and it saddens me enormously. We
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need this sort of legislation. When I grew
up — and perhaps I grew up in a very
protected environment; I am sure I grew
up in a very protected environment — I do
not think this sort of thing — —
Mr O’Brien — As far as you knew.
Mr FINN — As far as I knew, as Mr
O’Brien says, it did not happen. I certainly
did not know about it; mum and dad did
not know about it. But now it seems all too
prevalent. It may well be because we now
know about it. It may well be that it is not
that it is more prevalent but that there is
just more public knowledge. That may the
case, and that may be a good thing.
But we have to protect our children
from people who will harm them in any
way. As I said, that is what I spend most
of my life doing. As a legislator I have a
responsibility to do that, but as adults
every single one of us has a responsibility
to do that. The first priority we carry
into this place is to protect those who
cannot protect themselves and to defend
those who cannot defend themselves.
That is our job. The big boys can look
after themselves — we know that, and
they often do — but it is our job to make
sure that those who cannot protect
themselves are protected. That is what
this bill is about. I very strongly support
the Crimes Amendment (Grooming) Bill
2013, and I look forward to the day when
such legislation will be looked upon as
something that is no longer necessary.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
20 February 2014

Domestic Animals
Amendment Bill
2013

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Mr
Elsbury’s contribution to this debate was
clearly from the heart. It shows not just
this house but the Victorian community
the depths to which this issue affects us
all. It is an extraordinarily important issue,
and this bill — and the previous bill — has
made it a very good day for Victoria and
for this Parliament. With the previous bill
the government is attempting to protect
children from human predators, and with
this bill it is attempting to protect children
from canine predators, and that is a good
thing.
It has to be said that there are two sorts
of people in the world: cat people and
dog people. I am a dog person; I make no
bones about that.
Hon. P. R. Hall — But you barrack for
the Tigers.
Mr FINN — I do barrack for the Tigers,
but in terms of what domestic animal I
have, I am very much a dog person. My
Bobbi at home is a wonderful dog, and
when I am out walking her I often think
of what would happen if the dog down
the street got out, because she would not
have a hope if she were attacked by that
dog, who loves to let her know that he
is around when we are walking. That is
something that worries me.

What worries me even more is what
happened to Ayen Chol. Ayen was not
walking down the street with her dog.
Ayen was in her front yard and she ran
inside. She was killed by a dog in her
kitchen. As a four-year-old, if you cannot
be safe in the kitchen of your own home
with your mum, where can you be safe?
That is why we are debating this bill today.
There are some dogs who just should not
be in our midst. This legislation is about
stopping those dogs.
It is about eliminating those dogs.
As I said, I love dogs. I have loved dogs
all my life. Since I was a little kid I have
had dogs. But there are some dogs that we
just do not need. There are some dogs that
are a threat to humans and also to other
dogs. I receive a number of complaints
from constituents who tell me about the
attacks that they have suffered or that
their animals, their dogs, have suffered
when they have been out walking. Dogs
have come from nowhere and attacked,
mauled, and sometimes killed their pet
dog. That is just not on. Hopefully this
legislation will go some way towards
eliminating those sorts of attacks, not
just on other dogs and other pets but on
human beings as well. That is what this
legislation is about, as Mr Elsbury said.
It is about protecting people as well as
protecting animals. Those of us who have
been in politics for a while and who have
been out doorknocking know just how
frightening savage dogs can be.
I recall one particular instance when
a dog had me up against a front door for
about a half an hour.
Mrs Peulich — Was it your front door?
Mr FINN — No, it was not my front
door; it was another door, down in
Tullamarine. I thought I was a goner. It
was a very good watchdog. This dog was
out and about. It should not have been
outside the backyard, but it was. Some
people I speak to who have these vicious
dogs say they never let them out. It is not
a question of letting it out; it is a question
of what happens if it gets out. That is the
thing. Nobody lets these things out; quite
often they get out themselves, and then
we see the consequences. I am hopeful
those people who hold the view that these
sorts of dogs have a role in our society will
take note of this legislation, take particular
note of the penalties involved and remove
these dogs from their ownership.
I hope we will see the elimination of
these sorts of breeds of vicious dogs in not
too much time at all.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
11 March 2014

Summary Offences
and Sentencing
Amendment Bill
2013
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
It gives me a great deal of pleasure to
rise this evening to speak in support of
the Summary Offences and Sentencing
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Amendment Bill 2013. Whilst it gives me
a great deal of pleasure to support the
bill, it saddened me enormously to hear
the contribution from Ms Pennicuik a
little earlier. I think if ever there was a
contribution in this place that showed
gross disrespect to the police force of this
state, Victoria Police, it was certainly that
contribution.
Quite frankly I think Ms Pennicuik
should get up at the first opportunity,
maybe on a point of order, and offer an
apology to Victoria Police for the way
she carried on, suggesting that police
would do all manner of things if this
legislation were passed. I happen to have
a great deal of faith in Victoria Police.
Certainly Victoria Police went off the rails
there for a little while, but the new Chief
Commissioner of Police has got it back on
track and it is now doing what we expect
our police force to do.
It is totally wrong for any member
of this house to get up and undermine
and deride Victoria Police in the way Ms
Pennicuik did this evening.
I wish to speak about some people in
the community who go out of their way
to attack freedom of speech, who go
out of their way at every opportunity to
ensure that those who oppose them are
shut down. I have heard tonight from
members opposite that this legislation
will stifle protest in this state. We have
heard from the other side that this bill is
undemocratic and will stifle freedom of
speech. I would say to the house tonight
that this legislation will in fact do exactly
the opposite. I refer to an experience I had
last year — and I see Mr Elsbury over there
nodding, because he knows where I am
heading with this — at the annual March
for the Babies, where some thousands
of people from all over Victoria, and
increasingly from all over Australia, gather
to march in support of the unborn babies
of Victoria and against the despicable
legislation we have in this state that allows
abortion right up until the moment the
child would otherwise be born.
This march has been held for five years.
I will declare my interest, as I have before:
I am the president of March for the Babies
Inc. We have had some very successful
marches over the last five years. We set
out from the Treasury Gardens on 12
October last year, fully expecting that
we would have another very successful
march. We did not get far down Flinders
Street before we were ambushed. We were
attacked by a feral group of combined nohopers, I suppose you would call them;
a combination of international socialists,
Trotskyites, representatives of the Sex
Party — you name it, they were all there.
We were ambushed.
It was another, larger group — probably
100, maybe 200 in number — that came
around the corner and actually sat in
front of our peaceful, law-abiding march.
I suppose this issue does raise emotions;
it is understandable that people would
be very emotional on this issue, but what
followed was totally inexcusable. What
followed was not just the blocking of
a very large and peaceful, law-abiding
march through the streets of Melbourne.
What followed was not just the blocking
of a large group of people who had come
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together to express their democratic right
to call for a change in the law of this state.
What followed was downright anarchy.
What followed was violent, what followed
was antisocial and what happened was
a disgrace. It should never have been
allowed to happen on the streets of
Melbourne.
During the negotiations, if I can call
them that, with the police and the ferals
I was told by a number of police officers,
some senior police officers on the front
line, that if we had the move-on legislation
that we are discussing tonight, they would
in fact have been able to move that crowd
on; they would have had the power to
move them on, and that would have been
ideal. That would have been something
that we would have been particularly
pleased to do because all we were doing
was expressing our peaceful right to
protest.
Interjections from gallery.
Mr FINN — I hear some of my friends
behind me. No doubt they were there on
the day, and I wonder if they have still got
blood on their hands — —
Mr FINN — As I said, the police at
that time were most insistent that if we
had back then the legislation that we are
discussing tonight, many of the problems
that we had on that particular day, which
led to violence, particularly here in front
of Parliament House, could have been
averted. I know Mr Elsbury bore the scars
of that violence for quite some time, as did
my daughter and a number of people who
were assaulted by this rabble, who are
the same sorts of people you see at most
protests, I have to say; they are the same
sorts of people you see no matter what the
issue is.
In fact it is interesting that just a few
days after the March for the Babies
last year there was a protest outside
104 Exhibition Street which, for those
who are not aware, is the Liberal Party
headquarters. We recognised many of
those people who were protesting outside
104 Exhibition Street as the ferals who had
gathered on the previous Sunday. Some
people call those people professional
protesters, but I do not call them
protesters. I call them people who use
politics or a particular issue as an excuse
for violence — —
Mr Elsbury — Thugs!
Interjections from gallery.
Mr FINN — They are thugs. Indeed, Mr
Elsbury, that is exactly what they are. They
are thugs, and I think we are seeing a fair
example of that at the moment. We are
open to thuggery and open to violence
——
Interjections from gallery.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar)
— Order! Madam! I warn you, you are very
close to having me call security to take you
out. I do not want to do that.
Interjections from gallery.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar)
— Order! Do not answer back! I will not
allow this; this is the last warning for the
people in the gallery. You may watch,
you may listen, but no photographs are
to be taken. Nothing else. This is the last
warning. Mr Finn is to continue without
any disturbance from the gallery.
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Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting
President. As I said earlier, my support
for the police is well known. I have a great
deal of respect for them, and I particularly
respect the job that they do, no more so
than when they are faced with the sort of
people who throw things at them, who
often spit at them and who just attempt to
provoke them in so many ways. They stand
there and cop that. I say: no more! I say
that our police are too important to have
to cop that. I say our police should not
have to cop that. I say that this Parliament
should stand up and give our police the
authority to do their jobs, and the respect
and the authority that the police deserve is
something this Parliament should deliver.
That is what we are doing tonight with
the Summary Offences and Sentencing
Amendment Bill 2013.
I have been looking forward to
supporting this bill.
I have received a number of emails — I
am not sure where they are from because
there are no addresses on them — that
all have the same wording, and I am sure
other members have received them as
well. The emails are totally off the beam
when it comes to what this legislation
is about. I hope those people who have
written to me on this subject will take into
consideration what I have said tonight,
because this bill is not about an attack on
democracy, it is not an attack on freedom
of speech, it is not an attack on the right
to protest. This bill is about standing up
to allow those who wish to express their
voices in a peaceful and law-abiding
manner to do so without fear of being
assaulted by thugs and individuals who —
I was going to say make a livelihood, but I
doubt any of them have made a livelihood
in their lives; most of them I would
imagine would be first-class bludgers, to
tell you the truth.
The sad fact is that these people have
been on the streets of Melbourne and
other cities — it has probably happened
in Geelong and other places as well — for
far too long. These people will go a long
way for a fight. These people will go a
long way if they think they could get the
opportunity to take a swing at a policeman
or a policewoman, indeed — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — Or a police horse, as Mr
O’Brien said, as we saw not so long ago.
This law will assist the police further in
doing their job, and that is, to my way
of thinking, a very good thing because if
people cannot walk down the street to
express a point of view without fear of
being kicked or knocked to the ground
or belted in the head then that is when
democracy is in danger. That is when our
freedom is in danger, and that is what
happened out the front of this building on
12 October last year.
Whilst the police probably could have
handled it better, this law will certainly
enable them to do so if a similar event
occurs — although I do not think it will —
in October this year.
I commend the Attorney-General
for introducing this legislation, and
I commend the government. I think
this is long overdue. Anybody who has
followed my words in this house over the
past almost eight years will know that I

have said that we must give the police
the resources to do their job — that is
very important — but more importantly
we must give them the authority to do
their job. We must say to our men and
women in blue that we as a Parliament
support them, that we want them to do
their job and that when they do their job
we will stand with them. That is such an
important message to get through to the
men and women of Victoria Police.
I will leave my comments there.
I very much look forward to this bill
becoming law because, for the many
reasons I have discussed tonight, whether
it be safety on the streets or indeed
protection for our basic rights of freedom
and democracy, it will go a long way to
providing a better place for all of us in the
state of Victoria.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
11 March 2014

City of Wyndham
councillor

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the Minister
for Local Government. Whilst there are
a number of matters that concern me
currently about Wyndham City Council,
there is one in particular I believe should
be brought to the minister’s attention. It
concerns one particular councillor who
has on a number of occasions recently
been on active duty with the Country
Fire Authority (CFA), fighting fires in the
Wyndham area.
Mr Elsbury — And beyond!
Mr FINN — And beyond, as Mr Elsbury
points out. That is him; it is very late.
It should be pointed out that the wife
of this particular councillor, Cr Glenn
Goodfellow, is also a captain in the CFA,
so between them they spend a good
deal of their lives contributing to their
community and to our community by
defending that community against fire
through the CFA.
There seems to be a push on to bring
pressure to bear on Cr Goodfellow to
either ease back his contribution to the
CFA or get off the council.
That seems to me to be quite
extraordinary, I have to say, at a time
when we are saying to employers that
they should be giving their employees
time off to go and fight fires with the CFA.
Here we have a council which appears
to be agitating for its councillors, in
particular Cr Goodfellow, to give up their
involvement with the CFA. This seems
to be coming particularly from a former
mayor of the City of Wyndham, Kim
McAliney, who was defeated at the last
election, and it is not hard to see why if
this is her attitude to involvement in the
CFA. I do not know exactly what role she
has to play in the council at this point
in time, but it seems she has far more
influence than is strictly necessary or
indeed good for the council.
I ask the minister to provide some
counselling for Wyndham City Council
and to provide it with the Victorian
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government’s clear view — that is, that
supporting a councillor who is off fighting
fires with the CFA is a highly desirable
thing to do. I ask the minister to do this as
a matter of urgency.
These stirrings are still going on, I
gather, and it is something I do not believe
we as a government or as a Parliament
should be tolerating. I ask the minister to
attend to this matter as soon as possible.

COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
12 March 2014

Independent
Broad-based
Anti-corruption
Commission:
report on conduct
of Sir Ken Jones,
QPM

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on the report entitled Special
Report Concerning Allegations About
the Conduct of Sir Ken Jones, QPM, in
Relation to His Dealings with Certain
Confidential Victoria Police Information.
This report has been tabled pursuant to
section 162 of the Independent Broadbased Anti-corruption Commission
Act 2011. The report was written by the
Honourable Mr Murray Kellam, AO, QC.
This is a very important report, because
it lays to rest what I believe is a grave
injustice in the history of this state. I refer
to the slander or libel — call it what you
will — that was directed towards — —
Mrs Peulich — Trashing.
Mr FINN — Trashing indeed, Mrs
Peulich, that was directed towards Sir Ken
Jones, an outstanding police officer and a
man who had come from England to serve
the people of Victoria in his role as deputy
commissioner. I believe he was betrayed
by the chief commissioner of the day,
Simon Overland. It is worth having a look
at some sections of the conclusion of the
report, because the accusation by Simon
Overland at the time was that Sir Ken
Jones had been leaking to the media.
This is what Mr Kellam has to say in his
report:
I do not consider that the evidence
is sufficient to conclude that this
behaviour formed part of a scheme
devised by him to ensure that those he
spoke to would divulge what he said to
the media. Nor, do I conclude, as the
OPI report does, that information was
‘disclosed ... in a partisan manner for
personal ends’.

As made clear above the evidence
establishes that Sir Ken had a number of
concerns about the direction in which
VicPol was heading. There is no reason
to believe that those concerns were not
held genuinely. It is apparent that Sir
Ken did not ‘mince his words’ and it is a
reasonable conclusion on the evidence

before me that, whatever other skills he
may have had, diplomacy was not one
of them. I consider the most probable
scenario is that by reason of his frustration
Sir Ken spoke unwisely to people he
trusted about those frustrations, and the
cause of them.
Here we had a man who was deeply
concerned about the direction VicPol was
taking.
Under the chief commissioner of
the day he had seen a deterioration in
policing in this state, a deterioration
that had begun under Simon Overland’s
predecessor as Chief Commissioner of
Police, Christine Nixon, who I am sure
the house will recall came to Victoria
with the publicly stated view that Victoria
Police was as corrupt as the police force
in New South Wales from whence she had
come, which was quite a ludicrous and
outrageous proposition. Ms Nixon went
on to destroy the culture of Victoria Police.
It is a very sad thing when political
games — let us face it, that is what it was;
it had nothing to do with policing, it was
all about politics — of this nature can
claim the scalp of somebody with the
outstanding qualities of Sir Ken Jones. If
Simon Overland had any decency about
him, he would offer a public apology to Sir
Ken based on the findings in this report. I
think it is interesting that towards the end,
on page 67, the report says:
... it is time for Victoria to leave behind
what can only be described as a sorry
chapter in the history of VicPol.

I think that is true because under
Christine Nixon and Simon Overland
Victoria Police was going to hell in a
handcart. We had the Office of Police
Integrity being used as their personal
gestapo to go after those who were
perceived as enemies or people who may
have taken a different view, and of course
that is what happened with Sir Ken as
well.
I am very grateful for this report from
IBAC because I think it clears the air. It
clears the name of Sir Ken Jones, and there
remains only one injustice that needs to
be overturned. I am very hopeful that at
some stage in the not-too-distant future
we might see justice in that particular case
as well.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
13 March 2014

Bay West proposal

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
am often intrigued by Labor’s proposals,
but no more so than by Labor’s proposal
for Bay West, as it calls it, down near
Point Wilson. Apart from impacting the
local wetlands and the need for major
blasting and dredging, the prospect of
more traffic in the west is something
Labor clearly does not care about. Given
Labor’s opposition to the east-west link,
I have to ask the question: where would
all the extra heavy traffic go from Point
Wilson? The answer is clear: down the
West Gate Freeway. We all know the West
Gate Freeway and the West Gate Bridge
are already at capacity. As we speak they
would still be chock-a-block — —
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Hon. D. M. Davis — More trucks in the
west!
Mr FINN — More trucks in the west —
indeed, Mr Davis.
If Labor gets its way, people in the west
will have to leave the night before to get
to work, and that is not too much of an
exaggeration. Labor has shown yet again
that it could not care less about people in
Melbourne’s west. It might be helpful if
some of them actually lived out there and
travelled down the West Gate Freeway
and across the West Gate Bridge. They
may then have some understanding of the
difficulties and frustrations that people in
the western suburbs face on a daily basis.
Labor does not care about Melbourne’s
west; it is time for the people to return the
favour.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
13 March 2014

Small Business
Commissioner
Amendment Bill
2013

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It
gives me a great deal of pleasure to rise to
support the Small Business Commissioner
Amendment Bill 2013. I can only endorse
the words of my friend and colleague Mr
Ondarchie, who said at the beginning
of his address to the house that there
is one thing that brings us together as
Liberals — and indeed conservatives,
whether we be Liberals or Nationals on
this side of the house — and that is our
love of and support for small business.
There is no doubt in my mind that small
business is the skeleton of the economy,
because without it the economy would fall
to pieces; there would be nothing there
holding it together at all. We see that time
and again.
As somebody who owned and operated
a small business for a period of time, I
know just how tough it is to run a small
business. I also know the risks that
small business people take. I can look at
small business from the point of view of
someone who is being paid every fortnight
and who can make plans based on that —
and there are a lot of people around who
make such plans on a similar basis — but
small business operators are often in the
position of not knowing exactly when they
are going to be paid. They often do not
know exactly when a cheque is coming or
when money will appear in the bank — —
Mr O’Brien — Or if it will.
Mr FINN — Or, as Mr O’Brien points
out, if it will appear in the bank. To most
people I think that would be a pretty
fearful proposition. I suppose there is
a romantic notion of small business
whereby some people think, ‘You are your
own boss. You can do whatever you like.
You can take the day off or head
overseas’. That is not so at all. The reality
is that in a small business — particularly
if you have a very small business — if you
do not do something yourself, it does not
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get done. Quite often that means working
six or seven days a week. The prospect
of taking a day off as the owner-operator
of a small business would never be
contemplated.
I had visions of long lunches and taking
days off and all that sort of thing before
I ran my own business, and I discovered
that nothing could be further from the
truth. Let me assure you, Acting President
Melhem — and this might come as a bit
of a surprise to those very few members of
the opposition who are in the house at the
moment — that the Labor Party is living
up to its reputation for caring about small
business. Its members are elsewhere, and
that is not surprising.
Mr Leane — It’s because you’re
speaking.
Mr FINN — I think that is very unkind of
Mr Leane. He knows how sensitive I am,
and I could be offended if he is not very
careful.
I want to point out to the house that
the word ‘hero’ is often bandied around.
This weekend football begins again in
Melbourne, and I am particularly looking
forward to seeing Richmond give the
Gold Coast a good flogging on Saturday
night. The word hero will get a good run
in the papers come Sunday and Monday,
and probably on Saturday as well,
although I would suggest that heroism
and Collingwood do not go together. It
will be more on Sunday and Monday that
the word hero will be bandied about, but
we are only talking about footballers. The
real heroes of the Australian economy and
of our way of life are those people who
put themselves out there to create wealth
and employment, who quite often put
themselves out on a limb — on the edge.
I know what it is like to ring the bank
to see if the money has arrived so that
you can pay bills that have stacked up
and so you can pay some other small
business person, and on it goes. The real
heroes in this country are small business
operators, and without them we would
be in huge trouble. We would be in more
strife than the early settlers; there are
no two ways about that. I salute small
business operators the length and breadth
of this nation, and I thank them for their
sacrifice. My belief is they deserve the
rewards that come their way.
Nothing frustrates me more than
governments, whether they be of the
socialist kind or on our side of the fence,
which see small business as a milking
cow and an opportunity to extract money
and spend it elsewhere, because small
business operators deserve to keep
the money they earn. We all do, but
particularly small business operators
because of the huge risk that is involved.
There is no doubt in my mind that these
people are the economic powerhouse
of our nation. I pay tribute to them and
thank them for the contribution they
continue to make.
That is why I must express my
sadness at the attitude of the ALP
and the Greens, who seem to have an
extraordinary hostility towards business,
and particularly small business. I can
only assume it is because small business
means people are able to stand on their
own two feet. It means people who show
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entrepreneurship are independent and
strong and can think for themselves, and
that is not something the Labor Party or
the Greens ever encourage.
Mr Ondarchie — The antibusiness
coalition.
Mr FINN — Mr Ondarchie has hit the
nail on the head, as he so often does.
Labor and the Greens are the antibusiness
coalition in this country. It is obviously
sadder when they are in government,
but it is sad even when in they are in
opposition and they express views that are
detrimental to business, particularly as a
result of being dictated to by militant trade
unions.
It is a source of constant amazement
to me that the unions in this country do
not understand that without business,
particularly small business, there would
be no jobs for their members.
It seems to me a pretty obvious
statement of fact that if there were no
businesses offering employment, union
members — dwindling in numbers as they
are — would not have jobs. Yet over an
extended period in certain industries we
have seen unions seemingly going out of
their way to push businesses to the wall.
Sadly, we have seen that even this year, as
early in the year as it is. It is irresponsible
and ludicrous, and it does nobody any
good at all, businesspeople, unionists or
whomever they may be, to extend that
view. I hope that one day you, Acting
President Melhem, might play some role
in ensuring that those union leaders show
a degree of responsibility in ensuring that
their members continue in employment
because the businesses are continuing.
It is ludicrous and amazes me that the
first thing that happens when a business
declares it is in economic trouble — that
it is running out of money and might
go broke — is that the unions call a
strike. Can somebody explain to me how
going on strike makes a business more
profitable?
How can going on strike make a
business a more viable proposition? How
can going on strike in that circumstance
protect the jobs of the people who work
for that business? We have to remember
one thing, and that is — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — It is cutting off your nose
to spite your face, Mr O’Brien, but we
must remember one thing, and it might
answer the question I pose. The answer
of course is that the union leaders calling
the shots do not lose their jobs. They keep
their salaries, their cars and their credit
cards. They are happy. Sometimes they
get rewarded with a job in Parliament.
They know that, if they stay in the union
movement long enough, they will be
superannuated out to a nice cushy job
in a Parliament somewhere, which is
something we have seen often. It is
incentivisation, as I think John Howard
referred to it some years ago, but it is most
certainly not good for small business.
I hope the attitude of some of our
friends in the union movement might
improve, that we might see a degree
of common sense involved and that
we might see them realising that a
cooperative attitude between employer
and employee is good for both of them. In

a lot of instances we do not see that, which
is unfortunate, and I hope it changes. The
antibusiness coalition, as Mr Ondarchie
has so aptly described it, is alive and well,
whether it be in this Parliament, in the
other house or in Canberra — wherever it
may be.
It is encouraging to know there will
be two fewer antibusiness coalition
governments after this weekend. I am
looking forward to Saturday night not just
because of the flogging Richmond will
give the Gold Coast but also because a
couple of Labor governments will bite the
dust, and that is good for small business. I
cannot think of anything more supportive
and productive for small business than to
remove a Labor government, and to lose
two in one day is like winning Tatts.
I am sure it is something every small
business operator in Tasmania and South
Australia is looking forward to, and I wish
them well.
Mr O’Brien — The flock of chickens is
proverbially coming home to roost.
Mr FINN — The flock of chickens is
certainly coming home to roost, and
they are currently flying over Bass
Strait. There is a joke I could tell about
South Australians and Tasmanians,
but I probably should not at this time.
The Small Business Commissioner
Amendment Bill 2013 will, when enacted,
if passed by this Parliament — and I
sincerely hope that will happen soon — —
Mr Leane — As soon as you sit down.
Mr FINN — It will happen very soon
then, Mr Leane, because I am rapidly
coming to the end of my remarks. This
bill will provide a means by which small
business has an efficient resolution
of commercial disputes. That has to
be a good thing because, whilst small
business generally and business overall
want government to get out of their way,
butt out of their lives and allow them
to continue their work and continue to
create the jobs that members opposite
get so excited about, dispute resolution is
obviously something many of them need a
hand with. This bill will provide that hand
and improve the support government
offers small business in this state.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — Scotty Turner was good
at dispute resolution. I remember him
back in 1995 in the second quarter of the
first semifinal at the MCG. He had a very
effective form of dispute resolution at that
time, but that is by the bye. I support the
bill and urge members to give it a speedy
passage.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
25 March 2014

Violence against
women

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Last week Melbourne’s minor tabloid
newspaper ran an article quoting small
excerpts from a much longer interview I
had given one of the local papers in the
western suburbs. As a result of that article,
some people gained the impression that
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I somehow underestimate the severity of
rape and sexual assault as a crime and do
not feel sympathy for its victims. To those
who were of that opinion I apologise for
their distress and assure them nothing
could be further from the truth.
When I stood on the steps of Parliament
House with many colleagues from all
political persuasions to tell the world we
oppose violence toward women, I meant
it. I still mean it. Any man who assaults a
woman automatically forfeits the respect
we are all accorded by virtue of our
membership of the human race. He is a
coward.
Any man who commits rape or sexual
assault should and must feel the full force
of the law. I do not agree with those who
call for capital punishment for these
crimes, but I certainly understand why
they would support that position.
Short of murder, rape is the most
heinous crime imaginable. It is more
than a physical attack; it is an attack on
a woman’s dignity, with subsequent
physical and psychological damage. It is
a crime that can never be justified. We
must give as much support as possible
to rape victims — if necessary, for many
years. They need our care and we have an
obligation to give them that care. I do not
understand the mentality of those who
commit such evil attacks, but I do know
we must all work together to promote
the message that sexual assault is totally,
completely and absolutely unacceptable
and will never be tolerated.

COUNCIL | Petitions
26 March 2014

Boral Western
Landfill

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the
state of Victoria draws to the attention
of the Legislative Council the proposal
by Boral to expand the capacity of the
western landfill site at Christies Road,
Ravenhall — which will have a long-term
detrimental impact on surrounding
communities. The petitioners therefore
request that the Minister for Planning,
Hon. Matthew Guy, intervene to reject the
proposal to expand the site and ensure
any decision by the Melton City Council
that approves expansion is overturned.
By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
(526 signatures).

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
26 March 2014

Early childhood
facilities

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is addressed to the Minister
for Children and Early Childhood
Development, and I ask: can the
minister tell the house which Victorian
communities have welcomed new early
childhood facilities in recent weeks

through the children’s facilities capital
program?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister
for Children and Early Childhood
Development) — I thank Mr Finn for his
question and for his ongoing interest in
early childhood development. I know
that as a father of young children he
understands that investment in early
childhood education can pay great
benefits later on in life. I am pleased to
say that since I last reported to the house
on the children’s facility capital program,
just in the last sitting week, a further
six centres have been opened or begun
construction.
The first of those was on Friday, 14
March, when Mr Delahunty, the member
for Lowan in the Assembly, opened the
newly refurbished Natimuk Preschool
Centre, the refurbishment of which was
made possible through a grant of $195 000
from the Victorian government.
On Tuesday, 18 March, together with
Mr Elsbury, and in his and Mr Finn’s
electorate, I opened the Avondale Heights
Childcare and Early Learning Centre.
This is a fantastic centre. Just $200 000
from government leveraged a $2.1 million
investment from the local council. That
community should be proud that it has
a local council that is investing in the
future of their children. It is a fantastic
community facility. As soon as you walk
into it you feel that your children will
be cared for and that it is a fantastic
environment.
On Wednesday, 19 March, there were
two openings.
The member for Forest Hill in the
Assembly, Neil Angus, opened a facility
at Springvale South, the Darren Reserve
Kindergarten renovation. This was made
possible through $300 000 from the
Victorian government and a further $391
000 from the local council. Also on 19
March the member for Gembrook in the
Assembly, Mr Brad Battin, opened the
Dandenong North East Kindergarten
redevelopment. There was $190 000 from
the state government and $400 000 from
the local council.
On Friday, 21 March, the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Ryan
Smith, turned the sod for the construction
of the Norwood Family and Children’s
Centre, another fantastic children’s
hub that will be built in the Ringwood
community. There is $880 000 from the
Victorian government but an investment
of $2.9 million by the local council.
They are fantastic results for that local
community.
Also on Friday, 21 March, the member
for Mildura in the Assembly, Mr Peter
Crisp, opened the Mildura South
Kindergarten refurbishment. This has
been funded by $300 000 from the
Victorian government, $161 000 from the
local council and, importantly, $27 000
from the kindergarten itself through its
fundraising. We all know how difficult
fundraising is, and for the kindergarten
committee to contribute $27 000 towards
that refurbishment was a fantastic
achievement.
The children’s facilities capital program
is really paying dividends in this state.
It is not only investing in facilities but it
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is increasing kindergarten places, it is
providing consulting rooms for allied
health professionals and maternal and
child health nurses, and it is providing
new kindergarten rooms and increased
access for children with a disability.
This government is investing in early
childhood development because it knows
that this is a long-term investment in
the future of Victoria’s children. We are
very proud of the $106 million we have
invested in children’s capital.

COUNCIL
26 March 2014

Australian Formula
One Grand Prix

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise this afternoon to speak against the
motion and also to speak against the
amendment because I have to say I find
——
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — They are mealy-mouthed
weasel words, as Mr Davis correctly
points out. I cannot say that I can match
Mrs Kronberg’s words from the previous
debate, but I will say that I am a fan of the
grand prix. I enjoy it enormously.
But I will join Ms Pennicuik, Mr Tee
and even Mr Lenders if need be today in
criticism of the grand prix because the
one thing that has distressed me possibly
more than anything else in recent times
is the fact that the high-pitched engine
noise has gone. The screech of the engines
is gone. I remember going to my very first
grand prix in 1996. I was on a tram — Ms
Pennicuik will be pleased about that —
heading towards the track.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr FINN — You can if you walk down
St Kilda Road. I was on the tram, and as
we drew closer to the track I heard a slight
hum to start with, which became a roar
and which then became a screech of the
Formula One engines.
I have to say that this year’s grand prix
was not quite the same without it. I hope
the powers that be in Grand Prix Land will
do something about restoring the screech
— the roar of the engine — because that
is as much a part of the grand prix and
as much a part of Formula One as Jack
Riewoldt kicking a goal at the MCG is a
part of football. That is something we all
enjoy. In fact we all enjoy both.
We have heard comments today about
Albert Park, about how it is handed over
to these people every year and about how
the local residents suffer as a result of the
park being handed over to these people
to run their race. I want to take the house
back to a time about 20 years ago when
Albert Park was a wasteland. There was
barely enough water in the lake for a duck
to swim in, much less for any boating
or other activities to go on there. The
grasslands were depleted and there were
no recreational facilities. The place was
a dump, and it was an embarrassment to
Melbourne.
The good people of Albert Park readily
accepted that their park was a mess.
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However, if you look at Albert Park today,
you see it really is a delight to behold. It
is a place where local people can take
the dog for a walk, go for a jog, ride their
bike or whatever. It is a great piece of
recreational land close to the heart of
Melbourne. The reason Albert Park is in
such good nick is because of the grand
prix. Without the grand prix, Albert
Park would have continued to fall into
disrepair.
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Tee may laugh. The
hyena over there is cackling away to
himself, and I do not know why. I was part
of the government that introduced the
grand prix to Melbourne.
At the time it was introduced I was chair
of the tourism backbench committee
of the Kennett government, and I was
very proud to be the main speaker for
the government when we introduced
the Australian Grand Prix (Amendment)
Bill 1995 in the Legislative Assembly.
At that time I spoke of the benefits the
grand prix would bring to Albert Park
— and sure enough, it most certainly
has brought benefits. It has brought
enormous benefits to the park itself,
and it has brought enormous benefits
to Melbourne, enormous benefits to the
suburbs surrounding Albert Park and to
the businesses in those suburbs, which
make quite a nice earner out of it.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr FINN — They may well go away,
and I ask Ms Pennicuik if she knows what
they do. They let their houses out at about
10 times what they are worth. They make
a killing! If I could do that, I would be
thrilled to the back teeth.
What also happens is that the pubs
in the area put up the cost of their
meals, they put up the cost of their
accommodation and they put up the cost
of everything else. Then what happens
is that the people who want to go to the
grand prix eat those highly expensive
meals, drink that highly expensive
drink and stay at that highly expensive
accommodation. They pour millions and
millions of dollars into the local economy,
which of course transforms into jobs.
There is one thing the Greens cannot
stand, and that is people working. That is
a fact. They cannot abide people having
to get off their tails and work for a living.
It is a foreign concept to them, and it
is one they are very clearly opposed
to. The investment of the grand prix
creates great employment opportunities
and great wealth. God help us if I use
the word ‘wealth’ in the presence of
a Greens member, but it creates great
wealth for the people of Melbourne,
particularly for those living in the areas
surrounding the grand prix track. The
grand prix brings benefits to Victoria far
beyond just Melbourne, because every
year Melbourne has a three-day or fourday international television advertising
campaign courtesy of the grand prix. The
television networks that cover the grand
prix do not just cover the race. As anybody
who watches the race from anywhere
overseas will know, they also extensively
cover the city at which the race is run. We
do not know and there is really no way of
telling how many people — whether they
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be in Canada, the United States, Europe,
Iceland or wherever they might be — see
the grand prix on television and say, ‘Hey,
that’s Melbourne. That’s not a bad spot
at all, is it? I wouldn’t mind going there!’.
Then they ring up the travel agent and ask
for two tickets — —
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not making it up. Ms
Pennicuik is getting a tad hysterical at the
moment, because the home truths are
coming out to haunt her. If there is one
thing that the Greens hate more than jobs
and wealth, it is the truth — and that is the
truth. That is something they really cannot
abide, and that is appalling.
As I was saying, the reality of our
wonderful grand prix is that people
overseas see on television what a
wonderful city we have. Let us face it, this
is the greatest city in Australia. There is
no doubt about it. Sydney may have its
harbour, but if you drained the harbour,
all Sydney would have is a dirty great hole.
That is the truth. There is nothing else up
there. You can do Sydney in an afternoon.
I think Craig Thompson might have tried
that a couple of times! The reality is that
Melbourne has much to offer on many
fronts to many people across the world.
People come here, and it is not just a
matter of staying a few nights, tucking into
some fish and chips and having a couple
of cold Carlton Draughts. They will come
here and go down to Lygon Street, go to
Toorak Road and go to many other places.
We have some magnificent restaurants
and dining establishments in Melbourne
that are far better than those of anywhere
else in Australia.
A lot of the Asians — the Japanese and
the Chinese — love to come to Melbourne
for that reason. They may see on television
that Melbourne is the place. Just for
argument’s sake, they may have never
heard of Melbourne before. Let us face
facts — Australia is not a world power. It is
not something that is on the minds — —
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr FINN — I just say to Mr Tee that if
you go to the United States and watch
television there night and day, you would
not know Australia existed. Quite a few
Americans do not know Australia exists.
However, you cannot buy the sort of
publicity the grand prix gives Melbourne.
It opens the minds of many people to the
possibility of coming to Melbourne to
spend some quality time here and spend a
good deal of money here as well.
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr Dalla-Riva said, those
are the facts. They are indisputable facts.
The other indisputable fact is that tourism
is money in the bank. Every person who
comes to Melbourne as a tourist, whether
they be here for business or for a holiday
or whatever reason they are here, is going
to put money into the local economy.
If you have a rich American or a rich
European or maybe even a rich Pom
coming out here for a holiday after seeing
what Australia has to offer — particularly
what Melbourne has to offer — during
the grand prix, they will be going on a
splurge. I do not think there is any doubt
about that at all. As I say, they will not be
settling for fish and chips and a cold beer.
They will be dining at the top restaurants,

staying at the best accommodation and
spending in the stores in Collins Street
and elsewhere.
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr FINN — They may well go to
Brunswick Street. My wife in fact went to
Brunswick Street not so long ago and had
her bag stolen. That is the sort of crowd
they have down there, but that is by the
by. These are the benefits the grand prix
brings to Melbourne.
I have slightly digressed. I was going
to tell a story from 1996 of my first grand
prix and the excitement of that grand prix.
I have to say that before that I did not
know much about the grand prix at all. I
am not what you would call a petrolhead.
I used to watch the Bathurst 1000. I am,
for the record, a Ford man, and I was a
big fan of Allan Moffat through his career
on the mountain up at Bathurst and was
quite excited that this new race I did not
really know much about was coming
to Melbourne. Of course the fact that it
was being driven, if you will pardon the
pun, by Jeff Kennett probably added to
that excitement because it was pretty
dangerous not to get excited by it at that
time. I recall the excitement and the buzz.
The feel around Melbourne the weekend
of that first grand prix was something I do
not think I have quite experienced since. It
was absolutely magnificent.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr FINN — It is a pity Ms Pennicuik is
so down on life. It is a pity Ms Pennicuik
has not enjoyed her life in the same way
that perhaps I have enjoyed mine, because
if she gave the grand prix a shot, even she
might enjoy it. I remember going through
the pits and seeing Michael Schumacher
and all these great champions who
put their lives on the line to drive cars
around for the entertainment of many.
I went away from that day thinking to
myself, ‘This is something that is a part of
Melbourne. This is something that is going
to be an integral part of Melbourne for
many years to come’. Here we are, 18 years
later. We have just had a very successful
grand prix, and I sincerely hope there are
more grand prix to come.
Anybody who is into sport cannot help
but get into the grand prix, and I am sure
Mr Leane agrees.
It adds to Melbourne’s status as the
sporting capital of the world, and that is
something we hang our hat on. That is
something we are justifiably proud of.
Tomorrow night, for example, I will be at
the MCG, along with 95 000-plus others,
watching Richmond give Carlton a decent
old tailing, and I am particularly looking
forward to that. That is one of the many
facets of Melbourne’s great sporting
prowess. It is a facet that shows the world
that Melbourne is a great sporting capital,
and the grand prix is another such facet.
Whilst there might not be people in Tokyo
or in Montreal or in New York tuning in to
see the Tigers do what they do tomorrow
night, they will tune in to watch the cars
go around the Albert Park track. As I
said earlier, you cannot buy that sort of
publicity. You cannot buy that sort of
exposure. That is a gift from God, that is
manna from heaven, for anybody who is
trying to promote the city in the way we
need to.
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You have to go back to the early 1990s
when this grand prix was conceived.
Victoria was on its knees — in fact it was
more than on its knees, it was flat on its
face in the gutter. It had been left broke by
Labor governments, which unfortunately
is a trend of Labor governments; they
have a tendency to leave you broke. These
Labor governments, the Cain and Kirner
Labor governments, had done Victoria
and Victorians in the eye. We were broke.
Our self-esteem as individuals and as a
state was very low. We were not walking
with our heads up.
Hon. D. K. Drum — They were very
good at leaving us broke.
Mr FINN — They were good at leaving
us broke, absolutely. Nobody leaves you
broke quite like Labor. I should not say
that, Mr Drum, because there is one thing
that leaves you more broke than a Labor
government; as we have seen in Tasmania,
it is a Labor-Greens government. That way
you have the combination of the worst of
all worlds together. You can see what Will
Hodgman has done in Tasmania just over
the last week.
He has done more to get Tasmania back
on track in the last week and a half than
the Labor Party and the Greens have done
in the past five or six years, or even going
back further than that. But again, I digress.
Mr Elsbury — Slightly.
Mr FINN — Just ever so slightly. I go
back to that time of the 1990s when things
were particularly crook in Melbourne and
in Victoria. It was events like this — like
the grand prix — that got Victoria walking
tall again and made us again proud to be
Victorians. Even those people who were
not particularly enthusiastic about motor
sport felt a certain pride that a prestigious
event such as the grand prix would be
coming to Melbourne. It made them
feel better. It made them feel good about
themselves, along with the other major
events that Jeff Kennett and particularly
Ron Walker put together.
At this point I should pay tribute to Ron
Walker, who announced very recently that
he will be stepping down as chairman of
the Australian Grand Prix Corporation.
Mr Elsbury suggests that perhaps Ron
Walker should be given a knighthood
for his contribution to Victoria, and I
happen to think that that would be a
very appropriate and reasonable thing.
Maybe the Prime Minister will take that
into consideration in the not-too-distant
future, because Ron Walker has done
Victoria, done Melbourne and indeed
done Australia a great deal of service over
a great length of time. Quite frankly he
will be a very hard act to follow. He will
be hard to replace, but you get the feeling
that even though he might be moving on
from his current position, he just might be
lingering in the background somewhere,
ready to step in if he is asked to by his
successor. I pay tribute to Ron Walker
because I think he is a great Australian. He
is certainly a great Victorian; there are no
two ways about that.
He has contributed to Melbourne and
Victoria in ways that not too many others
have, and he is owed the gratitude of
every Victorian but particularly those of
us who are sitting in the Parliament. Those
of us who are the elected representatives

of the people of Victoria should publicly
express our gratitude and admiration for
Ron Walker as somebody who has done so
much for us all.
I assume — and I know one should not
assume anything, because it makes an
ass of you and me, which is an old saying
— that Ms Pennicuik may have been
hanging around with that ragtag group
of individuals who have been protesting
against the Albert Park grand prix since
its inception. I remember that back in the
mid-1990s one of those individuals was
a bloke called John Thwaites. You might
remember him, Acting President. Not a lot
do, but you might. He was at that time the
member for Albert Park in the Assembly.
He was the Deputy Leader of the Labor
Party — of the opposition. He put on a
great song and dance. He decorated his
front fence with yellow ribbons, and he
went down and gave the protesters jam
and scones every day. He was a great
opponent! It was all about what he was not
going to do to the grand prix when Labor
was elected.
This went on for years. Every year up
would jump John Thwaites, dressed in
yellow ribbons from head to foot, his
house festooned with yellow ribbons. You
could not see the planks of his front fence
for the yellow ribbons. He did this, as I
said, for years — until Labor was elected.
And what happened? All of a sudden,
there was John Thwaites at the grand prix!
You would not believe it, would you?
Labor hypocrisy. Is it possible? Let me
ask the question: is it possible not to have
Labor hypocrisy, which we have seen in
earlier debates in this house today? Upon
his appointment as Deputy Premier,
John Thwaites, the Deputy Leader of the
Labor Party and deputy leader of the state,
after years of fighting the grand prix and
waving yellow ribbons, embraced the
grand prix as something great for Victoria.
If somebody can tell me what is going on
in the minds of these people, I would be
delighted to know.
I happen to agree with John Thwaites
II; I agree with him that the grand prix is
great for Victoria. Even deputy leaders of
the Labor Party can be given the benefit of
the doubt from time to time. It took him
only five years to work out that he was
wrong. There are members opposite for
whom it has taken a lot longer to figure
out they are wrong. We could go through
them individually if we had the time, but I
do not want to do that — not much!
On this occasion in 1995 Mr Thwaites
was waving the yellow ribbons, in 1996 he
was waving the yellow ribbons, in 1997 he
was waving the yellow ribbons, in 1998
he was waving the yellow ribbons, in 1999
he was waving the yellow ribbons and in
2000, when he was Deputy Premier, he
was waving the grand prix flag — he was
waving the chequered flag.
I have to say that those constituents of
his in Albert Park, whom he had suckered
into thinking he was on their side, must
have been in total bewilderment as to
what was going on. I cannot help but think
to myself too that if that happened way
back then, maybe history will repeat itself.
Today we have the Labor Party, and we
have Mr Tee, who gets up and opposes
everything, as we know, but we also know
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Mr Tee is only opposing this for political
reasons. He wants to score a few points,
and I suppose that is fair enough in this
sort of adversarial circumstance. We know
the Greens are fair dinkum; they oppose
everything. They do not support anything
that is good for Victoria.
If it is good for Victoria, they do not
want to have a bar of it. They will fight it
every inch of the way. They do not want it,
and the grand prix falls into that category.
However, Mr Tee gets up and says —
well I am not sure what he said. In fact I
have to say Mr Tee’s voice is the closest
thing I have heard to the screech of the
Formula One engines this year. I had some
difficulty following exactly what he was
saying. I do not know whether he is for
the grand prix or against it. I dare say he
is against it, but that would not stop him
if, God help us and God help Victoria,
Labor found itself back in government
come December, from doing a Thwaitesey
and embracing the grand prix. You could
imagine him down there at that track,
Crownie in hand, watching the cars go
round and round. I would put the house
down on that happening, but we hope
and we pray that he will not have the
opportunity to do that.
Ms Pennicuik’s consistency is to be
admired, but to be consistently wrong is
not such a good thing. That is something
Ms Pennicuik should seriously consider.
This event has proven to be a great thing
for Melbourne, a great thing for Victoria
and a great thing for Australia. Irrespective
of the political views of the Greens, who
we know have a political philosophy that
is basically opposed to civilisation as we
know it, I suggest that Ms Pennicuik —
who I think might live around Albert Park
somewhere, although I am not entirely
sure — might like to consider what is
good for her neighbours, she might like to
consider what is good for the businesses
in her area, she might like to consider
what is good for the young people who
are looking for jobs in her area, she might
like to put the interests of those people
first and she might like to withdraw this
motion.
Quite frankly it goes on and on forever.
It is the same argument every year. It
made no sense back in 1995, and it makes
no sense in 2014, and if those concerned
are still at it in 10 or 20 years, it will make
no sense then.
With those few words, I oppose — —
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr FINN — I can continue if you like,
Mr Tee. I was winding up, but if you want
to wind me up — —
Mr Tee — I did not want you to mislead
the house.
Mr FINN — I am not going to do that,
Mr Tee, because Mr Elsbury is very keen
to speak on this motion, and I am looking
forward to hearing what he has to say. I
just say to Mr Tee and Ms Pennicuik that
they should have a good, hard think about
this motion. It is a bit silly really, because
we all know that the grand prix is a great
thing, a great event, for us all, whether we
accept it or not. On that basis I will be very
much opposing this motion.
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Port Phillip Bay
ferry service

Future of
Victoria’s electoral
administration

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention
of my friend and colleague Mr Guy, the
Minister for Planning. It follows on from
the extremely exciting announcement
this week by the Napthine government
regarding public transport in this state,
which will see huge savings for people
travelling by train from the outer suburbs.
As I said, this has obviously caused great
excitement, but the area I wish to talk
about is another area of public transport
— that is, the proposed west coast ferry
from Wyndham Harbour, Point Cook
and Williamstown into the city. This is
something I raised with the minister
some time ago. I recall raising it with the
previous Minister for Planning under the
previous government and I was poohpoohed at the time. I was told it was not
possible and that it would not happen,
and the whole thing was duckshoved out
of the way.
I am pleased to say that the current
minister has significantly more vision
than the previous one and has taken
this matter on board, and I believe it is
progressing very nicely. Given the Labor
Party’s previous attitude to this project,
at a recent breakfast in Werribee it was
interesting to see Steve Bracks, a former
Labor Premier, endorse the plan for a ferry
service. It is good to have him on board,
even if his own party lacked the idea
for years, if not decades. I congratulate
Mr Bracks for joining with us and being
visionary enough to put something like
this — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — No, he did not do anything
like it when he was in government.
As Mr Elsbury knows, like all Labor
governments, the Bracks government
neglected the western suburbs. That is
something we came to accept after a
while. Labor neglects the west. It is a fact
of life.
It did it then, and it is still doing it.
The matter I raise with the minister
is the enthusiasm of the community
in Wyndham in particular but also
in Williamstown and Altona for this
particular project. I would like the
minister to give the community an update
on progress on this particular project.
As I say, it is much anticipated by many
thousands of people, and I believe it will
not only be a great boon to commuters
from the western suburbs but also be a
great boost to tourism in the west as well.
I ask the minister to provide that update at
his convenience.
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Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
presented report, including appendices,
extracts from proceedings and minority
reports, together with transcripts of
evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the
report.

It is my great pleasure and honour to
present the Electoral Matters Committee’s
report on its inquiry into the future of
Victoria’s electoral administration, which
is the most comprehensive review of
any electoral system conducted by a
parliamentary committee in this nation.
Over a two-year period the committee
conducted extensive research into a
wide range of electoral-related issues
and consulted an equally wide range of
expert stakeholders. It should come as
no surprise that the committee found
Victoria’s electoral administration
basically sound. It should also come
as no surprise that the committee has
recommended or suggested a number
of changes to modernise our electoral
system and make it more open and
understandable to all Victorians.
Evidence was overwhelming that optional
preferential voting (OPV) in Legislative
Assembly elections would be a major shot
in the arm for democracy in this state.
Rising levels of informal voting are
a concern, and witness after witness
expressed the view that OPV would
assist in arresting this trend. If OPV
had been operating at the last state
election, it is estimated that the votes
of over 70 000 more Victorians would
have counted towards the result instead
of being declared informal. This is
not an insignificant number, and it is
important to address this issue before
it gets worse. OPV has worked very well
over many years in New South Wales and
Queensland, where it was introduced by
Labor governments. It would also work
well in Victoria.
As foreshadowed in the committee’s
previous report, there remains a near
total lack of knowledge of the role of the
Legislative Council in this state. Confusion
between this house and municipal
councils is rife, with most totally unaware
the Legislative Council is actually a house
of the Victorian Parliament. Such a lack
of understanding in the community after
more than 150 years is a sure sign that
change is needed.
This report recommends that this
chamber be known as the State Senate
and its members known as state senators.
It should be emphasised that this proposal
is based purely on the need to make this
house relevant to Victorians. Anecdotal

evidence clearly shows Victorians
understand what the commonwealth
Senate is and what it does. Referring to
this place as the State Senate would give
citizens a clear indication of who and what
we are.
It is interesting to note that we may be
lagging behind the community on this
as MLCs are increasingly already being
introduced as state senators at community
gatherings, particularly at multicultural
gatherings. This proposed change is a way
of engaging the Victorian electorate with
the important role of the upper house of
the Victorian Parliament. If we are serious
about encouraging Victorians to fully
embrace the parliamentary process, it is
critical they understand what happens in
this building.
Despite what some cynics in the media
and this house might think, this proposal
is not about titles or the enhancement of
members. It is all about how the people
of Victoria relate to this house and its
operation. The adoption of the term ‘State
Senate’ will literally enlighten millions.
Early voting is on the rise and it is here
to stay. As more Victorians exercise their
right to vote before election day, it is
inevitable that polling day as we know it
will become less significant. We must now
face the reality of a voting fortnight, rather
than an election day. The committee
recommends the period for prepoll
voting be maintained at two weeks. The
traditional election night tally-room has
become an unnecessary and expensive
relic of a bygone era. The committee
recommends it be replaced with a less
formal celebration of democracy — open
to all — at Federation Square.
The committee is concerned that
the naming of Legislative Assembly
districts after suburbs, regional cities
or towns leads to confusion among
voters, and suggests a new system of
naming be adopted along the lines of
many electorates in the commonwealth
Parliament.
The committee went to some lengths
to investigate internet and US-style
electronic voting. Our enthusiasm for new
forms of voting is firmly rooted in the need
to speed up the counting process while
preserving the integrity of the electoral
system. Unfortunately it has to be said
these forms of voting on any large scale
are some time off.
We certainly urge the Victorian Electoral
Commission to continue searching
for ways to reduce long vote counts,
but at this stage the committee cannot
recommend the wholesale use of internet
or electronic voting at Victorian elections.
I thank my fellow committee members
for their contribution and the spirit with
which they undertook this inquiry. During
the course of this inquiry, two committee
members were elevated to cabinet
and another to the position of cabinet
secretary. My thanks and congratulations
go to the members for Bayswater and
Morwell in the other place and Mrs Inga
Peulich in this house. I also thank the
member for Mitcham for her input and my
friends Adem Somyurek and Lee Tarlamis
for the fair and enthusiastic manner in
which they approached the issues we
tackled.
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To the committee staff — executive
officer Mark Roberts, the maestro of
parliamentary committees; researcher
extraordinaire Nathaniel Reader; and
the wonderful support staff Maria
Marasco and Bernadette Pendergast — I
indicate that my gratitude is unbounded.
Democracy is precious. This report goes
at least some way toward enhancing it in
Victoria.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
1 April 2014

Children, Youth
and Families
Amendment
(Security
Measures) Bill 2013
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to warmly support the Children,
Youth and Families Amendment (Security
Measures) Bill 2013. As many members of
this house will be aware, I spend a great
deal of my life trying to protect children.
That is a matter on the public record.
As legislators, and indeed as adults,
we have a particular responsibility to
protect children, and we are aware that
we have a particular responsibility to
ensure that children have the best start
in life and are given every opportunity
to reach their full potential as human
beings. I believe this bill goes some way
towards that by assisting in that process.
The bill cracks open the line, if you like,
between protecting the community and
protecting the child, because that is what
we have to do. Unfortunately there are
some young people who are a threat to
our community, to our safety and to their
own safety, and we have to take measures
to ensure that that safety is protected.
In his contribution to the debate Mr
Ondarchie used the word ‘tragedy’, and it
is a tragedy that we need legislation of this
sort. It is a tragedy that some children are
faced with physical or mental violence,
with being caught up in the drug culture
and with sexual abuse.
To my way of thinking — as somebody
coming from the very happy and warm
family environment in which I was raised
— it is very hard to understand how
anybody could abuse a child. In fact it
is impossible for me to understand how
anybody could take advantage of a child,
whether that be sexual advantage or in
some other way. I just do not understand
the thinking of anybody who would do
that. There was some legislation debated
earlier today about the prison system,
which might form part of the answer in
dealing with people who think that way.
Legislation which provides support and
protection for children who are caught up
in this vicious world that we sometimes
find ourselves in is very welcome.
We all know there is one answer to the
question of how we can protect these
children, and Mr Ondarchie touched
upon it a bit earlier. It is indeed a thing

called family. I do not despair easily, but
sometimes I start to rip my hair out when
I see what has happened to the family
as we know it in this country compared
with the family I grew up in and the
family in which I am raising my children.
I do not hesitate in saying that the ideal
upbringing for any child is with a mum
and a dad — and perhaps siblings, but
certainly a mum and a dad — but we
know there are circumstances that prevent
that from happening. Whether it be the
death of a parent, a divorce or whatever
it may be, there are circumstances that
prevent that from happening. There are
instances where families, children and
indeed parents go off the rails, and it is the
community’s responsibility to step in and
protect children who may be in danger.
I should mention those parents who
just do not take any responsibility for their
children at all. I could be naive in this
regard, but it seems to me that there are
a lot more of these people around now
than we have ever had before. Having a
child does not make you a parent. Having
a child allows you to say that you are a
parent, but looking after that child and
bringing that child up properly in a way
that gives them every opportunity to fulfil
his or her potential in life is what makes
somebody a parent, and there are a lot of
them around. There are a lot of very good
parents about. There are some wonderful
parents in single-parent families. I know
a lot of children who were brought up
by single mums who had to work three
jobs and struggled to provide the sort of
support those children needed.
But they have done it, and we as
a community, and particularly as a
Parliament, should salute them for that.
However, realistically we need to
provide a situation where these children
stay out of trouble and stay out of jail. I
have had a lot to do with Les Twentyman
over a number of years — perhaps he can
get his knighthood now! — and he tells
some horrific stories. Indeed I have heard
about some horrific stories that he has
had to cope with and some of the children
and young people he has dealt with. This
is a very important bill. As I say, it is sad
that we need to pass a bill such as this,
but it is necessary, and I wish it a speedy
passage through the house.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
1 April 2014

Footscray
Vietnamese
community

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship, Matthew Guy. It is my very
pleasant duty this evening to invite Mr
Guy to come with me to Footscray —
and indeed to St Albans, if he is inclined
— to meet with the local Vietnamese
community. The Vietnamese community
has made a huge contribution to Australia,
but particularly to Victoria and to
Melbourne — and, might I be so game as
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to say, particularly to the western suburbs.
The suburb of Footscray in particular
was on its last gasp when the Vietnamese
arrived in the 1970s, and they have turned
Footscray and St Albans and some of the
other areas throughout the west — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Given the football
team a bit of a push.
Mr FINN — A very big push, Mr Davis.
The Vietnamese community has shown
a vibrancy and excitement that has made
Footscray into what it is today: a thriving,
bustling metropolis that is going to be
the centre of a great deal of activity in
the inner west. Of course this goes hand
in hand with Mr Guy’s other portfolio of
planning, where he has dedicated certain
parts of Footscray to allow the growth
that we would expect. That obviously goes
hand in hand with the sort of vibrancy and
excitement that I speak of.
The Vietnamese community in
Footscray is preparing to build an arch,
and a very impressive arch, too; I have
seen the plan. The community is keen
to build this arch across Leeds Street to
commemorate those who came to this
country after the Communists took over
Vietnam and they fled for their lives with
their families — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Welcomed by the
Fraser government.
Mr FINN — Indeed they were welcomed
by the Fraser government. It is interesting
to note that the Vietnamese community
shows the same sorts of principles that
our own party, the Liberal Party, does.
They care about free enterprise, they love
freedom and they love small business. The
members of the Vietnamese community
are natural Liberals; there are no two ways
about that. We have just spent a bit of time
pointing that out, and we will continue to
do so.
I ask the minister, Mr Guy, to come with
me to Footscray to meet with the local
Australian Vietnamese community. It is a
great community. They are a great group
of people, and I am sure the minister will
very much enjoy meeting with them.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
2 April 2014

North-western
suburbs
employment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed
to my friend and colleague the Minister
for Planning, Mr Guy. I ask: can the
minister inform the house what action
the government has taken to facilitate
job growth in Melbourne’s north-western
suburbs?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning)
— Building a better Victoria is also about
building a more sustainable Melbourne,
and that is why this government has
worked with the Metropolitan Planning
Authority and the Moonee Valley City
Council to bring forward a brand-new
structure plan for the Essendon AirportEssendon Fields-Airport West area that
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will see that area transform itself into
a major jobs hub and job centre of the
future.
This area around Essendon Airport, as
many may know, has changed inexorably
over the last few years. I was there recently
with my colleague Mr Elsbury to launch
the government’s new structure plan for
this site, which will see it transform from a
precinct with, at the moment, around 630
businesses and 9000 jobs to one which
over two decades should gain an extra 16
000 jobs on top of the base of the existing
9000, to become a major employment
hub for Melbourne’s inner north and
north-western suburbs. That is why this
government is getting on with the job of
planning for job growth into the future.
The Essendon Fields area is a precinct
in the north-west that is home to a major
airport and of course major commercial
and industrial areas, enhanced by the
government’s recent reforms to industrial
and commercial zoning. This $2 billion
investment over the next 20 or so years is
going to be substantially important for job
growth in existing suburbs.
The preparation of this framework will
incorporate strategic plans for Airport
West and Essendon Fields, and it will see
the whole of the Moonee Valley precinct
growing into a jobs powerhouse for the
northern and north-western suburbs.
As Mr Finn and Mr Elsbury know,
several development projects have been
identified in the early stages of the master
plan, including a $30 million, 150-room
hotel and conference centre, an $80
million extension of the Auto Centro car
retail hub, construction of additional
hangars and aviation facilities and an
additional 150 000 square metres of
A-grade office space on this site.
This is substantially important, as I
said, for the economy of not just all of
Melbourne but particularly the inner
north-western suburbs of Melbourne.
This government — the coalition
government — will not stand by and let
job opportunities like this be jeopardised
by a Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU)-dominated,
industrialised, unionised workplace in
Victoria. Opportunities like Essendon
Fields are too good to be jeopardised
by putting the CFMEU in charge of the
industrial sector and the construction
industry in this state, and that is what will
happen under an Andrews government.
That is what would happen if Brian Tee,
the only member of Parliament who is
a member of the CFMEU, were put in
charge of the building industry in Victoria.
We will not stand by on this side of
the house and let Essendon Fields,
jobs in Moonee Valley and jobs in
Melbourne’s inner north-western suburbs
be jeopardised by a CFMEU-centric
government. That is what the Labor Party
is — and here is one of its chief sponsors
——
Mr Lenders — On a point of order,
President, the minister is clearly debating
the issue. On issues of government
administration, as much as I would love
to see a Labor government, we are not the
government; we are the opposition. Mr
Guy is debating the matter. Government
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administration is not affected by what he
thinks of an opposition.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of
order, President, it is very clear that the
CFMEU is having a major effect on the
construction industry in this state, and
it is very clear that that is a matter of
significant concern to the government.
The government is seeking to manage
the impact of the CFMEU, so Mr Guy
is entirely within his responsibilities as
Minister for Planning to point to matters
that are occurring in the construction
industry and related jobs.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
I note some press coverage today of the
award against the union and the quoting
of one of the industry figures, Mr Daniel
Grollo, who expressed concerns about
the future of the industry and jobs in the
industry if there were a continuation of
certain practices. Those practices are
obviously open to debate in this forum
and in other forums, but in the context
of that ruling by the court and that
commentary and the matter Mr Guy is
pursuing in terms of jobs growth and
opportunities for Victoria, I think his
commentary is relevant in this answer. I
would be concerned if it continued much
further
because it is moving into the area of
debate, but the commentary to this point
has been relevant to the contemporary
situation.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I heard earlier in
a debate Mr Ondarchie, I think, talking
about the ‘guilty party’ in his contribution
earlier. No wonder Desal John and
CFMEU Dan get upset when in this
chamber we get up on this side of the
house and hold them to order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister
knows that when we refer to members
of Parliament we refer to them by their
proper title, not by phrases that are
disparaging. Will the minister withdraw?
Hon. M. J. GUY — Yes, I withdraw.
As I said, on this side of the house
we will always stand up for good job
announcements like Essendon Fields.
On this side of the house we believe that
building a better Victoria is building a
better Victoria for all Victorians, not just
those who are sycophants to the CFMEU.

COUNCIL
2 April 2014

Employment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise this afternoon a little melancholy,
having listened to the Chicken Littles on
the other side of the chamber for a good
part of today. A bloke is tempted to run
away and not come back for a long time if
things are as bad as the Labor Party tell us
they are. However, I do not believe that to
be the case — not at all.
Mr Scheffer in particular has outdone
himself this time.
That is a big call because Comrade
Scheffer has explained the joys of
socialism to us for a number of years
now, but today he took class warfare to
another level, talking about the dreadful

Liberals and the way they support the
entrepreneurs and suppress the workers.
I thought I was down at the Victorian
Trades Hall listening to Norm Gallagher
back in the 1970s. I mean, really, where do
these blokes get their lines from?
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — The whole box and dice.
Where do they get their lines from?
They have come up with nothing new
since 1917. Nothing has changed with
this crowd since the Russian Revolution
in 1917. They are still running out the
same old tired lines that mean nothing
to anybody. I happen to believe that
meaningful employment is a basic right. I
believe that every human being — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — If I had known it would
have that effect on Mr Barber, I would
have said it a long time ago. I believe
employment is a basic right of every
human being. It gives us dignity, it gives
us self-esteem and it obviously gives
us money with which we can support
ourselves and quite often our families
as well. Whichever way you look at it,
employment is a basic right. I have not
always been in a position where I have
enjoyed that basic right. Many years ago I
was unemployed for a period of time, and
I know from a personal level just how soul
destroying unemployment is.
Some might say that given my
previous occupation unemployment
was an occupational hazard. It was to
a degree, because when one leaves a
radio station there might not necessarily
be another opening immediately. I
have a lot of friends who have been in
a similar situation. They too have felt
the misfortune of unemployment for an
extended period. It is soul destroying, and
you get to the point where working does
not seem natural or normal. When people
get to that point they need intervention,
help and assistance. We would all hope
wherever we sit in this chamber that
nobody would get to that low level.
However, I am aware of people who
are caught up in generational poverty
and unemployment. I know of families
who have not had a job in their ranks
for two or three generations, and that to
me is absolutely tragic. In these families
son, father and grandfather have never
worked. They do not know the self-esteem
and dignity that work brings, and of
course I see that quite often in the western
suburbs.
One chap whom I mention from time
to time is ‘Sir’ Les Twentyman, who works
with people who find themselves in this
situation, particularly young people, and
has been doing a mighty and powerful job
for a very long time. I am acutely aware
of what unemployment can do to the
human condition and to human beings
themselves, so for Mr Scheffer to get up
there and start reciting quotations from
Mao’s Little Red Book, or whatever it was
that he was quoting from, telling us that
the Liberals are all about the rich and
stomping on the working class, is just pure
absolute nonsense.
It is an example of why the people of
Victoria and Australia have left the Labor
Party behind. They have looked at them
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and said, ‘This mob is just not in the real
world’.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — It could be from the
Chicago school. I do not know which
school it is from. It is certainly from
the Footscray school, Mr Barber, and if
you want to go to Werribee, Sunbury,
Gladstone Park or Craigieburn, they are all
saying the same thing: these people in the
ALP are not representing us. In fact I have
had people say to me that the ALP has a
vested interest in ensuring that people
remain unemployed, and in ensuring that
people remain in poverty.
That is true, because once people feel
that they have the ability to stand on
their own two feet, once they have the
self-esteem to go out there and fight for
themselves, they are far more inclined to
vote for the other side of politics, for our
side of politics. I have seen it, but it is not
something the ALP wants to see.
I do not say that every member opposite
feels that way, but there is no doubt that
a large section of the ALP subscribes to
that view — that the more downtrodden
people are, the better the ALP’s prospects
will be. I fear that what we have heard
today from Mr Scheffer and Mr Leane
are just two more examples of that. Once
people are strong enough to stand on their
own two feet and think for themselves,
they are less inclined to vote Labor. That
is a fact.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — That is something that Mr
Leane clearly has not caught onto yet. If
Mr Leane were to study the years of the
Howard prime ministership, he would
understand that Prime Minister Howard
knew exactly who he was tapping into —
the aspirational voter. You have probably
heard that expression. These are people
who used to be traditional Labor voters
but now they see a way out of their misery
and they are more inclined to vote Liberal
and get out of the slump that they have
experienced.
Former Prime Minister John Howard
knew what he was doing in that regard,
and Premier Denis Napthine knows
exactly what is going on as well. I have
to say that he has proven to be the most
friendly Premier to the western suburbs
that I have ever seen on either side of
politics. He is proving to be a Premier
who really cares and understands and is
providing for the western suburbs, and
the people of the western suburbs are
responding in kind.
I am looking forward to November
because we are going to see, not just
in this house but in the other house as
well, representatives of the Liberal Party
coming from the western suburbs.
Mr Leane — Yeah, right.
Mr FINN — Yeah, right! Absolutely right,
and you had better get used to it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms
Pennicuik) — Order! Through the Chair,
Mr Finn.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane had better
prepare himself because he might have
that heart condition that Mr Barber
had just a short period ago when I
mentioned my belief in the basic rights of
employment. Mr Leane stood up in this

house today — and not for the first time —
and said that this government is the worst
government in Victoria’s history. I am not
sure where Mr Leane was in the late 1980s
and early 1990s, but I was here in Victoria.
I remember the hundreds of thousands
of people who marched on this building,
calling for the Kirner government to
resign. I remember the Tricontinental
disaster, I remember the loss of the State
Bank, I remember the Victorian Economic
Development Corporation, the Melbourne
international tram festival that we had
out the front of Parliament House, with
all the trams parked as far as the eye
could see and around the corner as well, I
remember all that, so do not come in here
and — —
Ms Tierney — What about Kennett?
Mr FINN — Kennett actually saved the
state. Ms Tierney, as she scampered from
the chamber, screeched at me, ‘What
about Kennett?’. I can say without any
fear of contradiction that if it were not
for former Premier Jeff Kennett, this state
would have gone under. So I thank the
Lord for Jeff. Jeff Kennett and I have not
always seen eye to eye on every issue, but
I have to say that he was the leader for the
times, he was a great Premier, and every
Victorian should give thanks — —
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr O’Brien points out,
we should all give thanks for the fact that
he replaced former Premier Joan Kirner
in October 1992. If Mr Leane wants to go
back a few decades, he will see the worst
government in this state’s history, and I
can tell him that it was not this one. This
government is rebuilding the state once
again. It is amazing how history repeats
itself. In the 1980s and the early 1990s
Victoria was a rust-bucket state.
Unemployment was rife, large parts
of Victoria were literally falling to pieces
as a result of the policies of the then
Labor government. We were heading the
same way under the Bracks and Brumby
governments. If there had not — —
Mr Scheffer — No, not true.
Mr FINN — Mr Scheffer shakes his
head over there, like a nodding dog at
the back of a car, but let me tell him that
what happened under the Bracks and
Brumby governments was heading exactly
the same way as the Cain and Kirner
years had done. After all these years,
two decades later, these people refuse
to accept what happened in the 1980s
and the 1990s, much less what happened
under their own government for 10 years.
I am very happy to talk about what is
happening under our government.
I have to say that there are some days
— and I am probably going to get into
some strife for saying this — when I wish
Premier Denis Napthine would go away
because, frankly, he is in the western
suburbs so often, announcing new
industry, new business, new jobs that I
think to myself, ‘Not again! Where does
this bloke get the energy?’. I cannot keep
up with him, and I wonder how he does
that. How can he bounce out of bed every
morning, head out to the western suburbs
and announce yet another project and yet
another company that has come in from
overseas that brings high-quality, highpaying jobs into the western suburbs?
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It is something that is transforming the
west. We will find out in November about
the new west and the way the people
in the new west think, and I have to say
that the old west is changing at a pretty
rapid rate as well. This government has a
firm commitment to providing a strong
environment for the establishment and
growth of small business. There, I said it —
small business.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane might not
understand what I am talking about. I am
talking about people who are prepared to
stick out their necks, put their necks on
the chopping block and put everything
they have on the line to start a business
and employ people. Without business,
and particularly without small business,
you do not have jobs. In fact without
business and without small business you
do not have any jobs at all. Mr Scheffer,
the nodding dog over there, is going great
guns, but he just does not accept the
reality of life. He is not so much a nodding
dog — —
Mr Scheffer interjected.
Mr FINN — He is agreeing with me;
that is a marvellous thing. We have had a
major breakthrough here today. I feel like
doing a lap of honour.
This is a joyful thing to hear that Mr
Scheffer has broken away from the
comrades of the Kremlin and is giving
small business the credit it is due. I have
said this in the chamber before, but it is
worth saying again: the real heroes of the
Australian economy are small business
people. They are the people who are
prepared to take the risk. They stay awake
at night wondering how they are going
to pay their mortgages, whether they will
lose their homes, how they are going to
put their kids through school and whether
they can actually put food on the table.
They risk everything they have got to
establish a business — to pursue a dream
in many instances — and those are the
people who provide the jobs.
Not that they will ever get any credit
from the Australian Labor Party, because
most of those small businesses in
particular are not union sites. If they are
not union sites and if they are not union
shops, the Labor Party does not want to
know about them, because all the Labor
Party is interested in is serving its union
bosses, whether they be in the Electrical
Trades Union or the Australian Workers
Union. I understand that the Health
Services Union has changed its name
since the incident with Mr Williamson,
who is now a prisoner. I am not sure
what his number is, but Mr Thomson will
probably be in an adjoining cell at some
stage. It is no longer called the Health
Services Union; it is now called the Health
Workers Union. We should be very wary
because leopards may change their spots
but shysters do not, and in this instance
they are the same breed. I point out once
again that I admire enormously those
people in the small business sector who
take the risks and do the hard yards and
the hard yakka to provide the jobs we are
talking about in this motion.
I hear Mr Scheffer and Mr Leane talking
about the workers, and that is all well
and good, but let me tell members that
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those people who own the fish and chip
shop or the cake shop and are working
seven days a week for 12 or 15 hours a
day are workers too. Just because you do
not have a union card does not make you
a non-worker. In fact without the effort
they put in there would be, as I said, no
employment at all.
Sitting here earlier I was listening to Ms
Tierney, as is my wont from time to time,
and I thought to myself: if the Labor Party
in this state really wants employment to
boom to get Victoria moving again, quite
literally, then why is it opposed to the
east-west link? Why would it not want the
variety of vans, trucks and other vehicles
that are carrying goods and produce
around the state to get there quicker? Why
would it not want greater productivity in
this state as a result of the east-west link
being built? Having thought about it, I
have to say that I do not know. I have no
idea at all.
Anybody who wants business to be
strong, anybody who wants jobs and
anybody who wants strong employment
will be backing the east-west link, and
that is a fact. If you want to get business
efficiency and employment moving, the
east-west link is a great way of doing it.
I cannot begin to understand why those
who sit opposite and proclaim their
concerns about employment in this state
would be opposed to a project that in itself
will create thousands of jobs just to build,
with a flow-through effect to business and
industry right across Victoria. It will make
business and industry more efficient and
more profitable and put them in a better
position to employ people and create jobs.
I do not understand why the Labor Party
feels the way it does, but I suggest most
respectfully — as respectfully as I have
ever suggested anything to the Labor Party
— that it might like to rethink its position
on this because it is hurting Victoria. It
would be good to know right across the
board that, whatever the result come
November, Victoria will have the east-west
link. It is a vital piece of infrastructure
that will be of huge benefit right across all
aspects of Victoria. I include employment
most certainly in that. I then got to
thinking once again as this debate moved
on — it might have been during Mr
Leane’s contribution; I had to leave briefly
——
Mr Tarlamis interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not sure it was great,
as Mr Tarlamis says. ‘Great’ is not a word
that has ever been used to describe Mr
Leane; I will go along with ‘grate’, but
not the other one. The speech Mr Leane
made was very grating; there are no two
ways about that. It was not up to his usual
standard. Normally he gets up my snout
and gets me fired up, but I think he is off
his game today. It is a bit hot in here today,
and he just did not seem to have the same
degree of energy that he normally shows
in his contributions.
However, I got to thinking which party
in this state or in this country supposedly
supports employment, supposedly
supports jobs growth, supposedly wants
to see people in meaningful employment
and supposedly supports working
families. Remember working families?
They were like a shooting star back
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in 2007. The Labor Party talked about
working families back in 2007, and then
working families crashed and burnt and
the Labor Party walked away. There is
nothing new there. I ask the question: why
would a party that is so concerned about
all the things that I have mentioned —
jobs, employment growth and all these
things — support a carbon tax? Why
would it support a tax which is — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — No, we are not talking about
the silly party; we are talking about the
Labor Party, which is silly to a degree, but
at least it does not want to destroy the
world.
The Labor Party will destroy the world,
but at least it does not set out to do that.
I am a bit bemused to hear the federal
opposition leader, Bill Shorten, referred to
by a number of names out my way, but I
will not divulge them just at the moment.
He frequently gets up to talk about how we
need to have a stronger economy, stronger
jobs and all that sort of thing, and then he
goes into the federal Parliament or sends
his comrades into the federal Parliament
— Comrade Conroy and all that crowd
— and they vote to keep the carbon tax.
The carbon tax is a tax on jobs, pure and
simple. I wish I had a blackboard and
a pointer; I would take members of the
opposition through a few lessons, because
there is no industry in this country that I
am aware of that does not use electricity
——
Mr Barber — What about wind farms?
Mr FINN — They are not an industry.
Is there any industry in this country that
does not use electricity?
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Barber should have a
lie down. He needs a Bex and a lie down.
Any tax on electricity, as the carbon tax
is, is a tax on employment. If you charge
businesses an extra $1 million, $2 million,
$10 million or $20 million a year as a result
of the carbon tax on their electricity bills,
they will have to make cuts somewhere,
and those cuts will almost inevitably
result in job losses. We have seen that.
Unfortunately many of the predictions I
made in the lead-up to the introduction
of the carbon tax have come true and we
are seeing a lot of businesses and a lot of
industries cut back on their staff. We have
seen some just close up altogether, and we
have seen some go overseas, all resulting
in job losses.
It is the same with the mining tax. There
is a big discussion going on in Western
Australia at the moment over whether the
Labor Party really cares about jobs.
It is interesting to note that there is
apparently a glimmer of hope — just a
glimmer — for the Labor Party at the
election on Saturday that they might get
their second senator elected. After all
the debate and all the discussion about
the mining tax, the people of Western
Australia are telling the Labor Party what
they think of it by sending just one Labor
senator to Canberra, as it would seem at
this time. And it is all very much related to
employment and to the motion before the
house.
We do not need to shove this off to a
committee, because it is very obvious

what is happening here. All the matters
I am raising today are adding up to
a loss of jobs. They are adding up to
unemployment in this state, and it is
something the Labor Party and the Greens
can do something about. Mr Barber’s
federal colleagues, Mr Scheffer’s federal
colleagues and Ms Tierney’s federal
colleagues can all go into the Senate and
overturn the carbon tax and the mining
tax in the blink of an eye.
That would see a tax and a huge impost
off industry and off jobs in this state, and I
urge them very strongly to do that.
There was another question that crossed
my mind as I sat listening to this debate
and pondering what it might all mean,
and that question was: which developer
or which builder would invest in Victoria
if the planning minister were a member
of the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU)? Which investor
would put their hand in their pocket and
pull out $100 million, $200 million or $300
million and say, ‘There you go. You play
with that’. Which developer would do that
if the bloke running the show was in the
CFMEU? The answer to that question is
zilch, zero, none. There is one sure way
of destroying the construction industry
in this state, and that is to vote Labor in
November.
Labor members get up in here and talk
about jobs, employment and all these
sorts of things. They are very nice words,
but the reality is their shadow Minister for
Planning, the man who would be planning
minister in this state, is a member of the
most militant union in this country, a
union that was fined yesterday or the day
before in the Supreme Court of Victoria.
There is no doubt in my mind that only a
lunatic would invest in Victoria if Brian
Tee were the Minister for Planning. Who
would trust him? Which investor, which
businessman, which developer or which
builder would invest in Victoria if Brian
Tee, as a member of the CFMEU, were the
planning minister of this state?
Every building site in this state would
close down. They would be no more. All
the people I see now holding signs saying
‘Stop’ and ‘Go’, with hard hats on and
bright vests — and we see many of them,
particularly around Melbourne, although
it is happening in Geelong and in other
places as well — could be out of work by
Christmas if the Labor Party is elected at
the November election.
That is a very distinct possibility, and
people should not dismiss that threat.
They should be very much aware of
what is lurking behind a government led
by Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly. We know that
just in the last couple of days Mr Andrews
has stood up and said, ‘No, we are with
the CFMEU and we are going to stay with
them’. He was asked straight out, ‘Will you
cut links with the CFMEU?’. He has never
been so decisive in his life; he said, ‘No
— no way known’. He remains with the
CFMEU — —
Hon. D. K. Drum — He loves them.
Mr FINN — As Mr Drum points out, he
loves them. You would have to ask how
much he loves them to appoint one of
them as his shadow Minister for Planning.
That is quite extraordinary.

FEBRUARY - DECEMBER 2014

IN
FINN THE
HOUSE

I am proud of the work that this
government is doing and has done over
the past three years to rebuild this state.
We have faced a lot of difficulties — there
is no question about that. We were kicking
against a very strong breeze after such an
extended period of Labor government,
but we have taken the bull by the horns
and reinvigorated the economy. There is
nobody in this country who does not look
at the Victorian economy with envy. It is
only a matter of time before we see hordes
of refugees coming across the border as
they flee the final Labor government —
crookedly elected, as it turns out — in
South Australia. There is nobody in this
country who does not admire the strength
of the Victorian economy and the job that
the coalition government has done in
rebuilding and strengthening it. A strong
economy means strong business and
strong employment.
That is what we are on about, and that
is why I will not be supporting this motion
today.

COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
2 April 2014

Electoral Matters
Committee:
future of Victoria’s
electoral
administration

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I thank Mr David O’Brien for
allowing me to speak before him; that
is exceedingly decent. The report I
am speaking on this afternoon is the
Electoral Matters Committee report on
its inquiry into the future of Victoria’s
electoral administration. As chairman
of the Electoral Matters Committee I
am particularly proud of this report. It
is the report of the most comprehensive
inquiry of its kind by any electoral matters
committee in Australia’s history, so far
as we know, and we have come up with
what I believe to be a set of proposals
which will bring the Victorian electoral
system into the 21st century and engage
the Victorian electorate in a way it has not
been engaged before.
One of the issues and major problems
we discovered with engaging people is
their lack of understanding of what goes
on up here in Spring Street.
We found that very few people
understand what the Legislative Council
is or what it does. It is very hard to
enthuse people in the electorate about
the electoral process or the parliamentary
process when they do not understand
what we are on about. For that reason,
we have proposed that this body, the
Legislative Council, change its name
to the State Senate. That immediately
explains to people in the electorate exactly
who we are and what we are. After 160
years nobody quite understands what the
Legislative Council is. The test of time has

shown that name to be a failure, and it is
time to move on.
This is not a new idea, because this
was put forward in a bill to the New
South Wales Parliament not so long ago.
Reverend Fred Nile, MLC, put forward a
bill to do exactly the same thing in New
South Wales.
The report says:
In his second-reading speech,
Reverend the Hon. Fred Nile, MLC,
advised that ‘state senator’ ‘is more
contemporary and relevant than the
term —the Honourable—, which is
regarded as archaic’.

In New South Wales MLCs still carry the
title ‘the Honourable’. Antony Green, the
ABC election analyst, has said:
I think more and more people know
what the Senate is; I think fewer and
fewer people know what the Legislative
Council is. If it helps people know that
there is a state upper house, it would
help raise understanding.

That is what we are on about. This is
not about titles or the advancement of
members of this house. This is about
engaging and educating the people in the
electorate. It is interesting to note that on
the weekend the New South Wales Greens
came out on this issue as well. It is very
rare, I am sure members would agree,
for me to quote the Greens in any way,
shape or form, but on this occasion the
Greens have come out and supported the
proposal in New South Wales to change
the name of the Legislative Council to the
State Senate, the same proposal we have
put forward in Victoria. We now have a
situation where this proposal is being
supported by everybody from Fred Nile
to Liberal members to Labor members
to the Greens. That spans just about all
possibilities, it has to be said.
It is very rare for us all to agree, but this
is such a common-sense and logical move
that it is hard to see how anybody could
actually be opposed to it. Some have
suggested that this could cause confusion
between the state and the federal Senate.
In the United States, as we discovered
last year, there are 49 US state legislatures
that have either a state senate or a senate
— 49 out of the 50. That does not create
any confusion at all in the United States
between those state bodies and the
federal Senate. As we know, Australians
are far cleverer than Americans, so if they
are not confused over there, we most
certainly will not be confused here. That
should not be an argument at all. This
is a common-sense proposal that was
warmly welcomed and strongly supported
by the committee. I hope we will see
this legislative body become the State
Senate very soon for the benefit of the
understanding of Victorians.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
3 April 2014

Australian Labor
Party

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It
has been said before that Labor neglects
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the west, and that is somewhat of a truism.
There is no greater example of Labor’s
contempt for the people of the western
suburbs in recent years than the farce
that was Brimbank City Council. The
shenanigans of Brimbank City Council
brought local government in this state
into disrepute. Brimbank became
synonymous with corruption, bullying,
payback and general shysterism. Every
participant in this gangsterism had one
thing in common: membership of the
Australian Labor Party.
We had all hoped that Labor had learnt
its lesson from that debacle, but it clearly
has not. Labor has decided to revisit the
disgrace that was Brimbank City Council
by endorsing the former mayor of that
sorry city for the new Assembly seat of St
Albans.
Natalie Suleyman presided over some
of the most appalling activities ever seen
in local government in this state, and now
she is back in an attempt to represent
the very people she treated so shabbily
as mayor. This is a disgrace for the Labor
Party and a disgrace on the people of
the western suburbs. Whether or not
the Leader of the Opposition, Daniel
Andrews, is endorsed by the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union,
he should follow the example of his
predecessor as Labor leader and sack
Natalie Suleyman now.

COUNCIL
3 April 2014

Carbon Tax

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — The
dangers of the carbon tax are not new
to me. As members of this house would
be aware, I have been talking about the
carbon tax now for about three and a half
years, and what has happened as a result
of the implementation of the carbon tax
across Australia does not surprise me
greatly. I made a number of predictions
in the lead-up to the introduction of the
carbon tax that, sadly, have come true.
We have seen a large number of
factories either shed jobs, go to the wall
or go offshore, all to avoid the carbon tax
or to reduce its impact. I said that would
happen. I said we would see the sort of
recession we appear to be heading toward
at the moment. It is very largely as a result
of that iniquitous tax.
That tax, as Mr David O’Brien said, is a
great big tax on everything and produces
absolutely nothing. It is a tax that was
implemented for no reason at all, apart
from making the coalition of the damned
— the Labor Party and the Greens — feel
good about themselves, which I would
have thought would be quite a challenge
in itself. We all remember former Prime
Minister Julia Gillard, who after the
following statement copped the nickname
‘Juliar’, which was not entirely surprising,
because she looked into the camera and
said, ‘There will be no carbon tax under
the government I lead’. That was just
before the 2010 election. She just scraped
in.
She did not actually win, because
Tony Abbott got more seats and more
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votes, but due to a couple of very shonky
Independents she managed to get back
into the Lodge, which I think Australians
will regret for many years. She looked into
a camera just days before the election in
2010 and said, ‘There will be no carbon tax
under the government I lead’.
I would have thought it was a fair
guarantee that her government would
follow that through. I do not recall a more
blatant lie during an election campaign
than that one delivered by Julia Gillard
just days before — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — It was more than a
whopper, Mr Davis, and that is something
Australia is still suffering from.
I jump forward three years, from 2010
to September 2013 and the lead-up to
the federal election. I want members to
consider the words of our now Prime
Minister, then Leader of the Opposition,
Tony Abbott, who had been saying
for months, perhaps years, before the
election on 7 September last year — for
quite some significant time — that there
were three things he would do as Prime
Minister. He said he would stop the boats,
and I congratulate him. I particularly
congratulate the federal Minister for
Immigration and Border Protection, Scott
Morrison, who is proving himself to be
an outstanding immigration minister in
the work he has done. Mr Abbott said he
would scrap the carbon tax, and he has
tried to do that. He said he would get the
budget back in working order, and he is
working on that as well very clearly.
The Prime Minister and the coalition
government in Canberra have attempted
to implement the policy of scrapping
the carbon tax, but the coalition of the
damned — the Labor Party and the
Greens — continue to block that in the
Senate, which is very strange indeed
when you consider some of the material
that was set out by none other than Bill
Shorten before the election. Bill Shorten,
now the federal Leader of the Opposition
and leader of the Labor Party, sent out
material in his own electorate telling the
voters in Maribyrnong that the Labor Party
had scrapped the carbon tax; it had axed
the carbon tax.
We should remember that the Labor
Party said there was nothing to worry
about. ‘We have axed the carbon tax,
the carbon tax is gone’, said Bill Shorten.
He was well and truly living up to his
initials, because not only is the carbon
tax very much still with us but to this
very day ‘Bull’ is out there defending and
supporting the carbon tax. At any time all
the Labor Party has to do to get rid of the
carbon tax is vote with the government.
It does not have to listen to the Greens
anymore, because it is not in government
and does not have to be held hostage
by the fruit loops of Australian politics.
If Labor Party members are concerned
about what is happening here in Australia,
of their own free will they can vote with
the government and the carbon tax will be
gone — like that! It can disappear. It would
be gone very quickly indeed.
I suggest very strongly that Mr Shorten
consider his conscience.
In fact I suggest that Mr Shorten might
like to get a conscience and then follow
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it, because if he does, he would support
the abolition of the carbon tax, just as
he said he would prior to the election,
even though he went a bit further and
said Labor had already abolished it. As
we know, at election time — most times
actually — members of the Labor Party
are not good with the truth, and that is
to understate things somewhat. They are
liars quite frankly, and that is just the way
they operate. It is something we have to
take into account when they say these
things.
Speaking of people who get things
wrong, I am reminded of the former
head of the Climate Commission, Tim
‘Sandbags’ Flannery. Sandbags Flannery
got the nickname ‘Sandbags’ because he
predicted that it would never rain again.
He said the rain that fell from the sky
would never fill the dams again.
Try telling that to the people in
Brisbane, who were almost wiped out in
their entirety as a result of the dam almost
breaching its wall and the water that came
flooding through Brisbane. Then a little
later water came flooding through Sydney,
Gippsland, northern Victoria and South
Australia.
Wherever we went there were floods,
but there was no apology from Sandbags.
There is no way known that good old
Sandbags would apologise — he was
too busy! He had his hand out so that
the Australian taxpayer could cross his
palm with gold, not just silver. He wanted
gold and he got it. He has had his hand
in the Australian taxpayers pocket right
up until the time that Prime Minister
Tony Abbott and federal Minister for the
Environment Greg Hunt gave him a call,
the day after they were sworn in, and said,
‘Excuse me, Sandbags, would you like to
leave now because we are about to throw
you into the street bodily?’. I would have
been very happy to assist them in doing
that, but unfortunately was not given the
opportunity.
I would have been down there with
bells on, because if ever anybody
deserved to lose their job, it was Sandbags
Flannery and the crowd at the Climate
Commission.
What a mob of shonks they were. They
led us up the garden path for years, telling
us all sorts of stories. Do not forget that
we have that desalination plant — the one
down in Gippsland, on the flood plain.
We found it was on a flood plain because
when it rained — the rain that Sandbags
said would never come — it went under
water. Only the Labor Party would build
a desalination plant on a flood plain.
All the desalination plants — the one in
Gippsland, the one in New South Wales,
the one in Queensland — were all built
because Labor governments were told by
Sandbags that it would never rain again.
It is not just a matter of the money
that he took directly from the Australian
taxpayer; he is still costing the Victorian
taxpayer, the New South Wales taxpayer,
the Queensland taxpayer and I think
the South Australian taxpayer — maybe
even the West Australian taxpayer — a
significant amount of money because we
still have to pay for the desalination plants
that, sadly, we do not need. The rain that

would not come did come — and in very
large quantities.
I could get onto Al Gore at this point,
who is possibly one of the greatest
shysters the world has ever seen — a very
inconvenient truth! This is the man who
gets around the world on his jumbo jet
telling people that the end is nigh — —
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Koch has just told me
the same thing. He is on the money.
Unfortunately I could go into Mr Gore
significantly, because if ever there was a
bloke who should be locked up for fraud it
is that bloke. He is a shocker.
I could talk about the ABC, I could
talk about the Age, I could talk about the
Greens. I should mention Mr Barber, who
complained bitterly to me one day that the
carbon tax was only $23 a tonne. I said,
‘How much do you want?’, and he said,
‘I want $73 a tonne’. The Greens have no
hesitation in saying that. They would wipe
out every job in the country. They would
wipe out every business in the country.
They do not care about employment. They
do not care about growth. In fact I am not
entirely sure what they care about. They
have an agenda that is — —
Mrs Coote — Frogs!
Mr FINN — It is frogs; yes, it is.
I have to say to Mrs Coote that it is frogs.
It is not the sort of language I would have
expected from her, but I have to agree.
Having said that, it is my very great
pleasure to support this motion. I wish
it a speedy passage. I am hoping that the
coalition of the damned in Canberra will
listen to it and that Mr Shorten, the man
who said before the last federal election
that the carbon tax should be abolished,
will fulfil the promise he made and that
his party will vote to abolish this appalling
tax.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
6 May 2014

Honorary Justices
Bill 2014

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to support the Honorary Justices
Bill 2014 and express my strong support
for and admiration of bail justices and
justices of the peace (JPs), who give
so generously of their time and make
such a magnificent contribution to their
communities. As the Acting President said
in his own contribution, many have been
doing so for a very long time.
It takes considerable commitment to
get out of bed at 3 or 4 in the morning
to see that justice is being done. As we
know, criminals do not like to think of
their particular vocation in life as a 9 to
5 job; quite often they are out on the job
throughout the night, and of course our
police officers quite often catch them
during those hours of the night as well.
As a result of the commitment of the bail
justices and the JPs we are able to provide
a degree of justice that I do not believe we
would otherwise provide.
The role of honorary justices and JPs
come to mind particularly this morning
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because just last week I launched the
Volunteer West outreach program at
the Sydenham Neighbourhood House
at Watergardens shopping centre in
Sydenham.
Volunteer West is an impressive
organisation. It facilitates volunteerism
in the western suburbs of Melbourne
and ensures that people who wish to
volunteer are directed to places where
their community spirit can be best
utilised. I believe it does a pretty special
job in providing some great work for
other people, not just the volunteers
but indeed those who benefit from the
volunteers’ work. The outreach program I
launched last week involves reaching out
to newly arrived people on our shores.
It reaches out to some of the perhaps
more disenfranchised members of our
community, including the long-term
unemployed and people who may feel
that they are not engaged in society as
much as they would like to be. It occurs to
me that what the bail justices and the JPs
do is similar to what Volunteer West does.
Of course Volunteer West members do
not get out of bed to provide justice at
some extraordinary hour of the morning,
but both the bail justice and JP roles and
Volunteer West provide an avenue for a
number of people who wish to provide
volunteer services. It would perhaps be
a very good thing if Volunteer West was
to get together with the Department of
Justice to discuss what can be done with
people who might otherwise be sent to jail
or find themselves in diabolical trouble.
That is just a suggestion.
I see that the Minister for Liquor and
Gaming, Mr O’Donohue, is in the house at
the moment, and that might be something
that he takes into consideration because
I know he is a deep thinker. He is a man
who takes these things on board. I well
remember some years ago when in his
previous role he came to see me in St
Albans. I know he has since carried the
lesson he got in St Albans that day on his
shoulders almost constantly. I want the
minister to know that that burden is lifted
from his shoulders as of today, and that
has to be a good thing.
As I said earlier, justice delayed is justice
denied. The honorary justices are people
who ensure that justice is not delayed.
They ensure that in our society we have
justice readily available at any time of the
night or day. It seems quite extraordinary
that — believe it or not — the former
Attorney-General of this state, Rob Hulls,
had the JPs and the bail justices in the
gun just a few years ago. It is amazing
when you consider what wonderful
work these people do, and it is beyond
comprehension as to why the chief law
maker in the state would have had these
people in the gun. That is a part of the
mystery that continues to be Rob Hulls. He
was a mystery when he had the job and
he is a mystery now that he does not have
the job. I look back on him, and the only
thing I can say is, ‘Thank God for Robert
Clark’, because that is one of the great joys,
as I have said previously, of the change of
government in 2010.
This government is clearly supporting
the JPs and the bail justices.

Through my contribution to this debate
I would like to offer my very strong
support to them, offer my very sincere
thanks and congratulations to them and
urge the house to do the same by speedily
passing this bill.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
6 May 2014

St Albans level
crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport, and it
concerns the announcement by the
minister and the Premier, in the presence
of Mr Elsbury and me at St Albans railway
station on Sunday of last week, of the
removal by this government of the Main
Road level crossing. I am sure Minister
O’Donohue is familiar with this particular
level crossing; it has a long and very
painful history.
While the overwhelming majority of
people have greeted this announcement
with a great deal of joy, and I have to
say significant excitement, there is also
a degree of scepticism on the part of a
number of people I have come across.
They are having difficulty believing that it
is actually going to go ahead. Some locals
have said to me things along the lines of,
‘The removal of this level crossing was first
promised by the Labor Party back in 1982’.
That was the year John Cain became
Premier. He did not do anything about it
for 10 years.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — He did send us broke,
but he did not fix the Main Road level
crossing. Labor reprised its promise again
in 1999, when Jeff Kennett looked like he
was going to do it, but for 11 years nothing
happened. The house will understand that
there is a degree of disbelief from some
local people that this is actually going to
happen. The thing that confuses some
people is, as they put it to me, why the
Liberals are doing this if Labor will not do
it for the people in what it regards as its
home turf.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — They are asking why the
Liberals are doing it. I said to them
straight out that we believe in doing
things that are worthwhile for people,
without political considerations. I think
that is a fair and reasonable thing. I ask
the minister, particularly in light of the
Treasurer’s announcement in his budget
speech today, to reassure people living
in the St Albans area and the western
suburbs of Melbourne who are a little
sceptical about this project that this is
actually happening. Work will begin this
year to remove the Main Road, St Albans,
crossing. We know it is long overdue; it
should have happened a long time ago. I
ask the minister to take whatever action
he believes is necessary to reassure people
in that area that the level crossing is
history and that work will begin this year
under this government.
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COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
6 May 2014

W. L. J. Crofts
Reserve

Raised with the Minister for Sport and
Recreation on 6 February 2014
REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I note your request for a visit and I have
asked my office to contact Mr Finn’s office
to discuss the possibility of a visit to W.L.J
Crofts Reserve.
I can confirm that the 2015-2016
Community Facility Funding Program
is now open for Project Proposals and
the Western Jets Football Club and
Altona North Cricket Club can work
in partnership with Hobsons Bay City
Council to submit a funding application
for their proposal to construct new unisex
umpires change rooms, a gymnasium
and public toilets at the ground as well
as redeveloping existing unisex change
rooms.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
7 May 2014

Western
Metropolitan
Region funding

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
The past week and a half has been the
proudest time of my almost 15 years in
this Parliament. It began last Sunday
week when I was joined by the Premier,
the Minister for Public Transport and Mr
Elsbury at St Albans railway station to
announce that work on the removal of
the most dangerous level crossing in this
state would begin this year. Thirty-two
years after Labor first promised it and 15
years after Labor promised it again, the
Napthine government is delivering for the
people of St Albans. The following day I
was joined by the Premier, the Treasurer,
the Minister for Roads, Mr Elsbury and the
incoming members for the Assembly seats
of Essendon, Niddrie and Sunbury, Fred
Ackerman, Rebecca Gauci Maurici and
Jo Hagan, to announce the $850 million
widening of the Tullamarine Freeway.
The day after that the Prime Minister
and the Premier announced that the
western link, stage 2 of east-west link,
is going ahead, which is a great win for
Melbourne’s west. On Thursday the
Minister for Education visited Sunshine
and announced that the government
would redevelop Sunshine College, a
school neglected by Labor for decades.
Friday came with the announcement
that the Caroline Springs railway station
would go ahead, in the face of apparent
opposition from the Greens. That is just
weird. On Saturday we welcomed Mr Guy,
the Minister for Planning, to the west; he
was the eighth minister to visit the western
suburbs last week. Yesterday’s budget
confirmed all announcements of last
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week. It is the best budget for Melbourne’s
west in the history of Victoria. Labor’s
neglect is over. This coalition government
is winning for the west.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
27 May 2014

Health funding

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is directed to the
Minister for Health, and I ask: will the
minister inform the house of the impact of
the federal budget on Victorian hospitals
and health services?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health)
— I thank the member for his question,
and I note his strong advocacy for Western
Health and Mercy Health in his region
and for a number of community health
services that make such a significant
contribution to health services in the
western suburbs. I have to say that his
advocacy stands in stark contrast to the
behaviour of those on the other side.
When cuts were made by Tanya Plibersek
and Julia Gillard, members opposite
supported them. Unlike them, Mr Finn
has been advocating very strongly for his
health services, as has this government.
We are standing up for Victorian
patients, unlike members of the Labor
Party and the Greens who voted to
support cuts. We are making very strong
representations to the federal government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have certainly
met with the federal minister. I have had
phone conversations with him, and I
have made very strong representations
on Victoria’s behalf. I have made my
displeasure known in terms of a number
of decisions made by the federal
government.
The budget brought down recently by
the federal government makes a number
of significant changes beyond 2017 which
are not welcome.
The CPI and population-based
adjustments that will apply after 2017 will
not be sufficient to compensate the states
and hospitals for the additional services
that will be needed. I make no bones
about it; from 2017 and that adjustment
period there will not be sufficient
resources under the commonwealth’s
proposed formula. We have made that
very clear to the commonwealth and will
continue to advocate for Victoria.
From 1 July 2015 the commonwealth is
proposing a co-payment on visits to GPs
across the community. The government
does not support that co-payment. We
believe this is an unfortunate decision
by the commonwealth, a decision that
will not see better community provision
of services. It may well impact on the
ability of GPs to provide services for those
in need. We have also indicated that we
would not take up any offer, if it were
to come, to put a co-payment on our
emergency departments. The government
has been very clear that we do not support
those proposals by the commonwealth at
all.
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I also make the point that the final
aggregate commonwealth payments
from 1 July are not yet known. We are
very disappointed that the national
partnership agreement on improving
public hospital services, which provided
subacute bed funding, is not being
renewed by the commonwealth. We have
made our views on that known, and we
will continue to advocate very strongly to
the commonwealth on that matter. But
what is important to Victoria in particular
is the aggregate outcome that we get from
the commonwealth.
That figure will be determined in
coming weeks as the Independent
Hospital Pricing Authority and the
administrator and other officials at a
commonwealth level put their positions
forward. The state will advocate very
strongly on behalf of Victorian patients
and hospitals and will not be deterred in
any way — unlike the Labor Party and the
Greens who, when Tanya Plibersek and
Julia Gillard cut funding to our hospitals,
rolled over and agreed with them. We do
not agree with reducing funding.
In terms of the national partnership
agreement and the subacute beds, it is
clear that it was a four-year agreement
signed by the then Premier, John Brumby,
and the then federal Labor leader. The
two Labor leaders signed a time-limited
agreement for four years. Notwithstanding
that, the state, and other states I might
add, believes that there should be some
accommodation provided to make
sure that there are sufficient resources
provided by hospitals to maintain full
capacity.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
27 May 2014

Local Government
(Brimbank
City Council)
Amendment Bill
2014

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It
gives me a great deal of pleasure tonight to
support the Local Government (Brimbank
City Council) Amendment Bill 2014.
The purpose of the bill is to amend
the next election date for Brimbank
City Council, extending the period
of administration of the panel of
administrators for the Brimbank City
Council from the fourth Saturday in March
2015 to the general elections of councillors
for all councils scheduled on the fourth
Saturday in October 2016.
I was fascinated to hear Mr Tee talk
about democracy and all those things that
members of the Labor Party like to wax
lyrical about, but when it comes down to
it, it is really just the same old Labor. These
are the people who sacked the council.
This is the bloke who gets up here, hand
on heart, telling us about how much he
loves democracy, when members of the
Labor Party were the ones who sacked the

council. In a minute I will explain exactly
why they sacked this particular council,
but I must pick up on something Mr Tee
said because it was so classic of the Labor
Party. He referred to the people who live
in the western suburbs as ‘those people’.
Is that not the attitude that the people in
the western suburbs have for generations
come to accept from the Labor Party?
The Labor Party has displayed total
contempt for and total neglect of the
people of the western suburbs, and here
in this chamber tonight we have a shadow
minister displaying that contempt in all
its glory.
This bill has been received with very
mixed feelings by the people of Brimbank.
If I were to invite Mr Tee to come out to
Sunshine, Keilor or St Albans — and if he
were able to find his way out there — I
would take him for a walk and introduce
him to the traders and the people on the
streets. They would tell him that, yes,
they do support this bill, and that they
do not want to vote in 2015. Of course
they do not want to vote in 2015; they
would say to him that they do not want
to vote at all. They do not want their
council back. More importantly, they
do not want their councillors back, and
that is the bottom line. I wish I had more
time; I could show Mr Tee and other
members of this house correspondence
endorsing the government’s stand, and
indeed suggesting that we take it a little bit
further.
I recall the Minister for Local
Government, Mr Bull, coming out to the
Brimbank council chambers just a few
weeks ago. He met with me and with
local community leaders, and each and
every one of them said the same thing,
‘We don’t want our councillors back.
We do not want a repeat of what we had
before’. That should not surprise anybody,
because at the moment we have got some
excellent administrators. The previous
administrators were very good, but I have
to say that the current crop — led by chief
administrator John Watson, with Jane
Nathan and John Tanner — are excellent.
They are doing a great job in the city
of Brimbank, far better than any since
the formation of that most unfortunate
council.
You might ask why the people of
Brimbank would not be keen to have their
councillors back, and why, in Mr Tee’s
way of looking at things, they would not
want democracy to return. Democracy
is an interesting concept in Brimbank.
Depending on who you ask, you might get
a different response as to the definition of
democracy. Those in the ALP in Brimbank
regard democracy as their plaything,
something that they hold to themselves
and offer to nobody else. The fact of the
matter is that up until the time Brimbank
council was dismissed, it had brought
nothing but shame on local government in
this state. People are saying that it would
just be an example of ‘here we go again’.
Brimbank was the home of shysterism
and of corruption within the ALP — total
and absolute.
We well remember back in 2009 when
the legislation to dismiss that council was
raced through both houses of Parliament
by the then Brumby government. It
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was not because it had fully examined
the case, but purely because there was
an election coming up and it wanted
Brimbank — this festering sore in the
Labor Party — out of the way. The council
was summarily dismissed, and that is why
people are not keen to have the Brimbank
councillors back.
That corruption went right to the heart
of the Victorian Premier’s office, because
the Victorian Premier at that time knew
what was going on in Brimbank. He
had been the member for Doutta Galla,
put there by the very people who were
running the Brimbank council at that
time. He was not the only one who knew
what was going on or was involved in it; a
bloke called Bill Shorten, now the federal
Leader of the Opposition, was in it up
to his ears and beyond. Former federal
minister Stephen Conroy was in it up to
his ears and beyond. Brendan O’Connor,
a local federal member of Parliament, was
in it up to his ears and beyond.
Justin Madden, now the member
for Essendon in the Assembly, was in
completely over his head; he did not
know what was going on. All he knew
was that he had been told to hand over
his electorate office in Keilor village to a
bloke that he had probably never heard
of before. He was very happy to do that
to enable his career to continue, and he
walked away. That was probably the last
time he saw the inside of his electorate
office. Of course the other bloke who was
deeply involved in all this was Rob Hulls,
the member for Niddrie in the Assembly,
the Attorney-General and the man whose
electorate covered the part of Brimbank
that Justin Madden’s electorate office was
in.
It was a who’s who of Victorian Labor.
Wherever you went there was some
Labor luminary involved in what was
a disgraceful, distasteful and shameful
episode in the history of local government
in this state. But there is one name that
keeps coming back again and again
whenever we consider the history of the
Brimbank City Council — Suleyman.
There were two involved in the
Suleyman empire of Brimbank. There
was Hakki Suleyman, who was diligently
working out of Justin Madden’s office
as Mr Madden’s electorate officer. Was
he working on anything involved with
Mr Madden’s electoral work? I do not
think so. What Mr Suleyman was doing
was ensuring that all his tentacles were
going into every part of Brimbank as he
controlled — —
Mrs Peulich — Tentacles?
Mr FINN — His tentacles, going into
every part of Brimbank as he controlled
the Brimbank City Council. In fact he
controlled it so much that who popped up
as mayor? None other than his daughter,
Natalie. It is very difficult to find anybody
in Brimbank with a good word for Natalie
Suleyman, particularly anybody who lived
there during the course of her mayoralty.
That is a fact; I stand here without any fear
of contradiction from anybody on that.
She ran the place with an iron rod. She
used to fine people from the chair. She
was pretty rough as mayor.
I was going to say there was rough
justice in Brimbank back in those days,

but the fact is there was no justice at all.
It was mates looking after mates, and if
anybody did not do the right thing, they
would be shafted. If anyone ran a soccer
club in the city of Brimbank and did not
support the right person for preselection,
they would have their money pulled. They
would not get funding for new clubrooms
or whatever they may want. That was
the way Brimbank worked. All of those
people had one thing in common, and
that is their membership of the Australian
Labor Party. I cannot believe Mr Tee got
up here tonight and gave us the tripe he
did knowing what he does about what
happened in Brimbank. He knows what
those Brimbank councillors, his fellow
Labor Party members, did to the people of
Brimbank during the time they controlled
that council.
Anyone would have thought that the
Labor Party would be appropriately
ashamed of what it did in the Brimbank
council days, but no. What has it done
now? Not only does the Labor Party want
to come back and do it all again but it has
the woman who was at the top of the heap
— I will not say what the heap was made
of — Natalie Suleyman as the endorsed
Labor candidate for the Assembly seat of
St Albans.
Anyone would imagine members of the
Labor Party would want to put a future
Premier or at least a very senior minister
in the seat of St Albans, somebody who
would give Labor some sort of future.
Anyone would have imagined that that
would be the thinking of the Labor Party,
but no.
The simple fact of the matter is that
Labor has put in a factional hack because
her old man knows where the bodies are
buried. Hakki has said to the powers that
be, ‘Put Natalie in St Albans or I’m going
to tell all I know’, and if Hakki tells all
he knows, we are going to have enough
television to keep us going for the next
decade because he will sink people all
over the place. He will sink political
careers from here to Canberra and from
Perth to Brisbane and back again — he
will bring the lot down.
We have a situation where Natalie
Suleyman, a mayor who led her council
to dismissal by a Labor government, is
attempting to become a member of what
undoubtedly she hopes will be the next
Labor government. Try to work that one
out! If anybody can see any sense or any
logic in that, please tell me, because I
would like to know. People are flooding
into my office and I cannot walk down the
street to get a pie at lunchtime without
people stopping me to tell me that they do
not want this council back and there is no
way they will vote for Natalie Suleyman in
November.
After November St Albans might
become a marginal seat and, I might
add, not a Labor marginal seat. People I
know to be members of the Labor Party
stop me in the street and say straight out,
‘We’re not voting for her. We remember
what she did to us when she was mayor of
Brimbank. We remember that, and we’re
going to remember that in November’. It
brings nothing but disgrace to the Labor
Party that it would bring her back in in
what it would describe as a safe seat.
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It will regret that for a very long time. I
remember when she was mayor, and it is a
great pity that the Minister for Planning is
not in here at the moment — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr FINN — He is a very good man, Mrs
Coote. I remember attending a council
meeting with the then shadow Minister for
Planning when Natalie Suleyman was in
the chair. Police were on stand-by and the
gallery and the councillors were in uproar.
The only ingredients missing that would
have made it a three-ring circus were the
elephants. It was extraordinary and oh so
typical of what the people of Brimbank
had to put up with during Natalie
Suleyman’s term as mayor. To suggest that
she could represent any area, particularly
the Brimbank area, in this Parliament is
just outrageous. It is a gross insult to the
people of St Albans that the Labor Party
would propose her as a candidate.
This bill is very moderate. It will save
the ratepayers of Brimbank some tens of
thousands — if not hundreds of thousands
of dollars, if my memory serves me
correctly — by putting the election off
for about 18 months. To some degree the
bill will satisfy the people of Brimbank
who wish to see money saved, but I am
afraid to say that it will not satisfy the
overwhelming majority of people in
Brimbank who never want to see an
elected Labor council in Brimbank again.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
27 May 2014

East-west link

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter this evening for
the attention of the Minister for Roads.
The minister will know exactly what I am
talking about, because some years ago
he joined me in Francis Street, Yarraville,
to view the number and heavy nature of
the trucks that use that particular road. I
have to say that Moore Street in Footscray
is not a lot better, and there are a number
of other streets in the inner west that are
subject to a number of very heavy vehicles
that cause an enormous amount of noise
and air pollution. They are not conducive
to a good life for local residents.
It has been the bane of the existence
of many people who live in that area
for many a long year, and I can fully
understand why the local residents would
be upset.
If I had been subject to that sort of
vehicle movement for the length of time
that they have, I would be very upset too.
My clear understanding is that this, which
is almost a form of purgatory, it has to be
said, is about to come to an end. Once
stage 2 of the east-west link is built — what
we might call west link or western link —
that heavy vehicle traffic will be able to use
it. All of a sudden those roads, including
Moore Street in Footscray, Francis Street
in Yarraville and other streets and roads
around that part of the world, will be free
of those trucks for the first time ever.
I have ventured down there, and I have
been discussing this with local residents.
I have to say to the house that there does
not seem to be a great understanding that
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this is about to happen. This does concern
me, because I think these people need to
be informed and reassured that their lives
are about to get a whole lot better.
We as a government have a
responsibility not just to ensure that their
lives are made better but in fact to ensure
that they know their lives are going to
get a lot better. I ask the minister to do
whatever is within his power to ensure
that the people in Yarraville, Footscray
and surrounding areas, where trucks have
made life hell, are informed of the good
news that lies just ahead.

COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
27 May 2014

City of Wyndham
councillor

Raised with the Minister for Local
Government on 11 March 2014
REPLY:
The Victorian coalition government
fully supports the vital work done by the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) in keeping
Victorians safe from fires and other
emergencies. The government encourages
all members of the Victorian community,
including councillors and council staff, to
support the CFA and our other volunteer
agencies in any way they are able.
Under the Local Government Act 1989,
a councillor may obtain leave of absence
from the council. The Act provides
that this request for leave must not be
unreasonably refused and the councillor
remains entitled to receive their councillor
allowance.
I find it concerning that a councillor
who is giving up their time on a voluntary
basis to help protect their community,
putting the interests of others ahead of his
own, should be singled out for criticism.
Many of our councillors and council
staff are volunteers with agencies such
as the CFA and the SES and they do
an amazing job helping to protect and
preserve life and property and they should
be congratulated for their contribution to
the community, not criticised.
I encourage the Wyndham City Council
and all other councils to be reasonable
in granting requests for leave and
otherwise be supportive of councillors
who actively participate in the CFA
and other community service volunteer
organisations.
To this end, I would urge councils to
put in place public policies, which set
out where leave would be considered
appropriate, with particular regard to
proposed community volunteering work.

COUNCIL
28 May 2014

Federal Budget

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
What a fascinating contribution from Ms
Pulford. I look forward to getting Hansard
and giving it to somebody who might be
able to put it through some machine that
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will be able to decipher what the hell she
was talking about. I am not quite sure, but
I do agree with her very much. I notice she
has wandered from the chamber now,
which is very disappointing.
It is disappointing that Ms Pulford
has gone because I was actually going
to agree with her. I will be rolling up at
the next election to re-elect the Abbott
government, because I do not want to go
back to what we had before.
I do not want to go back to the people
who made the mess in the first place. That
would be masochism of the highest order,
in my view. Anybody who votes Labor
in this country is a masochist. That is a
simple fact of the matter. It is interesting
to note that the Labor Party is so outraged
by this that it has two members in the
chamber.
Mr Elasmar — Two?
Mr FINN — I am sorry; Acting President
Melhem is neutral. He was neutered a
long time ago. We will get to his role in
supporting the east-west link, particularly
the western link, very soon. I look forward
to doing that. I apologise to Mr Elasmar.
Sometimes I get confused — Mr Melhem
could easily be one of us. I apologise to
him for that.
To get to the gist of this debate I want
to go through a few of the matters that
are mentioned in Mr Lenders’s motion.
Was it not funny? Dear Mr Lenders, the
man who gave us the desalination plant,
the man who gave us myki, the man who
gave us the north-south pipeline and
the man who as Treasurer presided over
economic disaster after economic disaster,
got up and lectured us on economic
responsibility. It is a bit like Robbie ‘Mad
Dog’ Muir talking about how to behave on
a football field; it is absolutely outrageous.
You have got to admit, however, that those
opposite have more front than Myer. If Mr
Lenders happens to be wandering by the
speaker in his office or somewhere else, I
commend him for his gall. As I have said
before, he has more gall than all of France.
That is what he displayed here today.
Paragraph 2 of this motion from Mr
Lenders condemns the federal coalition
government for abandoning Victorian
schools and students by ripping up the
Gonski education agreement.
I would suggest that that probably
would not have been too hard because
there was never anything in the Gonski
agreement. You cannot have an agreement
to fund something if it is unfunded and
there is no money there. That is what we
are talking about with Gonski. It was a
fraud of the highest order. We are talking
about a former Prime Minister who just
might know a fair bit about fraud. It was a
fraud of the highest order to suggest that
any federal government was in a position
to fund Gonski. It was nonsense, but that
is what we have come to expect from the
Labor Party at both the state and federal
level over such a long period of time.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — I will get to you in a minute,
Mr Barber, and your friend Senator Milne
in Canberra. I will also get to the delightful
Senator Hanson-Young — what a ripper
she is.
I move on to health and this copayment matter. It seems to be causing

great distress to the Labor Party. It was
a suggestion first put to the Australian
people by Bob Hawke when he was Prime
Minister. I do not recall much distress
from the Labor Party then. Talk about
confected outrage; this has to be some of
the most confected outrage I have seen for
a while. I have a suggestion that
might help the federal government out.
I do not know whether it would consider
this, but I put it forward in the spirit of
goodwill toward our federal colleagues.
I suggest to the federal government that
it exclude all commonwealth health-care
card holders from the co-payment and
put it up to $10 for everybody else. I think
that would be a pretty reasonable thing to
do. Most people would regard paying $10
for going to the doctor to be a pretty fair
and reasonable thing. There may be some
people who would struggle to pay $7, so
exclude them from having to pay it. Allow
those who can afford to pay to pay $10.
My view on this is very clear: free health
care should be for those who need it. Free
health care should not be for those who
want it. It is outrageous for somebody
like Clive Palmer, the federal member
for Fairfax, to be able to rock up to his
local doctor clinic and be bulk-billed for
seeing a doctor. He can afford to pay for
his health care. I can afford to pay for my
health care. Every member of this house
can afford to pay for their health care. Free
health care should be there for those who
cannot afford it and who will look around
for that $5, $6, $7 or whatever it might be
and wonder what they are going to do.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Calm down, Mr Barber.
There is nothing worse than when the
Greens get excited. It is hard enough
to follow them at the best of times, but
when they get excited everything is out of
the window. I would suggest that that is
something the federal health minister and
government may consider.
Universal health care for those who can
afford their own private health insurance
is outrageous, to tell you the truth. If you
can afford private health insurance, you
should have private health insurance,
and free, taxpayer-funded health care
should be for those who cannot afford it.
It is as simple as that. I sort of agree with
paragraph 5 of the motion, where the
opposition condemns cuts to the ABC
and the SBS. I sort of agree with it because
whilst I agree with the cuts, they clearly
do not go anywhere near far enough.
What the government is doing in the
broadcasting business in 2014 I do not
have a clue — I have no idea. It is out of
the airline caper. It is out of the banking
caper. It is out of just about everything
else, and it is still running a broadcasting
company.
Last night as I was flicking around on
television I noticed that apparently there
is a new ABC radio channel — Double
J, I think it is called. What might be on
that I fear to think. There we have more
taxpayers money being funnelled into the
ABC.
Has there ever been a more outrageous
waste of money in this country’s history
than the ABC? It has to be asked. If Tony
Jones wants to ponce around on a Monday
night talking to his commo mates, let him
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pay for it himself. I do not want to. People
say we have to have the ABC because it
has Bananas in Pyjamas. That is all very
well, but $1.2 billion a year — —
Mrs Peulich — That’s a lot of bananas.
Mr FINN — It is a lot of bananas — my
word it is — but $1.2 billion a year for
a couple of blokes dressed as bananas
seems to me just a little bit extravagant, I
have to say. I frequently wonder what we
could do with that $1.2 billion every year
that goes into the ABC. It seems to me to
be a criminal waste of taxpayers money.
The government has no role in
broadcasting. I can pull out my phone
and tune in to a radio station or indeed a
television station in New York or London.
I do not need the ABC. This argument that
we need the ABC because we need variety
is a load of nonsense. The variety available
to us now has never been greater. As I
say, you can get out your little phone and
tune in to a radio station or a television
station just about anywhere in the world.
The ABC is just no longer needed, and it is
chewing up much-needed funds.
I have to say that I would privatise
the ABC tomorrow without the slightest
hesitation, and I would redirect that $1.2
billion to those areas that actually need
it. I am talking about schools. I am talking
about hospitals.
There are only two members opposite
now; we have just lost the third. That is
the degree to which the opposition is
concerned about its own day of general
business. Those opposite say they are
concerned about hospitals. They say
they are concerned about schools. Let
them support the privatisation of the
ABC, and let us put that $1.2 billion a
year into those schools and hospitals.
Let us get fair dinkum about this. If those
members opposite — and I am using
my imagination because, as I say, there
are not many here — are fair dinkum
about supporting genuine services to the
Australian people, they will support the
proposal to sell the ABC and redirect the
money.
On top of that $1.2 billion saving every
year, you would probably get a fair whack
for the sale of the network because it is
quite an extensive network. It is Australia
wide. It has four or five television stations.
It has more radio stations than you can
poke a stick at. There would be a number
of people who would give their eyeteeth
to be in a position where they could buy,
if not all of it, certainly at least some of
it, and that money would be a saving to
the Australian taxpayer. That would be a
very good thing. We could then use that
money to support kindergarten students,
pensioners, the unemployed and the
disabled, as this motion refers to.
I put a suggestion to the house in my
maiden speech many years ago — and I
am going to reprise it this afternoon —
and if any government were to put this
plan into effect, we would have a budget
surplus overnight. We would never be in
the red again.
It is a very simple proposition — that is,
to go back to what the founding fathers
of this nation wanted to happen and
to abolish three-quarters of the federal
government and give the powers back to
the states, as the founders of our nation

had envisaged. What has happened
over the last 113 years is that slowly but
surely — sometimes not so slowly, but
certainly surely — the powers of the states
have been centralised more and more in
Canberra.
I am not a centralist. I am totally
opposed to centralism. I think centralism
is dangerous. I think centralism is indeed
evil, to a large degree. My suggestion to
the federal government is that it abolish
every department whose services could
be better done and should be better done
by their state government counterparts.
That way we could do away with the
federal Department of Education. Did
you know that the federal Department
of Education does not run a single
school? We could do away with the
commonwealth Department of Health.
The commonwealth Department of Health
does not run a single hospital.
We could do away with the
commonwealth Department of
Agriculture, and we could do away
with the commonwealth department of
Aboriginal affairs — and those are just the
As!
We could go on. If we got to the Cs, we
could talk about removing every cent
of taxpayers money that is wasted on
the climate change scam — the global
warming scam. We could take every cent
that is put into the pockets of some of
those shysters and give that money to the
kindergarten students, the pensioners,
the unemployed and the disabled. What a
great idea that would be. If you are going
to spend money — if you are going to put
taxpayers money on the line — it should
be done for something that is worthwhile,
and man-made climate change is most
certainly not worthwhile. As every day
goes on we see more evidence to show
that the whole thing is just a scam
designed to make money. Some people
are making a lot more money out of it than
others, but it is an industry that is doing
very nicely for itself nonetheless.
I suggest to our colleagues in Canberra
that they might like to consider taking
on the Liberal Party philosophy of
decentralisation, and they might like to
return to the states those powers that they
have taken over a long period of time.
Whilst they are at it, they might like to
consider returning the states’ income tax
powers, which were temporarily removed
to help the war effort in World War II.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — It was, Mr Ramsay. It would
be nice if we got some GST back too, but
the income tax powers should be returned
to the states. As I say, they were taken from
the states as a temporary measure to win
the war. I have some news for Canberra:
the war is over. We had a good win, and it
is about time those powers were returned
so that the people of Victoria, New South
Wales, Queensland and the other states
and territories of Australia can actually
enjoy the benefits of that money instead of
it going into the pockets of fat blokes who
sit around in Canberra.
I am constantly amazed at the number
of public servants in Canberra who do not
do much. I recall the first time I visited
the commonwealth Treasury, which was
some years ago when I was working for the
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Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer,
Chris Pearce. I was quite impressed that I
was going in to be looked after by senior
bureaucrats. They were heady days. I
arrived at the side of a building, and it was
huge! It had about 15 storeys.
As I walked through this building, I
passed office after office after office, and
each of them had people in them. Some
people were doing something, and others
were not. At the end of that experience
I wondered, ‘What the hell do all these
people do? Their entire role is to take our
money and then give it back to us’. That
seemed to me to be a bit silly and entirely
a waste of money. Let us clear out some of
those office blocks.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — No, not unclutter —
clear out some of those office blocks in
Canberra altogether. Let us get rid of the
waste and duplication, and let us get
some efficiency back into government
in this country. That would be of huge
benefit to the people of Australia. I have
no doubt about that at all. We are now in a
situation where our nation faces a fiscal or
budgetary crisis.
You have to wonder how that happened.
I remember that back in early 2007 we
had a government that was doing a
very good job. We had a Prime Minister,
John Howard, who was regarded as an
outstanding leader, not just by Australians
but by many people around the world. We
had a Treasurer who was clearly the best
Treasurer this nation has ever seen. We
also had somewhere around $30 billion
in the bank. That was after a huge debt
— surprise, surprise! — was left to us by
the Keating government when Labor left
power in 1996. In 2007 — which is only
seven years ago — Australia was looking
pretty good. We were in very good shape.
The economy was sailing along smoothly.
There was plenty of money in the bank;
in fact tax cuts were the order of the day
in every budget. The then Treasurer,
Peter Costello, was making a point of
returning to the people the money that the
government had taken. As I say, that was a
great thing.
What happened?
What happened was that before the
2007 election the Milky Bar Kid, Kevin
Rudd, went on national television
and declared himself an economic
conservative. He did everything in his
power to present himself as a younger
version of John Howard. Unfortunately a
good portion of the people fell for it, and
the best Prime Minister this country has
ever seen was turfed out and replaced by
a so-called economic conservative who,
like a good Milky Bar Kid, acted like a kid
in a lolly shop — and he went berserk! He
went to town, and he spent every cent that
we had in the bank — every cent! Then
when he finished spending every cent, he
borrowed and then borrowed some more.
He could not help himself. This was a man
who was totally out of control. From the
reports of those around him at the time
— this came out later, of course — he was
totally out of control.
Mr Ramsay — Mad.
Mr FINN — Quite mad, indeed — mad
as a snake. He was totally out of control.
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In the space of 12 months this economic
conservative had completely turned
around the situation faced by Australia;
we went from being one of the strongest
economies in the world to being on a path
to joining Greece at the bottom. This is
the man — and we all remember it, I am
sure — who sent out cheques for $900.
People got those cheques for $900 and
they went down to Retravision and Harvey
Norman and they sent it straight to China.
They bought $900 televisions — big screen
televisions. Each of those cheques for $900
went straight to China.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — The pokies — maybe a bit of
that as well. It was an extraordinary thing,
something we have never seen before.
Who could forget the decision made at
that time by the Prime Minister and his
deputy, the Minister for Education at the
time, Julia Gillard — before she knifed
him, with the help of the current federal
Leader of the Opposition, Bill Shorten —
that they would spend as many billions
as they could on a few school halls.
They thought they would throw around
money left, right and centre. I had school
principals ringing me and telling me
they had just had a phone call from the
federal education department advising
that they had $200 000 but that they had to
spend it by Friday week. School principals
were asking me for suggestions on what
to do with the money. I had to say to
them that they probably knew their own
circumstances better than I did. But that
was what was happening.
Who can forget the hot-water services
that they were sending around. I will never
forget one footy club out in the bush,
which had about 12 of them. They only
needed 1, but they had 12 of them out the
back of the footy ground. Then they had
the water tanks as well. That was another
one: everybody had to have a tank. And of
course the taxpayers footed the bill once
again. Surprise, surprise! This is so typical
of the Labor Party.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Ramsay reminds me
of the pink batts. I suppose I should not
make extensive reference to that matter as
it is currently before a royal commission,
but we know what happened there. It was
indeed a great tragedy.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — Cash for clunkers. Money
was poured left, right and centre into any
number of green schemes. Some of the
shysters who were running these green
schemes were rubbing their hands with
glee. They thought it was Christmas each
and every day. Under Prime Minister
Kevin Rudd they thought all this money
would never end. It was falling from the
sky for no reason at all. But, as we know,
life is not like that. You cannot get your
MasterCard, go on a binge, spend a couple
of hundred thousand dollars and then
say, ‘That’s done. I don’t have to worry
about that any more’. At some stage the bill
comes and at some stage you have to start
paying it. We now have to start paying it,
and that is the fact of the matter.
To add to this rather tragic situation,
last year when it became obvious that it
was finished the sad and forlorn Gillard
government decided that it would set
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time bombs within the federal budget,
that it would go out of its way to sabotage
the Australian economy for the next
government. It went out of its way to
spend more money — can you believe
that? At a time when we were hundreds
of billions of dollars in debt the Gillard
government, which was on its way out,
decided it would spend as much as it
could find and a little bit more as well.
We had the situation of the Gonski
reforms where the federal government
made outrageous promises with money it
did not have. Now the chooks have come
home to roost. That is a sad fact of life. We
can blame Rudd, we can blame Gillard,
but who or what should we really blame?
We should blame the culture of the
Australian Labor Party, because if you look
at the history — and I will in a minute —
of the Australian Labor Party, you see that
the Labor Party cannot handle money. It
has never been able to handle money.
Its members are totally competent and
totally irresponsible when it comes to
money. They have got no idea. They are
mates with the Greens, and I have to say
that by comparison the Greens make the
ALP look almost responsible, and I will
talk about Senator Milne in a minute.
What the Greens propose is that once the
credit card bill comes in, we chop that
up as well and keep spending. That is the
Greens’ answer to everything.
As I said, there is a problem with Labor
Party culture. I go back to my political
awakening in the early 1970s. We had
a federal government led by Gough
Whitlam. Gough Whitlam was tall,
charismatic, and I suppose he was a bit
new, but what we discovered about him
after a while was that he did not have the
first idea of what he was doing. He had a
cabinet that had no idea what it was doing
and he went through treasurers. I think at
one stage he had a new Treasurer once a
fortnight on average. He even appointed
Jim Cairns as Treasurer, if you can believe
that. That was quite extraordinary.
That is on par with a former member for
Northcote in the Assembly, Tony Sheehan,
being appointed Treasurer of this state —
Tom Roper was another one, but I will get
to that in a minute.
The Whitlam government totally
trashed the Australian economy.
We had stagflation and we had huge
unemployment. The whole place was
falling to pieces. That was my political
awakening. Perhaps I should publicly
thank Gough Whitlam now because he
made me a conservative for life, and I have
had no reason ever to regret the decision I
made back in the 1970s.
We had Whitlam trashing the nation. He
was so bad that people voted for Malcolm
Fraser — that is how bad he was. Malcolm
Fraser was elected with the biggest
majority in both houses in Australia’s
history. He was not only elected but he
was re-elected two years later. What a pity
he never did anything with that. He sat on
his hands for that entire time.
It was a huge waste, but I probably
should not talk about the Fraser federal
government because, quite frankly, there
is not much to talk about.
The Whitlam government is certainly
the genesis of the economic culture of

the Labor Party. A few years later here
in Victoria the John Cain, Jr government
was elected. Up until that point Victoria
had been sailing along very well. We had
Henry Bolte for a very long time; we had
Dick Hamer, who was all right in certain
respects; and we had Lindsay Thompson,
who I found to be a very decent and
honourable individual who actually cared
very much about the state and its people.
What happened? John Cain came in
and decided that he would spend money
too. Surprise, surprise! With his deputy,
Joan Kirner, he spent money like it was
going out of fashion. Is there a trend
developing here? This is something Labor
governments do. They spend money until
such time as it runs out and then they
spend money they do not have, leaving
the result for the people who come
afterwards.
Members might recall that during
the latter part of the 1980s and early
1990s we lost the Victorian State Bank.
We had banks going broke and all sorts
of disasters happening, including the
international tram festival down Bourke
Street where all the trams were parked for
an extended period. The whole place was
in total turmoil. Guess what? The Labor
Party had stuffed it up all over again.
It was just the start, and it was not just
happening in Victoria. One could look at
what Labor did to Queensland also. It will
take Queensland years — —
Mr Leane — On a point of order,
Acting President, I would like you to
bring the member back to the motion.
We are travelling all around Australia,
and I appreciate that, but he is not the
government’s lead speaker.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, what I am talking
about — and it goes to the very core of
this motion — is why we are debating this
motion and why the budget is as bad as it
is. If we cannot talk about why, I am not
sure what we can talk about.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem)
— Order! I have to concede that Mr Finn
has strayed from the motion, and I would
like him to return to the motion.
Mr FINN — As Mrs Peulich points out,
it is a travelogue of Labor disasters, and
Labor members are good at that.
I could move on to New South Wales
because we know what they have done
up there — a fair number of them are in
jail now, too. We could also talk about
WA Inc. if you wanted to go there, or
Tasmania. Actually I do want to talk about
Tasmania because the federal Leader of
the Greens has been on our television
sets recently, talking about how there is
no economic disaster or budget crisis
and the fact that everything is just fine
and dandy. I suppose if you came from
Tasmania, everything would be fine and
dandy because compared to Tasmania,
everything is fine and dandy. Compared
to Tasmania, Greece is fine and dandy.
This is what happens when you get
the Labor Party and the Greens in bed
together. This is a real warning for the
uninitiated, because over an extended
period in Tasmania there has been a
Labor-Greens coalition. I call it the
‘coalition of the dammed’. They put
in place policies which in effect sent
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Tasmania absolutely stone broke. It
reached the point where, if we could have
pushed it off and down to the South Pole
somewhere, we probably would have.
That is how bad it was. I am delighted to
say that Will Hodgman is now the Premier
of Tasmania. I am sure he will do a very
good job, but he has his work cut out for
him.
We have seen that the Labor Party and
the Greens working together will hurt you
every time. It will be a painful experience.
If you want pain and you want to hurt,
you vote for Labor and you vote for the
Greens. That is something that cannot
be contradicted by anybody, because
that is just the way it operates. It was the
Greens working with the Labor Party that
brought us the carbon tax, and we have
seen the impact the carbon tax has had on
the Australian economy and the federal
budget. A number of companies have left
this nation, have sacked people and have
even gone broke as a result of the carbon
tax, and that is something that none of us
should be happy about.
When you see the national Leader of the
Australian Greens, Christine Milne, on the
television saying that there is no budget
crisis, we should not suggest that she is
being dishonest, because I do not think
she is. I think she is being stupid. I do not
think she has the first idea of what she is
talking about on anything. But when she
says she does not believe there is a budget
crisis, as far as she is concerned there is
not one, because if there is any capacity at
all to put more money on the credit card,
that is what you do. The Greens answer
to everything is to spend more money,
and they will never be in government so
they do not care how we pay it back. They
just want to spend money, quite often on
ridiculous things.
Returning to the Labor culture, I was
in this place in October 1992 when
Jeff Kennett became Premier. We had
enormous trouble on our hands.
I can relate to what Prime Minister
Tony Abbott and federal Treasurer Joe
Hockey are going through at the moment
because of what the Cain and Kirner
governments did to Victoria during the
decade of darkness between 1982 and
1992. It took us some time to get back on
an even keel. I am extremely proud of the
job the coalition did in the 1990s to return
Victoria to prosperity. If the Labor Party
had been left there, we would have been
in a lot of trouble.
It seems to me that every generation
must learn the hard way. Going back
in my life over the last 40 years it seems
that every generation has learnt the hard
way. We saw it with the election of former
Prime Minister Gough Whitlam, then
a generation later with the election of
former Prime Minister Bob Hawke and
then a generation later with the election
of former Prime Minister Kevin Rudd. I
was going to say the election of former
Prime Minister Julia Gillard, but of course
she never did win an election. That is
something we should always point out:
she never did win an election.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — No, that was Rob Oakeshott
and old man Windsor up north. A degree
of shysterism was involved there. As it

turns out, it was probably a good thing
because people were able to see for
themselves just how bad a Prime Minister
Julia Gillard was.
To my way of thinking she is the second
worst Prime Minister this country has ever
had — only behind Kevin Rudd, who was
just a disaster. Gough Whitlam must be
very pleased that he has lived to be an old
man and see a couple of Prime Ministers
who were actually worse than him.
It is sad when I see each generation
making the same mistakes as the ones
before it. I remember standing at a prepoll
booth at Melbourne Airport in 2007 giving
out how-to-vote cards, and the young
people who had no experience of a Labor
government — we are talking about 18
to 21-year-olds — were taking the Labor
how-to-vote card. They had no idea what
they were doing because they did not
remember what Labor had done last time,
and in 10 or 12 years time that is what will
happen again. Labor will come in, and
people will forget what Labor did this time
and vote for Labor members again. Then
after a few years they will throw them out,
and we will have to come back in and fix it
all. That is the way it operates.
It does not matter where it is; at a state
or federal level that is the way it operates.
Labor gets in and makes a God-almighty
mess, and the coalition then has to come
in and fix it.
I am hopeful that at some stage people
might realise what Labor does. As I
have often said before, I would have no
objection to Labor governments if only
Labor voters were affected by the results
of Labor governments. I can proudly stand
here and declare that I have never voted
for Labor in my life — nor have I thought
about it. I think it very unlikely that I ever
would. I cannot see the circumstances
under which I would. I love this country
enough to say that I have never voted for
Labor because voting for Labor is an act
of economic and social sabotage. It has
shown up again and again, going back
during my lifetime to the 1970s with
Whitlam, and it has flowed through so
many times since.
Wherever you look it is the same story:
the Liberals have to fix up the mess that
Labor has made. Wherever you go —
whether you go to the commonwealth
or whether you go north, south, east or
west — Labor makes the mess, and the
Liberals have to come in and fix it up. I am
hopeful that one day that trend will stop
and people will remember what Labor is
renowned for and will keep them out of
government altogether.
We had in this state over the 11 years
of the Bracks and Brumby governments,
between 1999 and 2010, a degree of
economic irresponsibility that was
sending Victoria down the same path it
had been sent down in the 1980s. We had
a similar scenario — perhaps not as quick,
but as sure a trajectory as you can possibly
imagine — where the Bracks and Brumby
governments were spending money and
debt was rising. This was threatening our
AAA rating and a whole range of programs
and services provided at a state level.
When the coalition was elected in 2010
some tough decisions were made.
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It was not quite as bad as it is now at the
commonwealth level, but certainly some
tough decisions had to be made, and they
were made. One thing can be guaranteed
of a coalition government, a conservative
government, and that is that we take our
responsibility for economic guardianship
very seriously indeed. In 2010 the Premier
and the Treasurer of the time took it upon
themselves to start getting the Victorian
budget back into shape. That has flowed
through to the point where in this 2014
budget Victoria is in pretty good shape.
Victoria’s economic health is very much
reflected by just how good the budget
that we have just had introduced is. As
somebody who represents the western
suburbs, I can say it is without any doubt
the best budget the western suburbs of
Melbourne have had in the history of
this state, and I am particularly proud to
say that. I would go so far as to say that
more has been done for the people of the
western suburbs in the past three years
than has been done by Labor in the past
three generations, perhaps even longer.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — They have taken it
for granted.
Mr FINN — As Mr O’Brien says, Labor
has taken the western suburbs for granted
for many a long year — for many a long
decade in fact. We debated a bill in this
place last night about the Brimbank City
Council, and that is a classic example of
how the Labor Party treats the western
suburbs and continues to neglect them.
I have to say to this house and to the
general community that after this year’s
O’Brien budget, no longer are the western
suburbs neglected. Now we have a
government that is concerned about the
future of the western suburbs, and that is a
very good thing indeed.
Economic responsibility is something
we owe this nation. It is not about books,
abacuses, computers or calculators; it is
about people and providing a future for
people. If the country is broke, you cannot
have a strong nation. You cannot provide
the sort of health and social services that
people need to have the standard of living
that the Labor Party seems to think comes
automatically. It does not work that way.
I well remember former federal Treasurer
Peter Costello saying the reason he ran a
tight ship economically was because then
the government would be in a situation
to provide the sort of services to which I
refer.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Like us now.
Mr FINN — Indeed, as Mr O’Brien says,
like the Victorian government now. We
are in a position to provide the western
link, the rail link to the airport and a whole
range of services across Victoria because
——
Mr Ramsay — More money for schools.
Mr FINN — More money for schools,
more money for hospitals and a whole
range of goodies across the state, because
we made the hard decisions early on.
The Abbott government is doing that
now. Certainly there are parts of this
federal budget that I am not overly thrilled
with. I mentioned one of them earlier,
being the ABC — that it was not cut out
altogether — and there are certainly
other parts that I wish it had perhaps
taken another angle on. But I do admire
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the Abbott government for biting the
bullet and making some very difficult
decisions with a view to ensuring that this
government has a future.
If you have a government that does
not have its eyes on the future, then the
country has no future. Unfortunately over
the past six or seven years we have had a
federal government that did not have its
eyes on the future. I am not sure, to tell
you the truth, exactly what it had its eyes
on.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Each other.
Mr Ramsay — On stabbing each other
in the back.
Mr FINN — Mr Ramsay is spot on, as
indeed is Mr O’Brien. They point out
that the members of the former federal
government had their eyes firmly planted
on each other’s backs. With knives in
hand they would stalk the building up in
Canberra on Capital Hill — —
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Who will be Prime
Minister next?
Mr FINN — They were sizing up each
other’s backs, wondering, as Mr O’Brien
says, who was going to be Prime Minister
——
Mr Ramsay — Simon Crean faltered at
the altar.
Mr FINN — I feel sorry for the man; Mr
Ramsay reminds us of what happened
that rather sad day when Simon Crean
decided he had had enough. He realised
a bit too late that he was not the only one
who had had enough. His faction said to
him, ‘You go in there, go out and get them,
and we are right behind you’. When Mr
Crean looked behind him during the press
conference, he had to get out binoculars
to see how far behind they were. Simon
Crean served his party extremely well.
He did not deserve his demise or his
humiliation as a result of loving his
country — I think you would call it that.
That in itself is sad, but it is indicative of
what we had for six and a half years, under
Rudd, under Gillard and again under
Rudd.
How can we possibly have a strong
economy and confidence in the country
when almost on a daily basis there is
speculation about who the leader will
be? On the one hand how many times
did Julia Gillard say she did not want
to be Prime Minister before she knifed
Kevin Rudd in order to become Prime
Minister? On the other hand how often
after his defeat did Kevin Rudd deny that
he wanted to be Prime Minister again? He
challenged and failed, and then it was on
again. He would say that he did not want
to be Prime Minister and could never see
a circumstance in which he would ever
be Prime Minister again. He put his hand
on his heart — and I wonder what else
he was holding at the time, to tell you
the truth. He said he did not want to be
Prime Minister, that he never wanted to
be Prime Minister again. The next thing
we knew was that Julia was lying at the
bottom of Lake Burley Griffin with a knife
in her back and Kevin was off to the Lodge
and then off to Government House to be
sworn in.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Off to see Bill Shorten’s
mother-in-law, I suppose. What an
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extraordinary scenario. Bill Shorten
was in it up to his eyeballs. That scares
a lot of people, because knowing what
Bill Shorten was involved in during the
last government, there is a real fear,
particularly in the business community,
about what would happen if this bloke
ever became Prime Minister. What an
appalling prospect. Nobody in the Labor
Party trusts Bill Shorten, so why should
anybody else? There was a real fear in the
community, particularly in the business
community, and there was a real fear in a
large section of the union movement. The
people who know Bill Shorten best know
that they cannot trust him. They know he
can never be trusted.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Even Paul Howes.
Mr FINN — Even Paul Howes, the man
who has long been touted as a future
Labor leader, packed his case and was out
the door.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Cesar did the same.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Finn is definitely straying
away from the motion and is now talking
about past leaders of different unions.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order,
Acting President, the motion clearly
relates to Victoria’s most vulnerable
residents, and I suspect that is the
correlation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms
Pennicuik) — Order! I consider that a
frivolous addition to the point of order. I
have some sympathy for Mr Leane’s point
of order. Mr Finn has been talking about
previous governments et cetera. While
wide ranging, the motion refers to the
current federal budget, so I ask Mr Finn
to be careful about what he refers to in his
motion.
Mr FINN — I will get to the main point
of my address shortly.
I take on board what the Acting
President says, but I think it is very
important that I canvass why we are in the
situation we are in at the present time.
That takes me to the future. People are
looking at this budget at the moment and
wondering whether it will get through
the Senate in a few weeks time when
the new senators take their places in
Canberra. Unfortunately there has been
some indication that Clive Palmer, the
federal member for Fairfax and a big
player in the Canberra scene, is not going
to play ball with anybody. What sort of
national sabotage is that from a bloke who
sits in the Parliament? From memory,
I think he won by 74 votes. He now sits
in Parliament with people who, to be
kind, could be referred to as a diverse
group of individuals from a vast array of
backgrounds. Many of them do not quite
know how they got there, what they are
doing there or what they want to be.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — Far from a broad
church, they are a broad cathedral.
Mr FINN — They could be a broad
cathedral, absolutely. Mr Palmer should
really have a good hard look at the
economic situation Australia is in and
at the budgetary problems this nation
faces. This is serious; this is not about
playing a game of deciding which Rolls
Royce to drive today. He is a member of

the commonwealth Parliament. He is the
leader of a political party that will have
a very big say on which direction this
nation goes. He is the leader of a political
party which will have a very big say on
whether this budget passes through the
commonwealth Parliament. He is the
leader of a political party which will have a
very big say on whether this nation has an
economic future. He should start taking
those responsibilities very seriously.
We have all nodded off from time
to time in Parliament. It happens,
particularly when members of the Labor
Party are on their feet. But I do not think
the joy Mr Palmer has experienced from
the publicity showing him snoozing in the
House of Representatives the other day is
really a good look at all.
Mr D. D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — He did come in a Rolls
Royce. He chose the older one. He needs
to take his responsibilities seriously, as do
the Greens. Acting President, you may be
interested in this. I have been of the view
for quite some time that the Greens — and
I think I might have fleetingly mentioned
this earlier — have economically no idea
what is going on, what they want to do or
where they would take Australia, apart
from the fact that they want to smash the
system. That is all they want to do. They
have no idea what they want to replace it
with; they just want to smash the system.
They are the anarchists party, and that
unfortunately goes to budgetary matters
as well. Unfortunately they are part of a
party which will have a very large say on
what passes through the Senate after 1 July
this year, and that is a little bit scary for a
lot of people. Given the comments that
Senator Milne has already made and some
of the outrageous stunts that Senator
Hanson-Young is responsible for — —
An honourable member — She’s a
disgrace.
Mr FINN — She is a disgrace, that is
true. Taking all that into consideration,
and given that Senator Rhiannon in New
South Wales would like us to go back to
the gulags of the Soviet Union, we are
facing a difficult time ahead as a nation
unless we all band together behind a
Prime Minister who was democratically
elected and a government that was
democratically elected by a sizable
margin. The federal election held in
September last year was not a squeaker.
Tony Abbott won by a substantial margin.
I should say by way of an aside how
delighted I am to see the federal seat I
grew up in, Corangamite, returned to
Liberal hands. I have no doubt at all
that the member for Corangamite is an
outstanding member of Parliament, and
she will serve the people of Corangamite
well. I also have no doubt that she will
serve the people of Australia very well
as a member of the commonwealth
Parliament, and she will have significant
input and make significant contributions
to the future directions of the government
and, as a result, the future directions of
Australia.
It is worth doing something now that I
do not do very often — that is, quote Paul
Keating. He said, ‘Change the government
and you change the country’, and he was
spot on the money.
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Last September the Australian people
voted to change the country. They were
sick of the lunacy that we had been
putting up with for six years. They were
sick of the economic incompetence we
had been subjected to for six years, and
they were sick of the irresponsibility we
had been subjected to for six years. They
voted for a new beginning. They knew that
tough measures would have to be taken.
The Australian people are not stupid; they
knew that some difficult decisions would
have to be made to fix Australia.
I do not agree with all of those
decisions, it has to be said, but the bottom
line is that Tony Abbott is doing as Prime
Minister what he was elected to do. He
said, and I think everybody in this house
can say it along with me, that as Prime
Minister he would stop the boats, he
would scrap the carbon tax and he would
get the budget back into shape. They
were the three big promises he made. He
stopped the boats, and I have to say that
Scott Morrison has done a remarkable job
as federal Minister for Immigration and
Border Protection.
I think he might be in for one of those
knighthoods Tony Abbott has recently
reintroduced because, quite frankly, he
deserves one. He has done a remarkable
job as immigration minister.
The government has tried to scrap the
carbon tax and been knocked back in
the Senate. Members might recall that
the Labor Party went to the last election
saying — and it put it in writing — ‘We
scrapped the carbon tax’. Remember
those letters? Now it has an opportunity
to actually do it and it will not. Labor lied
before the election and now it refuses to
heed the will of the people. It is giving the
bird to the Australian electorate in a way
that is quite despicable.
We have a situation now where the debt
Labor and the Greens left us is accruing an
interest bill of $1 billion per month. Does
anybody on either side of the chamber
think that is a reasonable thing?
Mr Ramsay — Ms Pulford does.
Mr FINN — Ms Pulford may well think
it is but she is not here to defend herself
so I will not go there, but let me ask the
question: is there anybody in this chamber
on either side of the house who thinks $1
billion — one thousand million dollars
— every month going out of this country
just to pay an interest bill is a reasonable
thing? I certainly do not. We know that in
10 years it will be more than double that
figure unless we tackle this crisis now, and
that is what is happening.
It is a very difficult job and not one
that I would want, to tell you the truth. I
think the Prime Minister and the federal
Treasurer are deserving of our admiration
for taking on this monumental task of
trying to turn around a ship that is sailing
into a huge iceberg. And as we know, Mr
Barber, there is now more ice on the polar
caps than we have seen in a long time.
NASA has told us that. That is science
for you. We need some tough decisions to
be made in order to turn the ship around.
We need some tough decisions to ensure
that our system of support for those who
need it is sustainable. We cannot have a
situation down the track where we keep
spending and spending and the whole

system falls over. What happens then?
What happens to the pensioners, the
unemployed and the disabled then?
I should briefly point out that not all
disabled people are reliant upon the
government for support. Just because a
person has a disability does not mean
they cannot work and they cannot support
themselves. A good many people with
disabilities work and contribute to their
nation, and many of them do a damn fine
job. So let us not just lump the disabled
in the category of people who are living
off the government. In many cases that is
just not the case at all. Unfortunately that
tends to be a reflection of the attitude of
members of the Labor Party. They have a
very clear view of the world.
The Labor Party says, ‘There is us
and there is them and never the twain
shall meet’. I do not share that view. I
view this nation as a nation of some 23
million individuals, each deserving of our
respect and each deserving of having the
capacity to support themselves and live
a life which is productive and gives them
the degree of self-esteem that I believe
every human being deserves. Certainly
there will be times when people cannot
support themselves. There is no doubt
about that. In my electorate I have seen
people who cannot support themselves
and as a society and as a community we
should be supporting them, but how does
sending the system broke help them?
How does sending the system broke
help the pensioners? If we turn around
and say, ‘I am sorry, we have no money
left’, how does that help them? How do
the pensioners in Greece go? Perhaps
we should go over there and see what
happens to a country that spends and
spends until such time as nobody will
give it any more credit. Do we really want
that in this country? Do we really want
Australia hitting the rocks? Unfortunately
that is the direction in which we are
currently heading. That is the legacy that
Labor and the Greens left this nation in
September last year.
That is what the Australian people have
to worry about — and it is a real worry. It
is not something we should take lightly. It
is not something we should dismiss.
This is a very real danger, and unless the
commonwealth and state governments
take this seriously, this nation will go
the same way as Greece and Spain and
some of the other nations that are in
real trouble. I do not want this nation to
become a Third World country. I want
Australia to be the caring, strong society
that it is. I want us to have the ability to
help those who need help, but I also want
as many people as possible to stand on
their own two feet. If people are able to
stand on their own two feet, it gives them
self-esteem and it gives them strength as
individuals, and that is very good for the
nation. If we continue the way we have
been going as a nation, if this budget is
rejected in the Senate, for example, we
will have a situation where Australia could
soon become an economic basket case. It
is not a cheery prospect, but it is one that
we should all take very seriously and be
very concerned about.
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I hope my children and, if I have them,
my grandchildren will be able to enjoy the
same opportunities that I have.
I grew up on a farm, milking cows,
never thinking that a simple farm boy
could rise to be a member of the Victorian
Parliament or to do some of the things I
have done over the years or to go to some
of the places I have been to. I would never
have thought of that sort of thing when I
was a boy. But that is what this country
is all about and that is how I want this
country to remain. I want this country
to remain a nation of opportunity where
people know that if they work hard and
they get ahead, they will be rewarded.
That will not be the situation if we keep
going with the degree of spending and the
degree of economic irresponsibility we
have had over this period of time.
I know there is a budgetary crisis in
this nation. You cannot have the sort of
spending we had under six years of Labor
federal governments without having a
budgetary crisis. You cannot hock the
nation in the way former prime ministers
Kevin Rudd and Julia Gillard did without
there being a budgetary crisis to follow.
I say to the Prime Minister and I say
to the federal Treasurer, ‘Yes, you have
a tough job’, but I think the Australian
people know that they have a tough job
and we should all — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Barber is rabbiting on
about something.
Mr Barber — You should reverse it out
and have another run at it, that is what I
reckon.
Mr FINN — We will give it a shot. I was
just about to wind up — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay)
— Order! Through the Chair, Mr Finn.
Mr FINN — But if Mr Barber wants
me to continue, I am very happy to do
that, and we can talk about the influence
the Greens had on the previous federal
government, which has contributed
enormously to the situation we find
ourselves in. We could talk about the
huge, criminal waste of money that goes
into the so-called climate change industry
in this country. We could talk about the
people who were happy to take millions
and millions of dollars of taxpayers money
even in the face of the British Met Office
saying there has been no global warming
for 17 years. In the face of that scientific
evidence, in the face of NASA saying that
there is more ice now on the polar caps
than there has been in generations, in the
face of all that there are still people out
there who are very happy to take taxpayers
money to fight something that does not
exist.
I can only repeat what I said earlier —
that is, that it would be a huge saving for
Australian taxpayers if Joe Hockey were to
take a chainsaw to that funding, because I
am firmly of the view that it is a scam.
The entire global warming come climate
change industry is a scam, and it is a scam
that Australian taxpayers should no longer
contribute to. We have kicked in too much
for too long and as taxpayers we should
be relieved of that burden. If there are
governments around the world that are
silly enough to kick in to this industry and
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its charlatans, then good luck to them. I
am very firmly of the view that Australian
taxpayers should not be subsidising this.
I am sure Mr Barber and I could have a
discussion about where the money goes,
because I am sure he has — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — We can talk about Sandbags
in a minute. But Mr Barber, I am sure,
knows where all the money trails end
in this particular industry, and it is
an industry. It is one that has made a
lot of people very rich. It is snake oil
salesman stuff, and I look forward to Lord
Christopher Monckton coming out in a
few months time. He will be in Australia
and I invite Mr Barber to come along to
meet with him. Lord Monckton would
point out the error of Mr Barber’s ways.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — There is not much else
there, is there? This particular section
of spending is totally unnecessary. The
spending on climate change, global
warming, call it what you will, is as
unnecessary as the spending on the ABC,
which as I mentioned earlier is a criminal
waste of taxpayers money.
I love this nation. I want this nation to
have a strong and vibrant future.
As I said before, I want my children
and my grandchildren or indeed my
great-grandchildren to have the sorts of
opportunities and the sort of future I have
enjoyed and hopefully will continue to
enjoy. I do not want this country to hit the
wall. The Greens do not care; we know
that. The Greens would be very happy to
see Australia smashed against the rocks,
because that is what they are on about.
They want to see our society broken. That
is what the Greens are on about. But I do
not think the Labor Party is as ethically
challenged in that regard as perhaps the
Greens are; I think its members are just
incompetent. I think they have not got
a clue. They are showing that yet again
by their actions in Canberra and here —
you just have to look at the performance
yesterday of Tim Pallas, the member for
Tarneit in the Assembly. What is $1 billion
between friends?
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — It was not good. Sorry, it
was ships. That is right. I could talk about
that for some time as well, but I probably
should not. I just want to say to this house
that I can understand why some people
are distressed by aspects of the federal
budget. I am somewhat distressed by
aspects of it myself. But the bottom line
is that we as a nation have to do the right
thing by ourselves, and I believe that Tony
Abbott and Joe Hockey are doing that. I
wish them all the very best, as I wish our
Premier and our Treasurer the very best,
for they are, as we know, building a better
Victoria.
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COUNCIL
28 May 2014

Boral Western
Landfill

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
will endeavour to keep this one a bit
shorter.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — It sounded like a
challenge!
Mr FINN — It did sound like a
challenge, but you will be delighted to
hear it is one I am not going to take up.
I am delighted to stand in this chamber
this afternoon to join with Mr Melhem
and, I have a sneaking suspicion, Ms
Hartland in the not-too-distant future in
rejoicing that Melton City Council made
the decision it did last night.
As I said at a large public meeting some
months ago at Caroline Chisholm College
in Caroline Springs, in an election year
one does not expect politicians of opposite
parties to be standing shoulder to
shoulder and uttering the same message,
but on that occasion we did. I regret that I
was unable to get to the meeting last week,
but I sent a representative, Mr Goran
Kesic, who I understand represented me
very well.
We stood there at that meeting some
months ago with a simple message: ‘Stop
the tip. This tip stinks’. One should not
underestimate the impact that a tip of this
nature would have and has already had
on communities such as Caroline Springs,
Burnside and Deer Park. I have spoken
to quite a number of local people who
have given me some pretty horrendous
stories of having to lock up their homes
on particularly hot days. Even when the
breeze comes through after a cool change
they cannot open their windows. They
have to lock themselves and their kids
inside all weekend. Their children cannot
go out to play.
This is not the sort of thing we expect in
Melbourne in 2014, and it is certainly not
the sort of thing we expect in this day and
age in the western suburbs.
There is no doubt — and there should
be no doubt in the mind of anybody —
that the western suburbs is no longer an
industrial wasteland. The western suburbs
is a bright, vibrant place where hundreds
of thousands of people live and hundreds
of thousands more come to all the time.
We have to deal with that. There is the
old west and the new west. We have to
look after the old west, but we all have to
accept that there is a new west. I suggest
to anybody who has not been to Caroline
Springs that they should go out and have
a look at Caroline Springs because it is a
top spot. I know Mr Melhem agrees with
me. To think that somebody could try
to put a huge rubbish dump across the
road from what is a model community is
insane. I cannot begin to imagine what got
into Boral’s head to think that it would get
away with it.
A strong suggestion to Boral would be
that it listen to the community, listen to
the council and come up with something
else. It should go to plan B, plan C or plan
Z if it has to, but this is not a goer. This

proposal will not fly. It has no support.
It is most important that Boral gets that
message. It can go to the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal if it wants,
but I believe it would be a waste of money
— and it has probably wasted enough
already. I do not have it in for Boral, but
I certainly have it in for this proposal. If
Boral wants to maintain any goodwill in
that part of Melbourne, I really believe it
should find another way.
I congratulate the Stop the Tip
committee on the great job it has done
over recent months, and it really has been
an extraordinary job, particularly on social
media and in the local media out in the
west. It has been everywhere. Everybody
has been talking about it. It has been very
much at the forefront of people’s minds.
I congratulate members of the Stop the
Tip committee on a fine campaign — a
very effective campaign.
I also congratulate the Melton council
on the decision it made last night. Given
the strength of feeling in that part of the
world, it probably did not have a lot of
choice. I would not have liked to have
been a councillor who voted for the Boral
proposal last night. I understand there
was a fair crowd both in the chamber and
outside the chamber, and I would not have
liked my chances of getting home in one
piece that night if I had been a councillor
voting for that proposal.
I congratulate those councillors on
making the right decision. It would have
been very easy for them to take their rates
and run.
It would have been very easy for
someone to say, ‘Yes, that is a stream of
revenue that is going to be with us for a
long time’, and it would have been very
easy for them to dismiss any concerns
they had for the welfare of people who
live around there and just take what
they would see as perhaps just another
industry for their rate base, but they did
not do that. Those councillors stood up for
their community. They stood up for their
residents and their ratepayers, and for
that they should be warmly congratulated.
It is rare, it has to be said, for the Melton
council to be congratulated, but on this
occasion I certainly warmly congratulate it
on the decision it has made.
Finally, I congratulate the community
around there. In years gone by
communities in the west would have
rolled over. Communities in the western
suburbs would have just accepted that
that was their lot. This campaign and
the community angst — the community
feeling — is a sign that things are changing
and that things have indeed changed
in the west. We are not going to just sit
there and cop this sort of thing anymore.
Melbourne’s west is not the dumping
ground of Victoria, and we are not going
to put up with being the dumping ground
of Melbourne or Victoria. This campaign,
run by the local community and very
much involving the local community, is
a sure sign that there is a new strength
and determination among the people of
the western suburbs that they will stand
up and look after themselves. I warmly
welcome that, and I warmly congratulate
everybody who has been involved in this
campaign.
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I am hoping this campaign will now
come to an end, because I am hoping that
Boral will announce it is withdrawing the
proposal, and that will be it. I am hoping
there will be no more public meetings,
signs on the street, newspaper ads or
social media campaigning.
I am very much hopeful that this is it
for the Boral proposal. I conclude by once
again offering my sincere congratulations
to everybody involved in an exceedingly
successful campaign.

COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
28 May 2014

Public Transport
Victoria: report
2012-13

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise this evening to make a contribution
to debate on the Public Transport Victoria
annual report 2012-13. In particular I
make reference to page 13 of the report,
which refers to the Melbourne Airport Rail
Link Study. It talks about the study, which,
it states:
... recommends the ‘Albion East’
route, having considered more than 80
alternatives. The proposed route runs
from the Melbourne Airport boundary
via new tracks through reserved land
and a freight corridor, using the existing
rail tracks from Sunbury and connecting
with the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel.

As we now know, if the people of
Victoria show confidence in the Napthine
government in November, the Melbourne
Airport link will become a reality, and
I have to say not before time. We well
remember that in the lead-up to the
election in 1999, then opposition leader
Steve Bracks promised hand on heart that
if elected, the Labor government would
build the rail link to the airport. As I think
I have pointed out to the house before,
that ended up being the very first broken
promise of the Bracks government. It was
well before EastLink and no tolls and all
the rest of it, well before the rippers that
were told on the other side of Melbourne.
We on the western side of Melbourne were
lied to by the then Labor government.
I am particularly excited at the prospect
of this rail link being built. Anybody who
has travelled to the airport from the city
will know that the freeway has a bit of
trouble carrying the load. It can get very
congested, particularly as you approach
the airport.
It does not particularly worry me
because I live 2 minutes from the airport.
I am on the other side and I just sneak
around; it takes me about 30 seconds. But
as I travel into town I see the numbers
of cars banked up, sometimes for
kilometres, as they attempt to enter the
airport. Clearly a rail link will ease the
need for people to use their cars to get to
the airport. It will ease that congestion
and make life a lot easier for people who
want to get to the airport. But the project
is much more than that. As a result of
this rail link being built we will see an

impressive boost of activity in terms of the
growth of Melbourne Airport.
I recall that some years ago I made the
prediction that when the privatisation of
Melbourne Airport came, which I strongly
advocated, we would see a very strong
burst of growth. When that occurred, the
numbers of people working at Melbourne
Airport went from 10 000 to some 25
000. I believe as a result of the rail link
more jobs will be created in and around
Melbourne Airport. The rail link will also
enable people in the western suburbs who
work at the airport, or who might work
at the airport in the future, to get there
without using their cars. That has to be a
very good thing. It is a direct result of the
visionary budget that was put forward by
the Treasurer earlier this month, and the
project has grabbed the attention and
imagination of Victorians.
I have been approached by many
people in my electorate who are very
excited at the prospect of a rail link to the
airport, along with the regional rail link.
As the Premier has pointed out, the term
‘regional rail link’ is a bit of a misnomer,
because it will be more of a boon for the
western suburbs than it will be for the
regions. Although it will be a huge benefit
for country areas, it will be — indeed it is
already — a bigger plus for the western
suburbs. One just has to look at some
of the new railway stations through the
western suburbs, including the new
Footscray station and the new Sunshine
station, which is beautifully decked
out in black and yellow, to see that this
government is building a better Victoria
right throughout the western suburbs.

COUNCIL
29 May 2014

Impact of carbon
tax on health
services

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
commend Mrs Coote on her chairing of
the committee. There were a number of
challenges, to say the very least, and she
carried out her task expertly, as we would
expect of somebody with her expertise in
the parliamentary field. I have to say that
I went into this committee thinking that
we might be in for a fair bit of conflict —
almost physicality at times — but it did
not quite work out that way. There were a
number of people sitting around the table
with a divergent range of views on the
climate change scam, but in the end we
came to the view that we probably could
agree to a degree, and to that extent we
did agree.
One thing that became very clear to
me during the course of this committee
inquiry was that yes, the carbon tax is
hurting the health industry, and yes, the
carbon tax is taking money away from
patients. It is taking money away from sick
people to go wherever it is that they put
the carbon tax these days.
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If the federal Parliament is fair dinkum
about looking after the people of Australia,
one of the very first things it will do after
the change in Senate numbers at the end
of June is to scrap this heinous tax. It is
a tax on everything, it achieves nothing,
and to think that any government would
impose a tax that hurts sick people is just
extraordinary. It actually hurts people in
hospital.
Mr Barber — That is called the Medicare
co-payment!
Mr FINN — No, that is not the Medicare
co-payment at all. Mr Barber and the
greenies over there are happy to spend
billions of dollars trying to prevent
something that is not actually happening,
but they are upset about $7. I commend
the report, and I commend the members
of the committee.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan)
— I greatly enjoyed my service on this
committee, not least of all because I got
to work again with Mrs Coote, who will be
leaving Parliament soon, so it was my last
opportunity to do so. Parting is such sweet
sorrow.
When this committee started we already
knew the impact of the carbon tax on
hospitals — 0.1 per cent added to their
cost base. Mr Finn just attempted to paint
that as a heinous thing while promoting,
as he did yesterday in debate here, that
$7 should be charged for each individual
upon each visit to the doctor.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BARBER — On a point of order,
President, Mr Finn by interjection just
accused me of lying, and we know that is
out of order and disorderly in this place.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think Mr
Finn’s remarks were discourteous, if
nothing else, on the basis that Mr Finn
has already made a contribution on this
matter and has put his proposition and Mr
Barber is quite entitled to put his.
I ask Mr Finn to desist from that sort of
commentary at this point. Mr Barber is to
continue and have 20 seconds added to
his time.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
29 May 2014

East-west link

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— The wall has come crashing down.
The crumbling facade Labor has long
displayed — that it actually cares about
the western suburbs — has been smashed.
Labor’s decision to oppose stage 2 of
the east-west link, the western link, is
the equivalent of giving the bird to every
resident of Melbourne’s west. Faced with
a government, the Napthine government,
that is actually doing things for the west,
the ALP has turned its back and walked
away.
Labor has said to the residents of
Yarraville, Footscray and the inner west
that it does not care about the truck
problem that has plagued them for
decades, which will finally be solved by
the building of the western link. It has told
residents of Werribee, Caroline Springs,
Hoppers Crossing, Tarneit, Laverton and
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surrounds that it is more than happy for
them to sit in traffic until they rot.
There will be no solution to congestion
on the West Gate Bridge under any
Labor government. Labor has given up
all pretence of supporting the western
suburbs. We have known for years that it
was a sham anyway. Thank God we have
a government, the Napthine government,
that has done more for Melbourne’s west
in the past three months than Labor did in
three generations.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
29 May 2014

Victoria Police
Amendment
(Consequential and
Other Matters) Bill
2014
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise this morning to very warmly
support the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill
2014. It is almost taken as a given these
days that those on the extreme left of
politics in this country, and in most other
places, hate the police.
In fact they detest the police. What
we have heard from Ms Pennicuik this
morning and what we heard from her
on Tuesday merely confirms that. We
heard an array of insinuations, semiaccusations and quasi-allegations against
the police, and I have to say that pretty
much sickens me. I happen to have a lot
of time for Victoria Police. I have many
friends in Victoria Police. I know the
commitment they have towards this state
and the people of this state, and I believe
we should give them the support they
deserve. I have long said that members
of Victoria Police deserve not only the
resources but the authority to do their
jobs.
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr FINN — Would Mr Tee, from
the extreme left that I referred to just
a moment ago and a member of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU), not have a vested
interest in nobbling the police? Here he is
arcing right up because the police stand
up to his thug mates in the unions while
they are doing their job — the police,
not the unions, I hasten to add — and
he is not happy at all. We know what has
happened.
I sat in silence, perhaps to my shame,
while Ms Pennicuik degraded and ran
down Victoria Police. I get up here and
after less than 2 minutes of praising
Victoria Police and saying we should
support them a senior member of the
Labor Party in this state is trying to howl
me down. Does that not tell us all we need
to know about what would happen if the
Labor Party ever became the government
in this state again?
I have to say that I fear for the future of
individual police officers if the Labor Party
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were to become the government, because
what we have seen on the streets in recent
times is pretty despicable. We have seen
almost professional hooligans taking to
the streets, assaulting police, assaulting
innocent individuals, spitting, kicking,
punching and involving themselves in all
manner of violence against the police.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — They did punch a horse.
That would probably upset the Greens
more than them punching the police. As
somebody who has been subjected to the
sort of violence police are subjected to too
regularly, I have considerable sympathy
for police and their ability to do their job.
I have asked a number of police, ‘Why
don’t you put these people in their
place? Why don’t you defend yourselves?
Why don’t you defend innocent people
on the streets from these hooligans,
these lunatics of the extreme left?’. They
have said to me straight out, ‘We are
afraid of doing our job’. That is because
there are what can only be described
as ‘professional litigants’ from various
community legal services around the
place who are very happy to drag any
police officer at all into court. They get
some joy from dragging police officers
through the legal system because they
see that as a blow against the police and
against authority as they see it in this state
and in this country.
I believe that we as a Parliament and as
a community have an obligation to give
our police officers the authority and the
power they need to do their job properly,
and what we have heard from Ms
Pennicuik in this debate only undermines
the position the police hold in our society.
God help us if we did not have the police!
I fear to think where we would be if that
thin blue line did not exist. I fear to think
what would happen if those outstanding
men and women of Victoria Police were
not out there protecting us every day and
putting their lives, or certainly their safety,
on the line in many instances to do their
job.
I have said in the house before that it
should be remembered that when we
get up in the morning and go to work
there is a fair chance we are going to
return. If we were betting individuals,
we would put money down that we will
return safely. When police leave their
homes at whatever time of the night or
day their roster might require, there is no
guarantee that they will return. That is
no guarantee that they will survive that
shift. Every police officer in this state
carries that burden with them. They do an
extraordinary job when you consider that
they have to put that thought out of their
minds to do their jobs, and we have seen
over a period of time brave police officers
who have been killed in the course of duty
— some by professional criminals.
I suppose to a degree that is just an
extension of the thought processes
espoused by the extreme left in their
hatred for the police.
When I see police being spat on,
punched, kicked and having objects
thrown at them and I see the restraint they
are showing I say to myself, ‘That should
not be’. Our police officers deserve better
than to be treated in that way, and I think

they should be given the full authority to
deal with those people who are treating
them in that way. I think it is an obligation
of this Parliament to give them the power
and the authority to do their job properly
and to protect us all in the way they do.
I will not go on for a long time in
this debate, but I want to express my
admiration once again for Victoria Police.
Every now and again you come across a
bad egg. There are bad eggs everywhere. Is
that not right, Mr Leane?
But when we find bad eggs in the
police force there is nobody who is more
enthusiastic about dealing with those
bad eggs than the police themselves. I
find that individual police officers have
enormous pride in what they do. They
have enormous pride in Victoria Police
and they have enormous pride in the
responsibility they have to the people of
this state, so when they find a bad egg
in their own ranks there is nobody who
is more enthusiastic about dealing with
that bad egg than those police officers
themselves.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — There are many bad eggs in
the CFMEU — perhaps one is sitting over
there, Mr O’Brien. Sometimes I have to sit
here and listen to those from the extreme
left bagging our police and making
insinuations and quasi-allegations against
them, and I have to say that is something I
will not tolerate.
Speaking of tolerance, it is interesting
that those on the extreme left, the same
people who bag the police non-stop and
go onto the streets and assault police in
a way that is quite despicable, then turn
around and preach tolerance. They turn
around and say that we have to put up
with what they do. Tolerance is all very
well and good, but we should not tolerate
our police being assaulted. We should not
tolerate our police being used as punching
bags by lunatics on the streets. That is not
on. As long as I am in this Parliament I will
speak up to protect the police against the
people who do that. As I said, I have been
involved in situations where I have seen
that happen.
I have seen these people assault the
police; I have seen these people assault
innocent individuals going about their
lawful duties. That is something that we as
a Parliament — —
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — It is a disgrace, Mr O’Brien.
It is very much a disgrace. I hope that as
a result of this bill the Parliament will
make a very clear public declaration that
we will not tolerate that sort of behaviour
in Victoria. That is not on. If you want to
carry on like that, get out of the state. We
are not going to allow people, politically
motivated or otherwise, to treat police
or any other individual in the way they
have been treated in recent times during
violent demonstrations on the streets of
Melbourne led by extreme left-wingers.
We must draw a line in the sand on
this, and we must make a very clear and
strong declaration of our support for
Victoria Police. This bill and the principal
act go some considerable way towards
doing that. But I rise largely to let the men
and women of Victoria Police know that
they have my admiration and support,
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and I know they have the same from the
government.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
want to briefly outline the opposition’s
position on this motion. The issue that Ms
Pennicuik raises is indeed a very serious
and important one.
It is an issue that was dealt with
when the Victoria Police Act 2013 was
introduced as a bill. Ms Pennicuik moved
an almost identical amendment during
the debate on that bill. As I understand it,
the amendment deals with the negligence
of a police officer. Where a police officer
is negligent and someone is injured
as a result of that negligence, the state
and not the police officer can be sued
and damages can be recovered from
the state of Victoria. The issue that the
Victoria Police Act dealt with concerns
circumstances in which serious and wilful
misconduct of a police officer outside
their duties — when they were out on a
frolic of their own — results in a person
being injured.
The 2013 act provides that in those
circumstances it is the police officer who
is responsible for any damages, but it
also provides in, I think, clause 79 that if
the police officer is unable to pay, then
compensation is payable by the state. As
I understand it, that is the position that
was settled by this Parliament as part of
that legislation. This bill before the house
today is about making consequential
amendments. It does not alter the
principles the Parliament established
in the 2013 act; it principally updates
language across the statute book. As the
title suggests, the bill enacts consequential
amendments to tidy up some of the
provisions set out in the Victoria Police
Act 2013.
What Ms Pennicuik wants to do today
through this motion is revisit an issue
that was debated in the 2013 legislation.
Our position now is the same as it was
then. The issue Ms Pennicuik raises is an
important one.
It is a serious issue that is worthy of
further consideration, and it is an issue
the opposition would be interested in
exploring, but not as an amendment
to a consequential bill that effectively
deals with language and the tidying up of
language. To do it in this way at one level
trivialises an important issue. It is not the
way we ought to legislate. We owe it to
ourselves and to the public to have a more
considered process that says that if we
are going to overturn a very longstanding
principle, we need to understand how
to do that properly and what flows from
that. What are the consequences that will
emerge if we operate in that way?
We do not support the motion because
we do not think this bill is an appropriate
vehicle to amend an important and
longstanding principle, notwithstanding
the fact that we are interested in
considering reform in this area. That is
not to say that we support the motion; we
think the issues Ms Pennicuik raises are
important issues that are worthy of debate
but not as part of this bill.
As I said, the motion is not appropriate
because of the very limited scope of
this bill. It is not the right vehicle to try
to relitigate an issue that was settled in

discussion on the previous bill in 2013.
We will not be supporting Ms Pennicuik’s
motion.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
10 June 2014

Tom Hafey

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Planning. It is with a great
deal of sadness that I report to the house
something that I am sure most people
are aware of — that is, a little under a
month ago we lost a very great Victorian
and a very great Australian, Tom Hafey.
As a youngster I worshipped at the feet of
Tom Hafey. He coached the Richmond
Football Club to four premierships; at
the moment that seems like a couple
of lifetimes ago. I met him after he had
retired from coaching and I then realised
what an outstanding human being he was.
He dedicated his life to helping others,
particularly young people in schools.
He was a welcome guest wherever he
took his gospel of fitness and positivity
throughout Australia, and I have no doubt
he improved many lives across this nation
over a long period of time.
Since his passing at the age of 82 there
has been much discussion as to what
would be an appropriate tribute and
memorial to the great man Tom Hafey.
What I am proposing tonight to Minister
Guy is that we take the area of Swan Street
between Punt Road and the Yarra River
— a route through the major sporting
precinct in the sporting capital of the
world — and we rename it Tommy Hafey
Boulevard. It is around the corner from
the oval where Tommy made his name,
within the shadows of the MCG where
he presided over so many great victories
and from where he was farewelled by
thousands at a moving funeral service a
week or so after his passing. The street
itself encloses Gosch’s Paddock, where
Tommy undertook training so often.
It contains AAMI Park, where Tommy
supported with such enthusiasm the
Melbourne Storm. It even has the
headquarters of the Collingwood Football
Club, a club that Tommy took to five
grand finals and for which he almost won
a flag, which in those days was quite an
achievement. It has to be said that he is
loved almost as much at Collingwood as
he is at Tigerland.
This is a major part of the sporting life
of Victoria, and I believe Tommy Hafey
was a major part of the sporting life of
Victoria. Without holding anything against
Swan Street or the word ‘Swan’, I think
it would be much more appropriate to
declare this particular precinct Tommy
Hafey Boulevard. I believe it would be an
appropriate honour for a great Australian
and a man who was much loved
throughout this nation.
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COUNCIL Adjournment (Reply)
10 June 2014

Port Phillip Bay
ferry service

Raised with the Minister for Planning on
27 March 2014
REPLY:
The Napthine coalition government has
committed to investigating a commuter
ferry service for western Port Phillip Bay.
In 2012, I announced a study into
water-based, commuter public transport
from Werribee South, Portarlington and
Geelong to the Melbourne CBD. The study
went beyond just considering transport
efficiency benefits to include the potential
improvement in the liveability, vibrancy
and investment attraction of coastal
communities. Following release of the
study discussion paper in March 2013 over
80 submissions were received from the
community, government agencies and
developers. This study was completed in
August 2013.
Plan Melbourne outlines the next steps
for this important project. Under Plan
Melbourne, all aspects of commercial
ferry operations on Yarra River and
Port Phillip Bay are being reviewed,
including ferry speeds, routes, berth
locations, access, local environment and
infrastructure delivery. The Department
of Transport, Planning and Local
Infrastructure, together with the Port of
Melbourne Authority, has commenced a
review of speed limits on the Yarra River.
The Napthine coalition government
is delivering on its promises to build
Victoria’s future.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
11 June 2014

Planning zone
reform

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed
to my good friend and colleague the
Minister for Planning, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house what action
the government has taken to build a
modern, competitive planning system that
encourages job growth for Victoria?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning)
— I thank Mr Finn for his very sensible
question on zone reform — that is
sensible zone reform. It is not like Statler
and Waldorf. It is sensible zone reform
for Victoria and a government that
is getting on with the job of building
a better Victoria. I can inform the
chamber that recently this government
finally implemented the last stage of
commercial zone reform in this state by
abolishing floor-space caps in a number
of suburban shopping centres. If we are
to have population growth, we need
retail growth. This government does not
support monopolies. In fact we require
everyone to be competitive when it comes
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to Melbourne growing to be a sensible
global city.
Ultimately commercial floor-space
caps are caps on jobs, and that is why
this government has acted decisively
and enormously productively, as the
Productivity Commission and others have
found, in removing floor-space caps to
allow our shopping centres in suburban
areas to grow.
Major centres which have had floorspace limits removed include Highpoint
shopping centre, Campbellfield Plaza,
Dandenong Plaza, Forest Hill Chase,
Victoria Gardens and Westfield Doncaster
in the electorate of Bulleen. It is worth
noting that future expansion of those
centres will still need to comply with
planning rules on important issues
such as car spaces, traffic management,
landscaping and height limits.
These changes have come with
significant approval throughout Australia.
It should be noted that the Productivity
Commission released an interim report
on 6 June entitled Relative Costs of Doing
Business in Australia — Retail Trade,
which states:
Victoria is more advanced in adopting
planning and zoning reforms than other
jurisdictions ...

Did you hear that — in response to
the last question and this one — more
advanced than other jurisdictions?
The Large Format Retail Association
said:
These recent zoning changes ... have
created the most flexible planning
system for retail development in
Australia. ... These changes are entirely
consistent with the recommendations
of the Productivity Commission and
should serve as a model for other states
and territories to follow.

That is a very important third-party
endorsement for sensible commercial
reforms. The Shopping Centre Council of
Australia said:
This reform is in line with good
urban planning, including the need
to achieve the broad objectives of the
recently released Plan Melbourne such
as the growth of suburban centres and
clusters. The announcement will also
enable further retail investment and
competition.

This announcement is about jobs.
It is about sensible, long-term reform,
not reform that is nitpicked to death
and that can never eventuate, like
previous attempts to reform retail zones,
commercial zones or residential zones. It
is about getting on with the job and doing
what is right for Victoria.
President, as someone with a large
amount of policy experience in this field,
you know that the commercial space caps
have been a massive cap on investment in
this state for many decades. This state has
now gone from the most restrictive place
to do business in retail in Australia to the
best place. As I said, do not take my word
for it.
Look at the Property Council of
Australia and the Large Format Retail
Association. Look at the investment
figures showing retail investment in this
state starting to boom. I simply say that
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this state government is getting on with
the job of creating the right environment
for people to do business in Victoria and
for jobs to grow in Victoria because it is
committed to building a better Victoria.

COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
11 June 2014

VicRoads: report
2012-13

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise this afternoon to make a contribution
to debate on the VicRoads annual
report 2012-13. When dealing with an
organisation as large as VicRoads, it is
sometimes difficult to know where to start
because it has tentacles that affect all of
us in various ways. There is no doubt that
VicRoads can make our lives a misery if
it gets it wrong, and I am pleased to say
that in recent years that has not been
happening as much as we had previously
experienced. I am also pleased to say that
roads in Western Metropolitan Region and
the western suburbs are getting a degree
of attention that they perhaps had not
received before.
I refer particularly to nation-building
projects dealt with at page 20 of the report.
One of those projects is the M80 upgrade,
about which the report says:
Construction works on the M80 Ring
Road upgrade are well under way.

They certainly are.
The 10.7-kilometre section between
the Calder Freeway and Sydney Road
was completed in May 2013. The Western
Highway to Sunshine Avenue component
is expected to be completed by December
2013 and the Edgars Road to Plenty Road
section is forecast for completion by
December 2014.
I am very pleased to say that the
Western Highway to Sunshine Avenue
component was completed on time. In
fact it might have been completed a little
ahead of time, which is a marvellous thing
for those of us who use the Western Ring
Road on a regular basis. I am a user of the
Western Ring Road on a daily basis.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Melhem over there
is whingeing about something again,
and I can understand why he would be
whingeing. Given his backflip on roads
in the western suburbs, I would not just
be embarrassed if I were him; I would be
absolutely furious that I had been forced
into such a humiliating public backdown
— in fact a backflip — as he has been
involved in. As we know, the Western
Ring Road is a very important part of the
motoring life of western suburban people;
but what happens all too often on the
Western Ring Road is that traffic grinds
to a halt. We have the Western Ring Road
running into the West Gate Freeway,
and quite often it is gridlocked for many
kilometres both down the West Gate
Freeway and up the ring-road as well.
As we know, the government is
putting forward a proposal that will ease
that congestion. It is putting forward a
proposal that will solve the issues that we

have all been concerned about for so long.
I should say that we on this side of the
house have long been concerned about
the congestion.
If members on the other side had
been concerned about it for so long, they
would have fixed it because they had the
opportunity to do so. They had 11 years in
office to fix the congestion problems on
the West Gate Freeway, the Tullamarine
Freeway and the Western Ring Road.
Of course they did not do it — surprise,
surprise — because it is the western
suburbs, and Labor neglects the west. That
is a truism. That is a fact. That is something
that nobody with any justification — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I am pleased to see Mr
Leane over there is going along with me
all the way. We might need to get Mr
Daniel Andrews’s straitjacket for him
in a minute, the way he is carrying on. I
have to say to the house that the Labor
Party’s opposition to the east-west link,
and in particular stage 2 of it, is a graphic
example of the contempt in which it holds
the people of the western suburbs.
I heard Mr Melhem — a great supporter
of the east-west link in previous years, a
great supporter of stage 2 of the east-west
link in particular — get up in this place
and whinge like a stuck pig, but the fact
of the matter is that it is the Napthine
government that is going to produce
the answers. Indeed it has produced
the answers to the congestion and road
problems in the western suburbs — —
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Tee would not know
where the western suburbs were and nor
would Mr Leane. This government — the
Napthine coalition government — is doing
what it has to do to build a better Victoria,
particularly in the western suburbs.

COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
11 June 2014

St Albans level
crossing

Raised with the Minister for Roads on 6
May 2014
REPLY:
I am informed that, as at the date the
question was raised:
Full funding for the removal of the
level crossing at Main Road, St Albans,
was announced on 27 April 2014, with
approximately $200 million allocated.
This has been made possible by the
Regional Rail Link being delivered
ahead of time and under budget. The
Regional Rail Link is jointly funded by the
commonwealth and state governments.
Preconstruction works at St Albans have
commenced including site surveying,
ground condition investigations, design
development, environmental and heritage
assessments, utility service proving and an
amendment of the local planning scheme.
The next phase of the project is
to finalise the design and prepare
tender documentation for the primary
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construction works. The tender process is
due to begin in the coming months and
the project is expected to be complete
in 2017. The allocation of funding and
progress on important preconstruction
works demonstrates the Victorian
government’s commitment to thi project
and to the people of St Albans.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
12 June 2014

Opposition
leadership

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
am sure we all remember the television
program The Biggest Loser. Well, The
Biggest Loser has come to Spring Street. By
far the biggest loser this past week or so
has been the Leader of the Opposition and
member for Mulgrave in the Assembly,
Daniel Andrews. In Daniel Andrews the
Labor Party has a leader who cannot lead,
a strategist who cannot strategise and an
individual who has no clue from one day
to the next.
I thought Daniel Andrews’s biggest
problem was his subservience to the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union, but not so. Daniel
Andrews’s biggest problem is that the
Victorian community and his own caucus
now know the truth — Daniel Andrews
is no leader. As his chances of taking the
Premier’s office in November evaporate
before his very eyes, the caucus rumblings
are becoming a roar. Last week Mr
Andrews even had to drag them all in here
to try to quell the revolt, but it did not
work.
Martin Pakula, who is now the member
for Lyndhurst in the Assembly, did not
leave this house because he prefers
green to red — although we know he is
exceedingly fond of red. Mr Pakula is now
stalking Daniel Andrews, and it is only a
matter of time before he moves in for the
kill. It is only a matter of time. For the sake
of Victoria and the good governance of
Victoria, I sincerely hope the ALP can one
day soon get its act together.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order,
President, I draw attention to the fact
that in his members statement Mr Finn
referred to Mr Pakula as being fond of red,
which could suggest that he was fond of
red wine. If that was the inference, I would
regard it as an inappropriate remark about
a member of another house. I would ask
Mr Finn to withdraw that remark if that is
what he was suggesting by his comment.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
President, I must admit I am a little bit
surprised by Ms Mikakos’s take on this. I
was not referring to Mr Pakula’s drinking
habits; I was in fact referring to his
politics, which are decidedly red.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot
uphold the point of order because I am
not in a position to determine which of
the two views of the statement made is
correct. I must admit that I was of the
same view as Ms Mikakos when I heard
the statement, but Mr Finn tells me it
means something else.

I will just say that we have not started
off terribly well today. I thought the
introduction of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report was a bit over
the top, frankly.
If a member of this house introduces
and moves to take note of a report, it is
important to provide members with some
understanding of the context of the report
that is being presented to the Parliament
rather than using it as an attack and as
a cheerleading exercise for things that
might be included in the report while not
reflecting on other matters that might not
be so congratulatory of the government.
Mr Ondarchie’s contribution was fair
because he was not introducing the
report, but I thought Mr O’Brien went
a little too far for an introduction of a
report. With the contribution of Mr Finn,
hopefully we have had enough.
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I did not
say that, but we all know the importance
of committee reports and the work
committees do, and there was a reflection
on Mr Pakula in the introduction of
that committee report which was not
warranted.
It is not a matter of not being allowed
to criticise; it is a matter of using the
appropriate mechanisms to criticise
rather than using a period when the house
should observe certain courtesies.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien — On a point
of order, President, I understand the
comment you have made, and to the
extent that I have used a committee
report process inappropriately, I did
so innocently and I did so without
understanding what the process was.
To put in context the comments that I
made: in the middle of our hearings Mr
Pakula made a public comment that the
operations of estimates hearings needed
to be altered through the removal of
Dorothy Dixers. I thought the appropriate
time for me to make a comment on that
matter was in fact in this very forum, as I
introduced the report in the manner that
I did. By way of explanation, that is the
reason I believed it was valid to introduce
it that way, but I accept your guidance as
to the introduction of future reports.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If we want
to take it further, I actually think that Mr
Pakula’s suggestion is not a bad one.

COUNCIL
12 June 2014

Budget Papers
2014-15

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
am delighted to speak on the motion to
take note of the budget papers for 201415. Having heard Mr Lenders’s last little
performance I wonder if we have opened
a branch of the Melbourne Comedy
Festival up here. When you consider what
he did to this state as Treasurer, for him
to get up here and start to lecture this
government on how to handle money
is absolutely nonsensical. It is a bit like
Kevin Rudd getting up and lecturing about
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human relationships and how to handle
people. It is absolute nonsense. This is the
man who gave us myki, the man who gave
us the desalination plant, the man who
gave us the north-south pipeline — how
many more are there? There was disaster
after disaster after disaster, and up he gets
and tries to lecture this government about
fiscal aptitude. It is extraordinary, to say
the very least, and just to put the icing
on the cake, right at the end whose name
does he bring into the debate?
I was going to, but he has done it for
me — Tim Pallas, the member for Tarneit
in the other place, the shadow Treasurer,
the man who would be the Treasurer of
this state and the man who in just the last
few weeks blew out his own estimates
by $1 billion. He is $1 billion down even
before he starts. Even by Labor standards
you would have to say that is pretty good.
As Bruce McAvaney would say, ‘That’s
special. That’s very special’. But again, it
is typical of what we have come to expect
from the Labor Party.
I am delighted Mr Melhem is in the
chamber, but I am sorry Mr Eideh is not
joining us because what we are discussing
today is the best budget the western
suburbs has ever had, and I can say that
without any fear of contradiction at all.
This is the first budget where the western
suburbs has actually been given a fair
go, where Melbourne’s west has been
given the attention it deserves. I look at
what my friends on the other side of the
chamber did when in government, and I
know that for generations Labor neglected
Melbourne’s west.
They used and abused the people of
the west. They used it as a base for their
own ill-gotten careers, for little gains, for
stacking, for all the sorts of funny things
they get up to.
One thing we never expect from the
Labor Party is for it to treat the western
suburbs with respect. If members do
not believe me, they just need to look
at Brimbank City Council. This budget
actually treats the western suburbs with
the respect that it deserves. As a group
we should give praise to the Treasurer
and the Premier for bringing down this
budget, because it is outstanding in what
it is doing for the western suburbs, and I
am sure the best is yet to come.
I was in the chamber the other day
when members of the Greens were
speaking on the budget papers — I think
it was Ms Pennicuik or it might have been
Mr Barber, one or the other; I sometimes
get the two confused — and I listened to
what they had to say.
It is often said about the Greens that
they can say whatever they like because
they will never get the opportunity in
government to put those things into
practice. All I can say is that we should all
get down on our knees now and say thank
you. We should give thanks to whoever is
responsible for ensuring that the Greens
will never have the opportunity to put
their policies into practice, because they
are economic nutbags. They do not have
the first idea about how to handle an
economy.
In November when people are deciding
whether they want a Labor-Greens
government after 29 November, they
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should remember what the Greens
would do to Victoria, given half a chance.
People should consider the impact of a
Greens influence over any government,
and if they want to see what Victoria
would be like, all they have to do is look
at Tasmania. Look at what Labor and the
Greens did to Tasmania. As good as Will
Hodgman is — and he is an outstanding
Premier down in Tasmania; not quite as
good as ours, but an outstanding Premier
nonetheless — his work is cut out for him.
It is going to take him and the rest of the
Tasmanian community a very long time to
get back from the place where the Labor
Party and the Greens have taken them.
In the discussion on the budget papers
in this house I heard Mr Lenders talk
about the vast sums of money being
spent; billions here and billions there. In
fact I have heard it from both sides of the
house, but I have to say that that does not
impress me greatly.
I am not after amounts of money; what
I am after is value for money. In years
gone by we have seen Labor governments
spend money; they spent billions and
billions of dollars, quite often for nought.
To me that is a criminal waste. That is not
something I want to see this government
involve itself in, and I am delighted to say
that is not happening.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Melhem is surprised,
but it is not happening. I hope Mr Melhem
sticks around, because I am going to speak
about the east-west link in a minute. I
know Mr Melhem has an interest in the
east-west link, particularly in stage 2 of the
project.
It is worth considering the sorts of
projects and interests that the west of
Melbourne is now receiving in this budget,
because it is quite extraordinary.
Mr Elsbury made reference to this
the other day, and rightly so. He and I
are equally proud of this government’s
attitude to and treatment of the west in
this budget. It is safe to say the Napthine
government has done more for the
western suburbs in this budget than the
Labor Party has done in generations;
that is a fact. To see that we only have to
look at it. We have the widening of the
Tullamarine Freeway.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane probably only
ever travels on the Tullamarine Freeway
when he is heading out to get in the
business section of his plane to the Greek
Islands or wherever it is he is going. He is
not Clive Palmer. Perhaps it is a Qantas
jet, perhaps another airline; I do not know
which one he uses. But that is the only
time Mr Leane would have an opportunity
to travel on the Tullamarine Freeway. I
travel on it just about every day, and I
know it is a nightmare.
I am delighted that $850 million is
being freed up to widen the freeway in
anticipation of what will follow, and I
will get to the reason that is particularly
exciting in a moment.
One section of the budget I am
particularly proud of is that which
allocates money to Sunshine College.
Mr Melhem interjected.
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Mr FINN — Mr Melhem should listen
to this, because I visited Sunshine College
five or six years ago and I was absolutely
staggered. I have never seen a school in
as bad a state of disrepair as Sunshine
College. I came into the chamber and
asked the then education minister for
some money for that school, a request
which was flatly rejected by the Labor
Party.
With the change of government I tried
again, and I have been continuing my
efforts throughout the course of this
government.
I am delighted to say that stage 1 of
the new school will be built at a cost of
$6.3 million. That is part of an almost
$20 million project that will see a new
Sunshine College built on two campuses
in Sunshine. That is very exciting for the
local community as well as the school
community. We also have a new P-9
school at Point Cook South. We have a $7
million stage 2 project at Truganina
P-9 College, and an $8 million stage
2 project at Alamanda College K-9. It is
interesting to note — and Mr Leane might
be interested in this — that Point Cook
was an area that was treated very shabbily
by the former Labor government. The
Labor government took the land tax, it
took the stamp duty, it took everything
else, but it gave the people of Point Cook
nothing.
When this government came to office,
we were left with the problem that was
Point Cook. We have worked assiduously
on this. I give credit to the Premier, the
Minister for Planning and the Minister for
Education for the work they have done in
bringing the infrastructure up to scratch
in Point Cook. We have a way to go, but
we were a long way behind to begin with.
We will get there. I promise the people of
Point Cook that if we are re-elected on 29
November, we will continue our efforts
to bring that suburb into a new age of
infrastructure and services.
We have allocated $650 000 for a
relocated kinder at the Thomas Chirnside
Primary School in Werribee. In case Mr
Melhem is wondering, Werribee is in the
western suburbs. We have $4.9 million
for the maintenance and modernisation
at Essendon Primary School. For Mr
Melhem’s benefit, Essendon is an inner
suburb in the north-western suburbs of
Melbourne. It is worth noting that a lot
of these schools in the inner suburbs are
very old. You would have to say that to a
degree they are dilapidated, so the $4.9
million for Essendon Primary School will
be of huge benefit.
Public transport has not lost out either,
because we have allocated $32 million to
the Caroline Springs railway station.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — If Mr Melhem stopped
whingeing long enough, he might be
able to wander down to Caroline Springs
railway station and get the train in and
talk to his fellow commuters about the
wonderful services that are being provided
to them by the Napthine government. He
might show a totally different attitude to
the one he is displaying at the moment.
Then of course there is the iconic
project in the western suburbs, the one
that Labor first promised in 1982 — that is

32 years ago. Then, just to show it was fair
dinkum about recycling, it brought it out
again in 1999. Here we are in 2014, and
it is the Napthine coalition government
that is removing the level crossing from
Main Road, St Albans. This project is long
overdue, and I am particularly proud of it.
It shows the people of the western suburbs
that the Liberal Party is their party. We are
the ones that deliver for the people of the
western suburbs.
Add to that the airport link, which was
the first broken promise of the Bracks
government back in 1999. It had promised
to build the airport link back then. Within
weeks of it being elected, Labor scratched
its head and said, ‘Only joking’. It broke
the promise back then. But here we are, 15
years later, and we are going to bring this
into reality. It is long overdue.
I wish I had a lot more time to
contribute to this debate because I really
want to speak about the east-west link.
I particularly want to speak about stage
2 of the east-west link, the western link,
that Mr Melhem and many members of
the Labor Party, including Mr Pallas, the
member for Tarneit in the other place, not
so long ago were saying had to be built.
They said that the first thing that had to
be built was stage 2 of the east-west link
— the western link. Now they do not want
anything built. They have told the people
of the western suburbs they can go forth
and multiply, in not so many words. That
is the attitude of the Labor Party towards
the people of the western suburbs.
This coalition government is delivering
for the people of the west; we are winning
for Melbourne’s west.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
26 June 2014

Retirement of
Clerk and Deputy
Clerk

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
begin this morning by paying tribute to
Mr Wayne Tunnecliffe, the Clerk of the
Legislative Council, and Mr Matthew
Tricarico, the Deputy Clerk of the
Legislative Council, for their service to
the Parliament over such a long period of
time, and I thank them for their service
not just to the Parliament but indeed to
Victoria.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
26 June 2014

Al Gore

Mr FINN — When I first saw the
discredited former US Vice-President Al
Gore on my television set last night and
saw who he was with, my immediate
response was, ‘Al Gore will do anything or
go anywhere with anyone for a free feed’.
Upon reflection I might be right, because
Mr Gore does not go anywhere without
there being a dollar in it for him. He has
made hundreds of millions of dollars out
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of the climate change scam, and he may
well be the greatest fraudster the world
has ever seen. Nonetheless Mr Gore is still
taken seriously by an ever-diminishing
number of people. It is hard to believe,
but some people still take this snake oil
salesman seriously. However, for the
majority, Mr Gore’s credibility is shot, and
that is not surprising.
At the same time that Gore was rubbing
shoulders with members of our federal
Parliament in Canberra yesterday, back
in Washington, DC, the co-founder of
Greenpeace, Mr Patrick Moore, was giving
evidence to the US Senate that there is no
proof of man-made global warming. Mr
Moore poured cold water on man-made
global warming theories and testified
to the Senate that a hotter earth would
actually be better for human beings. It is
little wonder that Al Gore chose to be on
the other side of the earth. While he is
here, maybe he could join Tim ‘Sandbags’
Flannery on a tour of the still comatose
desalination plant in Wonthaggi as a
tribute to the fraud that is global warming.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
26 June 2014

Royal Victorian Eye
and Ear Hospital

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is directed to
the Minister for Health. Will the minister
update the house on the Royal Victorian
Eye and Ear Hospital redevelopment?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health)
— I thank Mr Finn for his question and
for his advocacy for major health projects
around the state, in this case the Royal
Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital, one of
our premier hospitals and an important
statewide provider of services. It is over
150 years old now, and it is a gem in terms
of its capacity to deliver services and
undertake, in partnership with the Centre
for Eye Research Australia, world-beating
research as well.
Prior to the last state election the
state government and the opposition
at the time were very proud to make a
commitment of $165 million to rebuild
the eye and ear hospital. Those who have
been through the eye and ear hospital
will understand the run-down state of
that hospital, which had been left to
dilapidate without suitable repairs under
the previous government and the previous
Minister for Health. The state government
went about the work of costing the
redevelopment of the eye and ear
hospital, and $165 million was allocated to
that project.
I can indicate that not only have the
tenders been let but early works on
the project have now been completed.
Construction works in the Peter
Howson wing on the ground floor are
well advanced, with a temporary cafe,
pharmacy and security facilities, and
completion is due in June. The Aubrey
Bowen building refurbishment work,
including a temporary loading dock and
stores facilities, will be completed in the
next month.

Mr Jennings — What about the
commonwealth money?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am going to say
something about that in a moment. Level
5 demolition works are well advanced
for new teacher training and research
facilities, I welcome the contribution
by the commonwealth government,
confirmed by the Abbott government, of
$100 million towards this project. It took
a state government to take the lead on the
project and to make that commitment, but
we welcome the support that has come
from the commonwealth in recent times,
and we believe it is significant support.
Given the importance of the eye and ear
hospital to the future of eye health in
Victoria and more broadly in Australia
as Australia’s pre-eminent eye and ear
hospital, this is a project of national
significance.
Thirty per cent of the overall project
budget is committed, and I ask members
to understand that this project is very
complex.
It requires a sequence of decanting
and movements of different parts of the
hospital to keep it operational through
this project. I pay tribute to Ann Clark
and the administrative staff at the eye and
ear hospital, as well as to the clinicians,
who are working through these difficult
processes. I can tell the house that this
will deliver a first-rate facility that will set
the eye and ear hospital up for the next
150 years as it celebrates the enormous
contribution it has made.
The project provides a mix of new
and refurbished facilities, allowing for
major improvements in the operating
theatres, specialist clinics and emergency
department — a very busy emergency
department, carrying a significant
load — as well as in same-day recovery
areas. There will be a full upgrade of the
hospital’s engineering infrastructure
and plant, and this will make a major
difference. There will be a new central
sterile supply department and pharmacy
as well as electronic medical records.
There will be a full upgrade of the
hospital’s engineering structure and
central plant with co-located general
support areas. As I pointed out before, the
teaching, training and research facility will
be improved. I welcome the contribution
made by the Auditor-General today. This
is an important — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister’s time has expired.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
26 June 2014

Crime prevention

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is to the
Minister for Crime Prevention, and I ask:
can the minister inform the house about
some of the latest projects the Napthine
government is funding to improve
community safety and to build a better,
safer Victoria?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for
Crime Prevention) — I thank Mr Finn
for his question and his interest in the
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crime prevention portfolio, a portfolio the
coalition government is proud to have.
Mr Finn — It impacts on all of us.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — Indeed, Mr
Finn.
Through the crime prevention portfolio
the coalition government is partnering
with local communities to identify
and solve local issues about crime and
perceptions of crime.
Ms Pulford interjected.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — I note
the interjection from Ms Pulford. An
additional $3 billion would help prevent
a lot of crime. An additional $3 billion
would enable the coalition government to
partner with a lot more local communities
when it comes to crime and perceptions
of crime. It would enable the coalition
government — —
Ms Pulford interjected.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — Ms Pulford
continues to interject, but I am looking
forward to hearing from Mr Lenders
about why he ignored the advice of the
Department of Treasury and Finance —
but I digress.
As I was saying, the coalition
government is very pleased to partner
with local communities to respond to
local concerns of crime and perceptions
of crime. As part of our crime prevention
portfolio agenda, under the Public Safety
Infrastructure Fund grants stream I have
been very pleased to announce recently a
number of innovative community projects
responding to individual community
concerns about crime and perceptions
of crime. Recently, with the mayor of the
City of Kingston, Cr Paul Peulich, and the
member for Mordialloc in the Assembly,
Lorraine Wreford, I was pleased to
announce $30 000 to install higher grade
lighting to increase surveillance at a busy
thoroughfare linking the beach with a
station and Nepean Highway. It was a
fantastic announcement.
I was very pleased to join with Shannon
Eeles to announce $250 000 for the Port
Phillip City Council for an upgrade in
Fitzroy Street, St Kilda, which will provide
new lighting, pavement and seating to
improve the amenity and attractiveness
of that space and to deter antisocial
behaviour.
I was very pleased to join with the
member for Narracan in the other place,
Mr Gary Blackwood, to announce $250
000 to upgrade Memorial Park in Drouin.
I was pleased to be there with the mayor
of the Baw Baw Shire Council and the
RSL. I note that this project was endorsed
by Christine Maxfield. I thank Ms
Maxfield for her letter of support and her
endorsement of the project on behalf of
the Drouin community.
It was a great pleasure to see the result
of a previous Public Safety Infrastructure
Fund investment with the completion of
the upgrade of Bourke Park in Pakenham.
Together with the mayor of the Cardinia
Shire Council, Graeme Moore, the
members for Bass and Gembrook in the
other place, Ken Smith and Brad Battin,
and the outstanding candidate for Bass,
Mr Brian Paynter, it was great to see the
fantastic work of the project. There is a lot
more.
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The Greater Shepparton City Council
recently switched on its new CCTV
camera project as a result of a grant from
the coalition government, which has
already led to crime being stopped and
criminals being detained — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
5 August 2014

Tom Hafey

Raised with the Minister for Roads on 10
June 2014
REPLY:
The section of Swan Street between
Punt Road and the Yarra River was named
Olympic Boulevard in August 2006,
following representation from the City of
Melbourne on behalf of the Melbourne
Olympic Committee and the Melbourne
and Olympic Park Trust. This was done
to commemorate the 50th anniversary
celebrations of the 1956 Melbourne
Olympic Games.
The Olympic theme has been developed
in this precinct and the Olympic Rings
adorn the relatively recently completed
pedestrian footbridge over Olympic
Boulevard to AAMI Park. Renaming a
road is done in accordance with statutory
processes undertaken by the Registrar
of Geographic Place Names. Renaming
would require the support of the
Melbourne City Council given the impact
it would have on businesses adjacent to
the road.
Alternatively, Tom Hafey could be
commemorated at a location where other
sporting greats are commemorated, such
as the Parade of Champions outside the
MCG.
I recommend the member for
Western Metropolitan consider making
representations to the City of Melbourne
or the MCG Trust in this regard.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
5 August 2014

Christian refugees

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship, and I am delighted to see
that he is in the chamber. This Saturday
just gone it was my very great honour to
address a large and impressive protest at
Federation Square. It was a gathering of
people in support of Christians in Iraq
and in Syria. It was not just Christians
who were involved in this protest; I also
saw a number of members of the Jewish
community there and a number of
Muslims. It was great to see them there.
Previously in this house I have spoken
about the murder and persecution
of Christians in Egypt, and it is my
distressing duty to inform the house that
genocide is now underway in Iraq.
Christian men are being tortured and
beheaded, Christian women are being
raped and stoned to death and Christian
children are being crucified. This is the
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reality of life for Christians in Iraq and
surrounds. Members of the Islamic State
of Iraq and Syria, the group which is
committing these crimes, are barbarians.
Nobody should be subject to what these
creatures are putting Christians through
in Iraq.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The
adjournment debate, as Mr Finn is well
aware, is for matters of jurisdiction of the
state government. Can I be assured by Mr
Finn that he is moving to a position that is
within the state government’s jurisdiction?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That would
not be acceptable in this case, because
while Mr Finn is right in that we have
allowed ministers to advocate on behalf
of Victorians to federal ministers, I
understand that in the matter Mr Finn
is bringing up at this time he is going
international. What he is trying to do is to
get the Victorian minister to advocate to
a federal minister to do something about
something in another country.
Mr FINN — No.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member
needs to be aware that the matter he raises
needs to be within state jurisdiction.
Mr FINN — My understanding is that,
given your previous rulings on this matter,
state ministers are in a position to raise
matters with their federal colleagues. That
is where I am going with this tonight.
Mr FINN — It is interesting to note that
the only place in the Middle East where
Christians are in fact safe at the moment
is Israel.
A number of residents and citizens of
Victoria approached me after the rally on
Saturday and requested my assistance
in approaching the federal government,
and indeed the state government, to help
their relatives get to Australia to escape
the sort of torture and persecution of
which I speak. I am asking the minister
tonight, on behalf of our fellow Victorians,
to approach the federal Minister for
Immigration and Border Protection with
a view to him allowing Middle Eastern
Christians unrestricted entry as genuine
refugees and to tell the community
generally why these people are escaping
the horror they are facing as Christians on
a daily basis in their current homes. It is a
tragedy that the world has turned its back
on the slaughter in the Middle East, but
I ask the minister to take the appropriate
action to help these people join their
relatives in Australia and to help those
who approached me on Saturday join
their relatives in Victoria.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
I will allow the matter on this occasion,
but I would not want this to be seen as
precedent. I will allow it on the basis
that Mr Finn has put to the house that,
at a rally, constituents of his sought an
opportunity to allow relatives, presumably
— perhaps friends but particularly
relatives — to escape the war situation
and turmoil in the Middle East. As I
said, the matter raised is tenuous in the
context of it going one step further than
the federal government, but given the
circumstances and given particularly that
Mr Finn has referred to his constituents
on this occasion, I will allow it. However, I
would be cautious in future as to whether

or not I am creating a precedent with this
particular item.

COUNCIL
6 August 2014

Medicare CoPayment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak on the motion of Ms
Pulford. I wish to make it very clear at
the beginning of my contribution to this
debate that the government will not be
opposing this motion. I know that the
Labor Party has some sort of formula
that it uses to distinguish between
not opposing and supporting, and if
somebody over there could tell me what it
is, I will apply it at this time.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — John Setka tells
them.
Mr FINN — John Setka does tell them
what to do a lot, and I understand he is
going to tell them what to do a lot more in
the not-too-distant future, when he will
perhaps have a more personal contact in
here. But that is a matter that we will deal
with at another time. The government
does not support the introduction of
the proposed co-payment. That is an
indisputable fact; it is something that
nobody can get away from.
One thing that we have to discuss here
today — and I think Mr Ramsay touched
on it briefly in his contribution — is that it
is the role of the Senate to decide whether
we get this co-payment, or indeed
anything at all, and nobody knows what is
going to happen with the Senate.
Mr Ramsay — The nutters.
Mr FINN — The nutters, as Mr Ramsay
says — the greatest collection of misfits
and other types that you have ever seen in
your life.
Mr D. D. O’Brien — That’s just the
Greens.
Mr FINN — It is just the Greens. If Mr
O’Brien wants me to start on the Greens,
we could — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — Lee Rhiannon.
Mr FINN — Lee Rhiannon — Ms
Palestinian Terrorist 2014. What a great
job she is doing up there!
Mr Barber — On a point of order,
Acting President, first of all on the basis
of relevance, Mr Finn has simply gone
off on a tirade about a Greens senator.
Secondly, he has referred to her as, or
seems to want to associate her with being,
a terrorist, which would be out of order
under previous rulings and guidance that
we have received in this place.
Hon. M. J. Guy — On the point of order,
Acting President, Mr Finn has mentioned
four words about a senator. Firstly, Mr
Barber is claiming relevance, but I think
for Mr Barber to object to Mr Finn using
four words that he finds somehow not
relevant is the thin end of the wedge.
Secondly, I see no difference between
the reference Mr Finn has made to a
federal Senator and some of the other
references made in this chamber to other
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federal Liberal MPs, particularly the
former Prime Minister.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order,
Acting President, incredibly Mr Barber
impugns Mr Finn’s contribution when no
more than 30 seconds earlier Mr Barber
made some utterances about former
Senator Helen Kroger across the chamber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem)
— Order! Without entering too much into
the debate, I understand that Mr Finn
used some unparliamentary language. Mr
Finn should go back to the motion and
refrain from diverting from it.
Mr FINN — I thank you for your
guidance, Acting President.
I was referring to the Senate, which
is a very important part of this debate
because, quite frankly, if the co-payment
does not get through the Senate, what
we are talking about here today is a total
waste of time. It is probably a waste of
time anyway; it is Wednesday after all.
I was raising the issue of a number of
senators and Mr Guy raised the name of
Lee Rhiannon. She may well not be Miss
Hamas Terrorist 2014; she may have been
the runner-up. I am not sure, but time will
tell.
We have in the Senate a group of diverse
individuals, to put a very charitable
outlook on it. We see the Greens up there.
You have your moderate Greens, you
have your extreme Greens, you have your
environmental Greens and you have your
foreign affairs Greens. There are more
factions in the Greens than there were
beers in the Richmond cheer squad last
Saturday, and that is the truth.
The bottom line is that unless the Senate
can agree to this proposal, it is just not
going to happen — —
Mr Barber — You hope the Greens will
solve the problem for you — is that it?
Mr FINN — I can assure Mr Barber
that never in my life have I thought the
Greens would solve a problem; that is
not something that has ever entered my
head — not even once, not even slightly.
I do not think that is a possibility in this
situation. As the situation stands we have
a Senate that looks like it will probably
reject the co-payment, which makes
this debate today irrelevant. At best it is
hypothetical, but it is quite irrelevant.
I wish that members of the opposition
would find a more constructive way to
spend their Wednesdays. For nearly four
years now we have been putting up with
what has become colloquially known
around this building as wacky Wednesday.
Ms Pulford — We came up with that.
Mr FINN — Ms Pulford said that
the Labor Party came up with ‘wacky
Wednesday’. It may well be that the
Labor Party came up with it, but let me
tell members this: Labor improved on it
beyond measure. It has refined wackiness
into something to behold — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — An art form indeed, Mr
Ramsay. By the time we have finished
we will have spent pretty much all day
discussing something that is not going to
happen. What a waste of time. If you are
looking for a waste of time or space, the
ALP is the place to find it because it has
plenty to share.

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Are you taping this? No?
Members of the ALP are masters of the
obsolete and the irrelevant, and they
are proving it yet again. As we know, the
Labor Party is very big on history.
In fact in Canberra at the moment
they are history. Its members like to talk
about the achievements of the Hawke
government. The shining light on the
hill is the Hawke government. They talk
about the economic reforms of the Hawke
government; they talk about this of the
Hawke government and that of the Hawke
government. They like to talk about the
economic prowess of the man they call the
world’s greatest Treasurer, Paul Keating
——
Mr Leane — Hear, hear!
Mr FINN — Mr Leane said, ‘Hear, hear!’,
which is a strange thing to hear from a
trade unionist, given Paul Keating was the
one who gave us 1 million unemployed in
this country — —
Mr Ondarchie — The recession we had
to have.
Mr FINN — He was Treasurer during
the recession we had to have — I will get
to that in a minute, Mr Ondarchie. There
were 1 million people unemployed, and I
assume many of them would have been in
the electrical industry. They are the ones
who will remember more than anybody
else how Paul Keating and the Hawke
government left Australia.
It is worth remembering that in the
1991 budget the Hawke government
announced a co-payment of $3.50.
This was reduced to $2.50 before it was
implemented, but it was subsequently
abandoned within months by Paul
Keating. Was that after or before he knifed
Bob? I am not sure. I will have to check on
that — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — Paul Keating changed it
after he knifed Bob Hawke. I thank Mr
Davis for his assistance.
As I am sure he would understand, it is
very difficult to keep up with the number
of knifings that go on in the Labor Party.
The number of leaders lying bleeding in
the gutter at any given time is very hard to
keep up with.
When the Labor Party comes in here
and criticises the Liberal government
for introducing a co-payment I find
it very odd that its very own shining
light, the great Hawke government, was
responsible for doing exactly the same
thing, and I would suggest it did so for a
very similar reason, which is to answer the
question: who is paying the bill? We see
that members of the left in this country
and indeed around the world are very
good at spending other people’s money.
They are exceedingly good at spending
money they may well not have. That is why
currently we have this huge debt hanging
around the necks of every Australian.
Our grandchildren will be paying it off
at the rate we are going. We have to ask
the question: who is going to pay for our
health system? It is a very good health
system; it is one of the best in the world, if
not the best.
It is very interesting to hear the
crew opposite talk about industry and
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environmental sustainability. They are
forever banging on about sustainability.
Yet when it comes to economic
sustainability, they are not even mildly
interested; they have not got a clue. They
have no idea at all and nor do they want to
know. They just spend, spend, spend, and
when they run out of money they tax, tax,
tax. When we run out of money, they are
still spending and the debt goes up. That is
just the way the Labor Party operates. We
saw that during the six years the RuddGillard-Rudd governments were in power
in Canberra — in between the occasional
knifing of any given Prime Minister at
any given time. It is interesting to visit
hospitals and large medical facilities
in the western suburbs that have been
improved out of sight since we came to
government in 2010. It is interesting to see
the equipment and be amazed when told
how much these pieces of equipment cost.
Those things cost millions.
One piece of equipment will cost
millions, but that equipment is very
important because it keeps people alive.
That is something we have to keep in mind
on all occasions.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr Ondarchie says,
we as a government would much prefer
to use hospitals as places to treat sick
people than as television studios. That
might be novel to those opposite, but we
believe hospitals should be used to treat
sick people, to cure sick people and to
get them back to their families and their
homes, and not to shoot episodes of Water
Rats. Was that the show they shot? It could
be that show that Sarah Hanson-Young,
a federal Senator for South Australia, was
using as an example.
Mr Elsbury — It was Sea Patrol.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Mr Elsbury; it
was Sea Patrol. That is the one she was
referring to, saying that you cannot have
navy boats intercepting refugees, because
she had seen it on Sea Patrol. She is no
Lisa McCune, let me tell you.
It is just extraordinary. I do not think we
were referring to Sea Patrol being made
at Sunshine Hospital. There is not a huge
expanse of water anywhere near Sunshine
Hospital unless it rains and the car park
gets a bit damp.
The Labor Party, the Greens and other
extreme left-wingers in this country have
to take into consideration and take very
seriously the question of where the money
is coming from.
If we are going to have the equipment
that is needed to cope with an ageing
population and if we are going to be able
to provide the sorts of cures and treatment
that modern medicine is coming up
with every day, this question will need to
be answered. It is amazing the number
of diseases and complaints which, if
you suffered from them just a few short
years ago, would have been cause to ring
Le Pine or Tobin Brothers to make an
appointment. Now, however, doctors can
treat people for those diseases, and people
can recover. That is wonderful. It is great.
But as a result of that the cost is going
through the roof and continues to do so.
The Labor Party and the Greens,
however, will never tell us where they are
going to get the money from. It may well
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have been very responsible of the Hawke
government back in 1991 to do what it
attempted to do. Mr Elsbury is looking at
me with that look on his face, and very
unpleasant it is.
I can understand why he would
look almost horrified that I would be
talking about something that the Hawke
government got right. That government
did get a number of things right — not
many, but a number. This may well be
something that it got right. But members
will not hear the Labor Party talking about
the Hawke government today. They will
not hear the Labor Party talking about
former Prime Minister Paul Keating when
he was Treasurer or the 1991 budget.
Ms Pulford interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Pulford is on her perch
chirping away. What I would really love
Ms Pulford to tell us when she rounds up
her comments on this motion today is
where we are going to get the money to
make the health system in this country
sustainable in the long term. That is what I
want to know from the Labor Party. That is
what the Australian people want to know
from the Labor Party.
With an election in the offing in
November, that is what the people of
Victoria will want to know. All these
promises will inevitably come from the
Labor Party before the election. The
question that will be asked and must
be asked is: where will the money be
coming from? How will you pay for these
promises? How will you keep our health
system sustainable?
It is a bit much to expect that the
Greens would show any economic
responsibility at all. In fact it is probably
a bit much to expect any sort of
responsibility on anything from the
Greens. Do they have Family Feud on?
That might be something that federal
Senator Sarah Hanson-Young is onto
now. We can put the Greens to one
side because we can expect that their
economic responsibility will be zilch. It
is not something that can be taken into
consideration. It is bit like the Loch Ness
monster; it is often spoken about but has
yet to be seen. That is the sad reality.
It does not matter what the Greens
promise; they are never going to have to
fulfil those promises. They are a rump
in opposition — a very powerful rump
when the Labor Party is in government.
The Greens can be very strong indeed.
As we have seen in Canberra in recent
years, they can call the shots. Whilst they
may be a rump, they are a very strong
and powerful rump. That is something
we must take into consideration in the
lead-up to this election. The Greens will
be saying, ‘We’ll spend this, we’ll spend
that and we’ll spend something else’, but
they will never tell us where the money is
coming from.
The Labor Party likes to tell us that it is
economically responsible. Its members
like to tell us that they left Victoria in good
nick. We know that is nonsense, because
we know that if the coalition government
had not been elected in 2010, Victoria
would be back in the state it was in during
the early 1990s under former Premier Joan
Kirner. That is a fact of life.
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I challenge members of the Labor Party
here today, particularly Ms Pulford when
she sums up at the end of the debate, to
give us some idea about where the ALP
will get the money from to keep our health
system alive. That question is absolutely
crucial to the argument about the future
of health in this country, whether it be
the private or the public health system.
Unless governments can explain where
they are going to get the money to keep
the system sustainable, they cannot
be taken seriously, and if Ms Pulford
cannot get up today and explain where
the money is coming from, then she too
cannot be taken seriously. She cannot be
regarded with any seriousness by anybody
concerned about the health system in this
nation.
Over the last 100 years or so we have
seen in this nation the development of a
health system that has picked the eyes out
of both the British and the US systems.
We know the British health system, the
National Health Service — or should I say
the infamous National Health Service in
Britain — is almost entirely a government
service. My understanding is that it is
pretty poor. It certainly does not deliver
the sort of health care that we have come
to expect to be the norm in Australia. By
any measure that would rule out more
government control over our health
services.
We do not want to replicate what the
people of Great Britain have had to put up
with for a very long time. We do not want
that in Australia.
But nor do we want the situation that
exists in the United States, where unless
people have health insurance they
sometimes miss out altogether, which
has led to the debacle over there called
Obamacare. That system is threatening
not just the sustainability of the health
system in the United States but indeed
the sustainability of the United States full
stop, with a debt of some $17 trillion. That
is quite extraordinary, and that country is
spending more by the second. We do not
want to go down that path in Australia.
In Australia we have a pretty good
balance between private and public
health services. It would be good if those
who can afford to have private health care,
those who can afford to access the private
health system, could avail themselves of
that opportunity, because that would ease
the pressure on our public health system
and allow those who cannot afford private
health to access the public health service.
After all, that is what the public health
system is for: it is for those who need it
— not those who want it, but those who
need it.
These are matters that we have to take
into consideration in what I would say is
a vital national discussion on the issue.
This is not something we should just pop
up with and say, ‘There’s the solution’. We
need to have an open, frank and clean
discussion about the future of health care
in this country. The future is bright if it is
handled the right way. If it is not, then we
might find ourselves in a fair bit of trouble.
Mr Melhem called on members on
this side of the house to ring our Liberal
and Nationals colleagues in Canberra,
particularly senators, to urge them to

vote against the proposed co-payment
changes. I thought to myself, ‘That is
coming from a representative of a party
that on a number of occasions had the
opportunity to do exactly the same thing
in the six years between 2007 and 2013’.
Labor Party members had numerous
opportunities to do exactly the same thing
— that is, to ring, to lobby or to visit their
federal colleagues to try to convince them
of the folly of their ways in Canberra, and
God alone knows there was much folly in
Canberra during those days. But members
of the Labor Party did not do that. They
did not pick up the phone or take the
opportunity, and I will give an example
——
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr FINN — Here is John Setka’s boy.
He is firing up now, and I have not even
mentioned the royal commission. I say
to Mr Tee that with regard to the royal
commission I have a feeling that the best
is yet to come and he should stick around.
I am pretty sure that my memory is clear
that members of the ALP did not pick up
the phone and urge their colleagues to
pass the scrapping of the carbon tax.
Mr Leane — How do you know?
Mr FINN — I do not think you did.
In fact members of the Labor Party
voted to keep the carbon tax, that is my
recollection, even though the carbon tax
was hitting hospitals and health services
throughout the state.
Ms Pulford — My point of order, Acting
President, is in relation to the question
of relevance. Mr Finn indicated earlier
in his contribution that he did not have
much to say about the motion. This is
a very narrowly framed motion around
the Medicare co-payment and the
government’s and opposition’s shared
opposition to it. If Mr Finn has run out of
things to say on Medicare, then perhaps
he could let somebody else have a go.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, if Ms Pulford had
listened she would know I was referring
to the carbon tax impacting on the cost
of health care and hospitals in the state,
which clearly relates to the motion. I am
not sure what she is getting at, because
the point I was making is very clearly
ingrained in the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem)
— Order! Mr Finn has just linked his
comments back to health, but I do not
recall him making the link earlier. I take it
that he is linking the carbon tax to health,
but I think it is important that we go back
to the motion. Mr Finn keeps straying
into other areas. We have quite a number
of speakers, and I am sure other people
would like to contribute as well.
Mr FINN — Acting President, I was
referring to comments made earlier by
you during your contribution on the
motion, and given the opportunity I will
have a word to say about what you may or
may not say in future when you speak on
such motions.
After almost four years of the coalition
government the health system in this
state is fairly healthy. For example, in the
western suburbs we have just had the
announcement of a new cardiac unit at
the Sunshine Hospital, which is going to
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be sensational for people in the west who
have never had one before. While I had
a short break recently Mr Elsbury joined
the Premier and the Minister for Mental
Health at a sod-turning ceremony at the
Mercy hospital at Werribee. The Mercy
hospital is turning into a quite significant
health hub. It is turning into much more
than a suburban hospital; it is turning into
a significant contributor to health services
and health provision throughout the
outer west. I recall going to the opening of
the new maternity ward at the Werribee
Mercy Hospital last year. I was very
impressed with the facilities there.
Over the journey I have visited a
number of maternity hospitals, but I have
to say this one was particularly impressive.
It provides for the needs of mums and
babies in a very big way. The Mercy
and St Vincent’s hospitals in Werribee
are very much part of the efforts of this
government, and I commend it on that. I
should also add that there is $15 million to
expand the intensive care and maternity
services at Sunshine Hospital, so there are
more maternity services, which is entirely
understandable given that the number of
babies being born in the western suburbs
is a struggle to keep up with. Mr Elsbury
may have some numbers in his head that I
do not have at my fingertips — —
Mr Elsbury — It is 72 a week in
Wyndham.
Mr FINN — It is 72 a week in Wyndham
alone.
Ms Hartland — It is 5300 at Sunshine
Hospital.
Mr FINN — It is 5300 at Sunshine
Hospital.
Ms Hartland — That is why it needs a
complete rebuild.
Mr FINN — We are working on it. I am
working with the CEO of Western Health
on that particular project. The hospital has
come up with an impressive plan that will
see the rebuilding of Western Hospital,
Footscray, and major changes to Sunshine
Hospital, which will provide the sort of
health services that we need in the west
well into the future. That is something
I am sure a re-elected Napthine
government will be addressing. I know
that because I will ensure that it is brought
to the attention of the Minister for Health
in the new government. Indeed I brought
it to his attention in previous months
following a meeting I had with the CEO. I
was very impressed with the proposal she
put to me.
I know that Mr Leane is keen to debate
this matter. Not that I wish to prompt him
in any way, but he might wish to explain
to us why he was not as appalled by the
Hawke government’s decision to impose
a co-payment as he clearly is now by the
Abbott government’s decision to do so.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I do not think you would
do that. I have a feeling Mr Leane might
be having a lend of us and taking us for
a fairly extensive ride just at the minute.
He might like to tell us why he was not
appalled then. He might also like to preempt — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Hartland mentioned
the rebuilding of Sunshine Hospital,

and I have already said that I believe the
Footscray hospital should be rebuilt.
My concern is that the future of these
hospitals and their rebuilding would be
under major threat if the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) got control of the building
industry in the state. Clearly under a
Labor government that is exactly what
would happen, because the man who
would become planning minister is a
member of the CFMEU. That is something
Labor cannot get away from. If the CFMEU
is in charge of the building industry, we
will not see new hospitals in Footscray or
Sunshine — or anywhere else, because
most builders would leave the state — for
a very long time.
To get back to what I was saying to Mr
Leane, I invite him to explain to us — to
pre-empt Ms Pulford, if he will — where
he will get the money from to pay the
doctors and nurses and to pay for the
extraordinary and expensive equipment
we now have in our hospitals.
I urge him to explain to the house
where he and the Labor Party would get
the money from. It is a basic and very
important question.
As I said earlier, we on this side of the
house will not be opposing the motion,
but I urge serious, sober consideration
of the sorts of issues that I have raised
here today, because I think the economic
sustainability of our health system, not
just here in Victoria but throughout
Australia, is something that is of extreme
importance. We cannot have a situation
where governments spend, spend, spend
and allow our health system to fall into
disrepute and indeed fall over altogether.
I ask opposition members, whether it be
Ms Pulford or Mr Leane — whoever it may
be — to explain to us where they are going
to get the money from and what their plan
is to make the health system in the state
and the country economically sustainable
and viable so that that service can provide
health care for us, our children and our
grandchildren into the future.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
7 August 2014

Ken Dunne

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Everybody in this house, and I think in the
community, knows the importance of a
good teacher. A good teacher will not just
instil knowledge in a student but bring
out the best in them. A good teacher will
change a child’s life for the better and help
prepare them for the journey ahead. Good
teachers are to be cherished. They are
more valuable than gold.
One such teacher went to his eternal
reward on 22 July just passed. Ken Dunne
was a teacher who changed lives for the
better. I know that because he changed
mine. When I was a tacker in grave danger
of falling through the gaps more years ago
than I care to remember, he grabbed me
by the scruff of the neck and showed me
what was possible. He taught me how to
read using the Sporting Globe and a tall
tale about Royce Hart being out for the
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season with a crook knee. He certainly
knew how to engage me!
My earliest recollection of anything
political was by virtue of Ken Dunne in the
classroom. He was the first to kindle my
interest in current affairs when he taught
his class that Fraser was in fact a politician
and not a boxer.
I fear to think where I might have ended
up without his intervention at Alvie
Consolidated School over four decades
ago. Ken gave me the grounding for
everything I have done or will do in my
professional life. Without him I would
never have sat in this Parliament —
indeed I might never have even heard of it.
Ken Dunne was a brilliant teacher, a dear
friend and a first-class human being.
I am one of many who will miss him,
but, more than that, who give thanks for
the life of someone we will never forget.
May he rest in peace.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
19 August 2014

Ambulance officers

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is directed to
the Minister for Health. Can the minister
update the house on recent developments
concerning the ambulance union and any
proposed union action threatening the
lives of Victorian patients?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health)
— I thank the member for his question.
The chamber will understand that we have
been in a lengthy enterprise bargaining
agreement phase with the hardline
ambulance union.
The hardline ambulance union has
been working to ensure that no agreement
is struck, despite more than 50 meetings
between Ambulance Victoria and despite
a massive offer being put on the table
by Ambulance Victoria with the full
support of the government — a $3000
offer, a 6 per cent pay rise, two further
tranches of 3 per cent and the opportunity
to prosecute the process of work value
through an independent process under
an independent arbiter from the Fair
Work Commission. That is what the
union wanted; it wanted work value
independently determined. Ambulance
Victoria and the government have
certainly offered to support the union in
that process.
What is very concerning is that the
union would seek to walk away from
negotiations, to push forward with a new
round of protected action and to put
forward a list of new protected action
ballot steps. The community would be as
concerned as I was when I read the new,
enhanced and nastier list of protected
action proposals. I read at action 27:
There will be a stoppage of the
performance of work for a period of
between 15 minutes and 1 hour at
branches, regional locations and central
locations.

I can only think that that means an
ambulance would not be available for
lengthy periods at those locations. For
that reason, along with a long list of other

45

protected actions which concern the
government and Ambulance Victoria,
Ambulance Victoria is seeking to oppose
these protected action proposals.
I indicated as Minister for Health that I
was prepared to intervene in this case, to
go to court to stop the ambulance officers
putting a ban on ambulances in particular
locations and to stop them, at the
direction of the hardline union, leaving
towns without an ambulance for a long
period. The idea that they would move
out of a town and say, ‘We’re not going to
provide coverage’ — in Mildura or Boort
or Bendigo or Geelong or the eastern
suburbs of Melbourne — or say, ‘We’re
not going to provide coverage at all for an
hour’, is extraordinary.
How dangerous that would be for the
public, with no ambulances available in
that location for an hour.
The government indicated that it was
prepared to intervene in that case, and it
put its view very directly: that it is wrong
for those ambulance officers to do that
at the direction of their hardline union. I
make a big distinction here between the
many paramedics who do not like this
industrial action and do not want to take
part in this industrial action and the union
that is affiliated with Labor, is a major
donor to Labor — with almost $1 million
donated to Labor over the past 11 years
— is running a political campaign and is
determined for a political outcome, not an
outcome in the interests of its workers.
Paramedics could have had a pay rise
more than a year ago; more than nearly
two years ago they could have had a
significant pay rise. Instead of that, the
hardline, left-wing union has blocked
them at every turn at the direction of the
Trades Hall Council. It is clear that this
has been controlled by the Trades Hall
Council — and this union is a major donor
to the Labor Party.
The government was obviously very
concerned to see a direct impact on
the community, and it will continue to
oppose any industrial action that puts the
community at risk. We will continue to
work with Ambulance Victoria to stop any
industrial action that puts the community
at risk.

COUNCIL
20 August 2014

Employment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
For my sins, of which there are obviously
many, I have been in this chamber with
Mr Barber for close to eight years now. I
think today he has outdone himself. I have
to say he really has gilded the lily to the
point where we can say that he is probably
a professional at it. Members heard Mr
Barber tell us that he has doorknocked
from Frankston to the city and that he has
been doorknocking around Victoria.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — He did it on the train. I am
not sure how you do that, but apparently
he did it. Then he tried to tell us that
he is going down to see the Premier on
the weekend and that he is going to get
the tram to Warrnambool. It has to be
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said that that will be a struggle. The best
statement of all was the extraordinary
one from Mr Barber, a statement that can
surely be made by only the Leader of the
Greens in this state — that is, that this
government has no plans for a second
term.
Where has he been for the past year?
What has he been doing? Perhaps he
has been out doorknocking. Perhaps he
has been catching trains from Frankston
to Timbuktu. He must have been doing
something to miss the avalanche of plans
for its second term that this government
has put before the people of Victoria.
There are so many plans that if I were to
stand here today and list and go into just
a little bit of detail about the plans the
Napthine government has for its second
term, we would be here until next week.
Every time I turn on the radio I hear
another minister announcing another
plan.
It is absolutely magnificent.
Perhaps Mr Barber does not have a
radio or a television; I do not know. He
does not realise, does not know, has no
idea — indeed I have heard a number of
people say that Mr Barber has no idea,
but on this matter it is true — what the
government has planned for its second
term. I am just staggered by that because
there is extraordinary excitement about
what this government will do if the people
of Victoria give us their blessing on 29
November.
I will leave Mr Barber’s comments there
because I have to say that most comments
were a bit of a throwback to a time when
the Greens religion had a stronger hold
than it does now, when they talked about
renewable energy resources, worshipped
at windmills and all that sort of thing. That
is no longer the case, and I am delighted
to say that we are actually getting on with
reality now.
That will help the employment situation
enormously.
Mr Barber might not realise — although
it would be difficult to believe that
he does not — that it is largely due to
Greens policies that a lot of these jobs
have been lost. A lot of these jobs have
gone out the window because of the
extraordinary Greens policies that have
cost business not just across Victoria but
across Australia so much money. If people
want to talk about unemployment, the
first place they should go is to the Greens
to talk to them about the impact their
policies have had on business and jobs in
this state and this nation. This afternoon I
stand to speak on this motion in this place
in the most livable city in the world. For
the fourth year in a row Melbourne has
been declared the most livable city in the
world. That is obviously something we
are all decidedly proud of. This motion
attempts to besmirch the image that
Melbourne has.
This motion attempts to drag down what
we are all so proud of as Melburnians and
Victorians.
I have to give credit where it is due.
I say to Ms Tierney that she is to be
commended for the fact she has stayed in
the chamber for the course of the debate
on this motion. Listening to Mr Barber
must not have been easy, but she has

stayed for the course of the debate. Very
few of her colleagues do that. Usually
members of the opposition get up, make a
speech and leave. They do not particularly
worry about the motions they have
moved. Ms Tierney has stayed here and
she is staying the course so it would seem,
to this point anyway. I commend her on
that.
Of course Mr Leane is here. He is
bearing the burden of his role in the
opposition. It being his birthday and all,
I would have thought that Labor Party
members, claiming to be compassionate,
might have let him off.
But no, they kept him here listening
to Mr Barber as well. I wish Mr Leane
well, and I wish him a very, very happy
birthday. Up to this point it is obviously
not looking real flash, but it will improve.
There is a distinct difference between
the philosophy of those of us on this side
of the house and those on the other side.
We believe there is a direct correlation
between business and employment. I do
not know how anybody can come to any
other conclusion, but apparently the other
side has some other weird view of the
world.
We heard Mr Barber talk about how
the then Labor-Greens government in
Canberra saved the nation by putting us
$300 billion in debt. If that is the way we
are going to be saved, please let me go,
because that is not the way I would save a
nation at a time of difficulty.
Spending money that you do not have
is not a way to help business, produce
jobs or stimulate employment, but that
is exactly what the Labor Party and the
Greens in government in Canberra
did, and if they get the chance to be in
government in Victoria, that is exactly
what Labor and the Greens will do again.
They will put Victoria back in exactly the
same position that it was in back in 1992
after the Cain-Kirner experiment blew
up in all of our faces. Nobody should be
in any doubt about what Labor and the
Greens will do to this state if they ever
get the opportunity to be in government.
They will send us broke, and they will
send a clear message to every investor
and business wanting to put money into
business and jobs — and that is that they
should not come to Victoria. If they want
a hard time, then they should come to
Victoria, this is the place, but otherwise
they should forget it.
It is interesting to note the strong
criteria set by the panel that awarded
Melbourne the world’s most livable city
award. Melbourne got a 100 per cent
core for health care, education and sport,
which is perfectly understandable after
Richmond’s performance over the last
seven weeks — we can all be pretty happy
about that. Perhaps of most importance
is that when it came to our infrastructure,
we also received a 100 per cent score. We
have to go back a little way and give credit
to a government that gave us the sorts of
infrastructure that we now have, and that
was the Kennett government.
As Premier, Jeff Kennett not only
saved this state from what a lot of
people thought was the inevitable fate of
bankruptcy that we saw in some small and
not-so-small countries overseas, but he
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also introduced infrastructure projects of
which we are now very proud — indeed
other nations are very envious of them.
One project that strikes me immediately
is the CityLink project. At this moment
where would we be as Victorians without
CityLink? As a resident of a township just
on the other side of the airport, I am a
frequent user of the Tullamarine Freeway.
I often ask myself where we would be if
Jeff Kennett had not had the vision and
foresight to push along the building of
CityLink. I see very strong parallels with
the current situation. I remember back to
the 1990s when we were in government;
while I had some concerns about tolls on
the Tullamarine Freeway, at the time the
Labor Party was opposed altogether to the
CityLink project.
Not only would it have knocked over the
jobs created by the CityLink project but
it would have knocked over all the jobs
created which were a direct benefit of the
project during the years that followed its
construction. It is gross hypocrisy for the
Labor Party to come in here and lecture us
about the lack of jobs and so forth. If there
is one thing the Labor Party is particularly
good at and can hang its hat on, it is gross
hypocrisy. On this side of the house we
are a government which is unashamedly
pro-business, because that is what creates
jobs. Business and people putting their
necks on the financial line creates jobs.
Businesses, particularly small businesses,
are the heroes of the Australian economy.
The government must provide the
environment to enable them to prosper,
thrive and create the sorts of jobs that this
motion goes on about.
When I talk about this government
being a pro-business government, I
cannot help but reflect upon the views of
the other side of the house on business.
The Labor opposition has proven itself to
be exceedingly incompetent on just about
everything over a very long period.
If there is a stuff-up to be made, the
Labor Party will stuff up. It is particularly
good at that. I refer back to the period
when the Labor Party was in government
in Victoria, the Cain-Kirner disaster, and
at the same time the Hawke-Keating
government was in Canberra. Paul
Keating gave us 1 million unemployed for
the first time ever, and that was something
he seemed to be pretty proud of, which
astonishes me. The Labor Party seems to
forget about that all too regularly. What
concerns me enormously is that it was
in fact a Labor government in Canberra
that produced 1 million unemployed for
the first time ever and created untold
human misery the length and breadth of
this nation, no more so than right here in
Victoria.
Many members of the house will recall
that there were large sections of the
industrial sector that were declared the
rust belt. I remember there were factories
in the western suburbs that lay idle, where
people had just walked out and left them.
The same thing happened on the other
side of town, and the unemployment was
appalling. It was tragic, and as a result of
that, 1 million people found themselves
out of work. When you multiply that by
husbands, wives and children, we are
talking about a disaster of enormous
proportions. That is what you get when

the Labor Party is in government. State
or federal, the Labor Party will create
that every time because it does not
understand business. In fact Labor is very
hostile to business. Even when it thinks
business might be able to assist, it does
not quite know how to handle that. Then
we have another section of the left in this
state, another grouping that could be in
government after the election if things go
very sadly awry, and that is the Greens.
I mention the Greens and government
in the one sentence and Mr Barber is up
like a seagull in hot fat. He is animated
in a way that I have not seen since he
spoke about windmills half an hour ago.
He would be Deputy Premier, I would
imagine. But the Greens in this state —
not just in this state but across the nation
— are not just incompetent and big on
stuff-ups; their ideology is fanatically
antibusiness. They are fanatically
antibusiness. They are fanatically
antijobs. They are fanatically antigrowth.
They are fanatically anticapitalism. They
are fanatically anti free enterprise.
How are we as a state supposed to
create jobs if we have as a government the
Greens in coalition with the ALP? If we
want to know what happens when the ALP
gets into bed with the Greens, we need
only look at Tasmania and see what has
happened down there.
Mr Ramsay — Bankrupted the state.
Mr FINN — They did bankrupt the state,
Mr Ramsay. I fear how long it will take for
that — —
Mr Ramsay — It will take a Liberal
Premier to get them out.
Mr FINN — It might take three or four
Liberal premiers to get them out, because
that is how long it is going to take.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — We will get to the Senate
in a minute, Mr Ramsay. We see what
Labor and the Greens did in Tasmania.
We see the unemployment, and we see
the economic devastation that was a
direct result of the governments they had
down there for far too long a time. We do
not want a repeat of that in Victoria. It
would be a disaster if we were to embrace
that in Victoria, given that we are still
largely a manufacturing state. You can
put money down that a Labor-Greens
coalition government would destroy the
manufacturing and industrial base of this
state. It would be dead within 12 months.
There would be nothing left. They would
all pack up and leave.
I am concerned about what might
happen, because I have heard from
members of the Labor Party and the
Greens today. They are big on whingeing,
stuff-ups and incompetence. That is what
they are good at.
Mr Ondarchie — They are the P76 of
policy.
Mr FINN — They are indeed. That is
a good comparison — the P76 of policy.
The Labor Party and the Greens are the
P76 of policy, except that you would not
get out and push them, would you? No,
I would not either. These are the people
who stand up in the house and talk
about employment. They talk about the
importance of jobs. They talk about how
we need to create employment, stimulate
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the private sector and all these sorts of
things. Mr Ondarchie talks about the
stimulation of the private sector on a
regular basis. It is something he takes a
particular interest in, and he has done so
for a very long time. Thank God he does,
because quite frankly somebody has to.
I am deeply concerned that we have
heard today from Mr Barber and Ms
Tierney a very — how can I be charitable?
— interesting — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Ramsay should know
I am a very charitable person. We have
heard a very interesting view of the
world, yet these are the very people
whose parties, until two or three weeks
ago, not just introduced but kept the
carbon tax in this country. I do not want
to go into depth as to what the carbon
tax achieved, because it did not achieve
anything. Quite frankly, we all know that
the environmental movement is not about
the environment. The environmental
movement does not care about the
environment — actually I should say the
hard left political extreme environmental
movement, the Greens, because of
course there is a large section of the
environmental movement that does a
great job, such as the people who are out
planting trees and the great volunteer
community groups all over the place who
do a great job, and I congratulate them.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — They are the loony left, Mr
Ondarchie.
They do not care about the
environment. What they care about is
economic and political revolution. That is
what they are on about, and that is what
they were using the carbon tax for. They
were using it to screw business. They were
using it to go after those people in the
business community whom they saw as
their enemies.
Mr Ramsay — The wealth creators.
Mr FINN — The wealth creators and
the job creators were the ones who were
suffering under the carbon tax. I well
remember, when this tax was being
debated a few years ago, just after the
then Prime Minister announced that
there would be no carbon tax under a
government she led — members might
remember that — making a prediction
that this carbon tax would cause
enormous grief for a large number of
businesses.
It would cause the loss of a massive
number of jobs, and it would cause
what in some areas would be close to a
recession, possibly the biggest recession
we have seen since the 1930s. Sad to say, I
was proven right.
We have seen a number of companies
pack up and leave. We have seen other
companies close down. Each time a
company has done that jobs have been
lost, people have been thrown out of work
and breadwinners have lost their ability to
support their families. That is the reality
of the Labor-Greens carbon tax. It did not
do anything for the environment. It could
not do anything for the environment. They
could not make it rain by putting on a
tax, but that is what they tried to do, or so
they would have us believe. As I explained
earlier, their real motivation was much
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more sinister, and if they were still in
government, that would be something
they would be continuing with.
I would be interested to hear the views
of any future opposition speakers on
the comments of the federal opposition
leader, Bill Shorten. He said that if Labor
wins the next election, it will reintroduce
the carbon tax. Now there is a bloke who
does not want to be Prime Minister; there
is a bloke who is just not keen on the deal
at all. There is a bloke who stood in the
national Parliament with all the evidence
put in front of him of the devastation
the carbon tax caused business, the
devastation the carbon tax caused
employment and the jobs lost from one
end of the country to the other, and he
said, ‘If we get a chance, we are going to
reintroduce it, we are going to do it again’.
Christine Milne, the federal Leader of the
Greens, jumped up and said, ‘We are with
you all the way’. What is new there? We
have to realise that the Labor Party and
the Greens are Siamese twins.
I have not examined them closely
enough to see where they are joined, but
without doubt they are Siamese twins, and
they cannot be separated. We just have
to look at them, despite comments that
come from the Labor Party from time to
time, despite comments that come from
the Greens and despite the little spats
that we might see in the Assembly seats
of Melbourne or Brunswick, to see that
the Labor Party and the Greens are pretty
much the same. That is a sad fact of life. It
is a sad fact of life for business, a sad fact
of life for industry and a sad fact of life for
many people who have lost their jobs as a
result of Greens policies introduced by the
former federal government and a number
of state governments around the country.
Who can ever forget, for example, the
number of state governments that took the
advice of Sandbags Flannery — Professor
Tim Flannery — when he said it would
never rain again and built desalination
plants. One of them was built in Victoria,
and it is still costing us $1.8 million a day.
That is the sort of money we could put
into creating jobs, but instead it is going
down for the third time at the desalination
plant at Wonthaggi. It is a scary prospect
when one thinks about what would
happen to the economy of this state and
this nation if the Labor Party and the
Greens were ever to get control of the
reins again.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — Anarchy and economic
disaster. And that is exactly what they
want, particularly the Greens members,
because they know that in an environment
where people are unemployed, living in
poverty and struggling to that extent they
will turn to extremists like the Greens.
We have seen that down through the
decades, if not the centuries. When people
are down on their luck, when they have
no jobs and no money, they will turn to
extremists. That is what the extreme left —
and I certainly include the Greens in that
— are hoping for in this country.
We have heard from Ms Tierney today
——
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — It really was not worth
repeating, but we did hear from her. She

48

got a bit excited from time to time, it has
to be said, and there is nothing wrong
with that. I think a bit of excitement
from time to time is a very good thing.
What she did not tell us was that if Labor
wins the election on 29 November,
the minister in charge of the building
industry will be a card-carrying member
of the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU), Brian Tee.
Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Tierney thinks it is
funny.
I do not think too many builders or
investors in this state would think that
would be funny. If Dictaphone Dan wins
on 29 November and he appoints Brian
Tee as the minister for — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms
Pennicuik) — Order! I ask the member
to return to the subject of the motion
and to be careful how he refers to other
members.
Mr FINN — Certainly. I have not left
the subject, and I am just about to talk
about how many jobs we are going to
lose if Brian Tee becomes the Minister for
Planning. Can we imagine a card-carrying
member of the CFMEU, the greatest mob
of no-hopers who have ever walked —
probably since Norm Gallagher anyway,
and that is going back a few years — as the
bloke who is going to be in charge of the
building industry, the man who is going to
oversee — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — It will be John Setka who is
in fact running the show. What we will in
effect be doing is putting a big sign up over
Victoria which says, ‘Closed’. We will be
pulling down the shutters and putting up
a big sign which says, ‘Closed, come back
again in a few years’. That is what is going
to happen. Does anybody seriously think
that any investor or any builder with half a
brain would put a cent into Victoria with a
planning minister who is a member of the
CFMEU? Does anybody seriously think
that anybody is going to put money into
Victoria in that situation?
They might as well take their money out
into the middle of Bass Strait and turf it
over the side of the boat. It would be easier
and less painful. Can we imagine how
many jobs would be lost if Brian Tee were
the Minister for Planning in this state?
Brian Tee, a card-carrying member of the
militant, extreme left, thuggish CFMEU
——
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Corrupt, indeed! If he were
the Minister for Planning, I guarantee that
within six months there would not be a
construction job left in Melbourne.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — They most certainly are not
defending him; in fact they are doing the
very best they can to ignore the fact that
Brian Tee is going to be the next Minister
for Planning if the Labor Party wins the
election. He will cause the subsequent job
losses in Victoria because what we will
see — and when you look at the skyline of
Melbourne at the moment — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Is it 43 at the moment? I
thought I counted 47 the other day, but it
was after the Richmond game and I might

have been seeing double. I know there
are a significant number of cranes on the
skyline, and cranes on the skyline, as John
Cain used to say, are jobs. That is a sign
that the economy is strong and that job
growth is strong. But what would happen
if Brian Tee were to become planning
minister in this state?
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — The skyline would be gaunt.
It would shut down almost overnight.
We would see tens of thousands, if
not hundreds of thousands, of jobs
lost, because we are not just talking
about the immediate job losses on the
construction sites; we are talking about
the trickle-down effect right through all
the associated industries. We are talking
about massive job losses and the loss of an
entire industry if Brian Tee — —
Mr Leane — I raise a point of order,
Acting President, on relevance, to start
with, and tedious repetition. When I say
‘tedious repetition’, I mean this is the same
speech we have heard from Mr Finn week
in, week out during general business. It is
not today’s contribution alone but it is the
same speech every week, and it is tedious.
Maybe he should give someone else a go.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order,
Acting President, this is about jobs. I know
the ALP does not like to hear the truth, but
this is about jobs.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, I was talking about
the number of jobs that would be lost if
Brian Tee, a member of the CFMEU, were
to become the planning minister of this
state. If that is not related directly to the
motion before the Chair — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms
Pennicuik) — Order! Thank you, Mr
Finn; you do not need to debate the
point of order. I tried to refer you back to
the motion earlier. I think I have some
sympathy with Mr Leane’s assertion that
you are repeating the same thing many
times. If you could move on to a different
point in the motion and stick to the
motion, that would be much appreciated.
Mr FINN — I can understand your
position, Acting President.
I too have a great deal of sympathy for
Mr Leane on a number of levels, and I
wish him all the very best, as I mentioned
earlier.
As part of the plans for job growth
in this state we have a number of very
exciting projects that have been outlined
by various ministers and the Premier
himself. The most exciting, I have to
say, is the Melbourne rail link. This is
something that I am getting a great deal
of very positive feedback about, not just
in Melbourne but right across Australia.
This airport rail link will create 3700 new
jobs. That is just on one project. We are
looking at something that will not just
be of enormous benefit to motorists
and to visitors to our great state but will
obviously create a lot of jobs for a lot of
people, predominantly in my electorate, I
am pleased to say. It will be a great boon.
It will allow the Melbourne Airport to
continue its growth and development.
It is interesting to note that when
Melbourne Airport was controlled by
the federal government there were some
10 000 jobs there; since the airport was
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privatised we have seen the airport
employment rise to somewhere in the
vicinity of 25 000 jobs. That will continue,
and we will see many more thousands of
jobs at Melbourne Airport as it becomes
more user-friendly and as the rail link
allows people to come and go. It will also
give people in places like Gladstone Park,
Tullamarine, Westmeadows and Bulla
access to a public transport source that
they currently do not have. It will help
people who are looking for jobs and who
are in need of public transport to get to
and from employment. Whichever way
you look at it, the airport rail link is a
major plus for Victoria, is a major plus
for — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — If Mr Leane wants to talk
about it being built, he should talk — —
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms
Pennicuik) — Order! Mr Leane, that is
disorderly. Through the Chair, Mr Finn.
Mr FINN — I was speaking through
the Chair, Acting President. I am very
concerned about Mr Leane. I do not want
this to be his last birthday. I think he is
about to blow a gasket, just between you
and — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — He will not blow the
candles out at this rate; I am concerned
about it.
That link will be a huge boost for not
only the western and northern suburbs
of Melbourne — I know Mr Ondarchie
is very keen on supporting the northern
suburbs of Melbourne — and a lot of the
suburban areas around the airport, but
also for Melbourne and for Victoria.
One of the great industries that has
been resuscitated under this government
— and I think we should congratulate the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
Louise Asher, on this — is tourism.
Tourism has become a great job creator
in Victoria under this government. First
of all, as members might recall, the
Kennett government kickstarted it. It died
a very slow death under the previous
Labor government, and now tourism is
back in town. It is going to be boosted
enormously, as will job growth, with the
construction of the airport link.
It was interesting to hear Mr Leane over
there saying, ‘It won’t happen’. He would
know about things not happening. A lot
of people do not know this — I do not
know why, because I have said it a few
times — but the first broken promise of
the Bracks Labor government in 1999 was
the scrapping of the promise to build the
airport rail link. Labor promised the link
back in 1999 — 15 years ago. Within weeks
of its election the Bracks government did
the old Ernie Sigley line, ‘Only joking!’,
and turfed it. I am not sure how Hansard
is going to report that. The Bracks
government turfed it. It was a broken
promise. As a result, the jobs were lost.
There will be no more broken promises,
no more lost jobs. We are going to see an
employment boom not just in the north
and west of Melbourne but right through
Victoria as a result of this great project. It
will bring hundreds of thousands, if not
millions, of extra people into Victoria.

It will certainly add to our livability
and our friendliness, which is something
that I had not mentioned earlier. Despite
what Mr Leane might think, we are the
friendliest people in the world as well. I
am looking forward to the airport rail link
being built as part of the Melbourne rail
link with the 3700 new jobs that that will
create.
Those who travel by car will be able
to enjoy the benefits of the CityLinkTullamarine Freeway widening. That will
improve the travel times to the airport by,
I am told, between 15 and 20 minutes. I
am pretty excited about that. It will get me
home a lot earlier.
I do not know, Acting President,
whether you are familiar with travelling on
the Tullamarine Freeway at peak hour, but
it is not a lot of fun.
If we can do something — and we are
going to do something — to speed that
up and allow people to get home or to
work in the morning a little more quickly,
that will be a good thing. We will have the
CityLink-Tullamarine widening at a cost
of about $800 million, if my recollection
is correct, with 700 new jobs. With the rail
link, including the airport rail link and
the widening of the Tullamarine Freeway,
there will be 4400 new jobs, and that is just
to begin with.
That is just two projects — and 4400
new jobs. And Mr Barber says we have got
no plans for a second term. What does
he reckon those projects are? We could
go on to talk about the east-west link,
because that obviously is going to be a
huge boost for employment in Victoria. At
the beginning it was just going to be the
eastern section of the east-west link, and
that was going to create 3200 new jobs;
now there will be 7600 jobs on three new
projects.
The Prime Minister came to town —
God bless him — and together with the
Premier announced that we would also
be building the western section of the
east-west link. I am looking for the exact
number of jobs that will be created — I
will ask my advisers for help.
Mr Ondarchie — Lots.
Mr FINN — There are lots, thank you.
There will be many, many jobs.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — There will be thousands
more jobs on the western link. That will
make the western suburbs far more
accessible for many people, and it will
provide new job opportunities, new
businesses and new industries.
Trucks and heavy vehicles will be able
to access those areas, so in places like
Truganina and other parts of the western
suburbs we will see industry growth and
jobs growth. That is going to be very good
for Victoria, very good for Melbourne
and very good for people who are looking
for jobs. There is no doubt that what is
planned by the Napthine government
in its second term is very exciting. It is
particularly exciting for those people who
are looking for jobs. There are going to be
jobs everywhere. That is the reality, and it
might be worthwhile — —
Mr Ondarchie — Did anybody lose their
job over a dictaphone?
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Mr FINN — I might mention the
dictaphone in a minute. At this moment
it might be worth just drawing a parallel
between what is being provided by the
Napthine government and what the
alternative is. If Labor were to be elected,
we would lose the thousands of jobs
that will be produced by the coalition
government because Labor will scrap
those projects.
As I mentioned earlier, the construction
industry will pack up and leave as a result
of Brian Tee, a card-carrying member of
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union, becoming the Minister
for Planning. I know the members of
the Labor Party do not like me saying
that, but it is something of which people
really should be aware before they
vote — that is, if they vote for the Labor
Party or indeed for the Greens at the
upcoming election, they will be handing
the entire construction industry and
every construction job in this state over to
militant unionists in the CFMEU. They will
be voting to kill the construction industry
in this state.
There is a very clear position on both
sides. On one side, with the coalition,
you have got jobs, jobs, jobs, growth and
more jobs. On the other side you have
got economic destruction, with the gross
unemployment that will create.
It is pretty clear to me that what
this government is putting forward is
something everybody who is concerned
about jobs in this state should be
supporting, and that includes Ms Tierney.
If Ms Tierney is fair dinkum about jobs
and about producing and growing
jobs in this state, she will get up and
say, ‘In November I am voting Liberal’.
That is what she would say if she were
fair dinkum; but we know she is not.
We know she is having a lend of us, as
the opposition does every Wednesday.
Members opposite love to come into this
chamber and have a lend of us, and no
more so than what they are doing today.
I could go on for quite some time. I have
to say that I am exceedingly excited about
the future of Victoria under the Napthine
coalition government. Bring on 29
November and let us go on with building
a better Victoria and making Victoria an
even better place for us all.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
20 August 2014

Labor Party
election candidates
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Prior to the election of 2010, the then
Brumby Labor government made a big
deal of distancing itself from the corrupt
activities of Labor members of the then
Brimbank City Council. So embarrassed
was the previous Labor government
that it actually dismissed the Brimbank
council, doing anything it could to cover
up such disgraceful behaviour by ALP
factional warlords and their puppets in
the lead-up to an election. Presumably
the current Leader of Opposition in the
Assembly, Daniel Andrews, then a senior
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cabinet minister, was also disgusted by
what he saw in Brimbank. Presumably Mr
Andrews was equally ashamed of what
members of his party did to the people of
Brimbank.
If that was the situation less than five
years ago, I must ask the question: what
has changed?
Given Mr Andrews’s support for
the then mayor of Brimbank, Natalie
Suleyman, as the ALP candidate for
St Albans in the November election, I
must ask if Mr Andrews has done a total
backflip. Why is the individual who led
the council that gave local government in
this state a bad name now acceptable as a
member of the Andrews Labor team? Why
is Mr Andrews supporting a candidate
who in the past treated the people of St
Albans with total contempt? Does Daniel
Andrews now believe that the corruption,
threats, bullying and malfeasance of
the Brimbank council led by Natalie
Suleyman were an acceptable way of
treating people living and working in that
municipality?
If Daniel Andrews is fair dinkum about
being Premier of this state, he should
immediately sack Natalie Suleyman as his
candidate for St Albans and declare the
wretched filth and thorough rottenness
of the Labor Party a thing of the past. We
know Labor neglects Melbourne’s west
——
The PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
21 August 2014

Level crossings

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport and in
so doing say how excited the people of
St Albans and many parts of the western
suburbs are at the imminent removal of
the Main Road, St Albans, level crossing.
This has been a long-running saga, and
I am delighted, as are the people of the
west delighted, that it is finally going to
be resolved. Nobody likes level crossings,
and I sincerely hope that very soon we will
see the removal of the Buckley Street level
crossing in Essendon, which is causing a
great deal of trouble as well.
I understand there is a proposal on the
table in some quarters to remove 50 level
crossings in one go. My understanding
is that the removal of level crossings is
something that has to be done in a careful
and planned way.
Further, my understanding is that so far
the removal of level crossings in the term
of this government has been done so as
not to cause chaos on our roads or on our
public transport system. It is important
that people are made aware that any
proposal to remove 50 level crossings at
once is something that could well cause
a great deal of difficulty for a good many
people. It is something that concerns
me. We already have a huge congestion
problem on our roads, particularly on our
main roads. The last thing we need to do
is present that problem to some of our
minor roads as well, particularly those
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which have level crossings on them. I ask
the minister to provide some information
for this house, and I think probably for
the general community, to ensure that
people are aware of what will happen
if a great number of level crossings are
eliminated in one hit — what it will mean
to motorists, what it will mean to public
transport users and what it will mean
in terms of disruption to our general
community.
I am particularly concerned, for
example, as I mentioned earlier with the
Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing,
that it might cause a great deal of difficulty
for the people of Essendon, Niddrie and
surrounds if that were to be removed with
others. I ask the minister to provide that
information.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
21 August 2014

Healthcare workers
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is directed to the
Minister for Health, and I ask: will the
minister update the house on any recent
state government initiatives that improve
safety and security for Victoria’s health
practitioners?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for
Health) — I indicate to the chamber
that the government takes the safety
and protection of healthcare workers
very seriously. The sentencing bill that
is being debated in the lower house
this week is an important bill because
it lays out a stronger set of penalties for
those who assault or attack emergency
workers, including paramedics and those
in emergency departments, and lays
out some very clear standards for the
community. But the government is going
further than that.
This week it introduced the Justice
Legislation (Confiscation and Other
Matters) Bill 2014 into the lower house.
That bill will provide a further step to
protect healthcare workers by providing
for fines of 60 penalty units and up to
six months imprisonment for those
who assault a healthcare worker in the
course of their work. These are very clear
penalties. It is important to understand
that inside our hospitals and health
services we need to have healthcare
workers who are safe and able to provide
care in good safety. Patients should also
be safe in our healthcare institutions. The
government has spent tens of millions
of dollars improving the safety of our
hospitals after the tawdry mess it found
when it came to government, putting — —
Mr Leane — Tell us.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Let me tell you.
Some 22 health services reported
having both fixed trigger and personal
duress buttons for staff that were not — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, they are; they
are going in all around the state. There will
be more CCTV all around the state — in
Maroondah, in Box Hill and in all our
hospitals around the state. There are new
design principles to make sure that new

hospitals are safer. But we are also going
to put penalties in place. This stands in
stark contrast to the letter sent to Doug
Travis on 20 November 2007 by the then
Attorney-General in which he told the
Australian Medical Association (AMA)
that the government would not increase
penalties for assaults on healthcare
workers — a shameful and ridiculous
letter that said, ‘We won’t increase
penalties’.
Mr Jennings — It was superseded by
government policy.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It was not. Labor
did not bring in the increased penalties
that the AMA was seeking. The AMA
wanted stronger penalties, and Labor
would not do it. Labor would not send a
clear signal to people. Dan Andrews —
Daniel or Dan Andrews — now the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, would
not bring legislation forward to make
healthcare workers safe. He left them
high and dry. It is this government that is
putting the legislation in, this government
that is strengthening the arrangements,
this government that is fixing the
problems in our health services and this
government that treats our healthcare
workers seriously, unlike the previous
government, which refused to do so to
its — —
Mr Jennings — That’s not true. You
know it’s not true.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It did. You refused
to do it.
That is what the AMA was told. That is
what former Attorney-General, Rob Hulls,
told the AMA; he said he would not
increase the penalties.
Mr Jennings — But you know that was
superseded.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It was not. That
was not satisfactory. The AMA wanted
these penalties, and it is very happy with
the penalties. I pay tribute to the advocacy
of the AMA Victorian branch in this area.
I understand the significance of this
matter to the AMA. I have met with it on
this matter a number of times, and the
Attorney-General has met with it on this
matter. A legislative solution has been
crafted which will strengthen the penalties
for those who assault healthcare workers.
This stands in stark contrast to the weak,
vacillating and hopeless activity by Labor
when it was in government. It did not stick
up for healthcare workers and was not
prepared to be tough on those who assault
healthcare workers.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
2 September 2014

Harpley Estate,
Wyndham

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed
to my good friend and colleague the
Minister for Planning, and I ask: will the
minister inform the house of what action
the Napthine government has taken to
improve livability, affordability and job
creation in Melbourne’s western suburbs?
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning)
— Ваш будинок є Ваш домом — that
means one’s house is one’s home in
Ukrainian. Providing a house and a home
for so many Victorians is a focus of this
government.
That is why this government has pride
in its achievements over this term in
ensuring that there is adequate land
supply for all Victorians into the future
to ensure that a house and a home can
be on offer for those who come to live
in our great state, who are born in this
magnificent state or who move from other
states to this wonderful state to experience
how wonderful it is to live in Melbourne or
regional or rural Victoria.
As part of that this government has
made a very deliberate effort around land
supply and bringing forward new land to
ensure that it combats issues like housing
affordability and the provision of houses
and homes for all those people who are
living in Victoria as our population grows.
Mr Finn would know this as he represents
in this Parliament one of the areas that has
the fastest population growth in Australia.
Mr Elsbury knows this as he joined
me last week at the beginning of the
construction of Lend Lease’s Harpley
project, which is the newest community
in the city of Wyndham, one of the fastest
growing communities in Australia.
Harpley is a $1 billion development in
Melbourne’s western suburbs that will
provide 4000 homes for 12 000 residents. It
is going to be a new era for the outer west
of Wyndham. It will border the regional
rail link project, and people in this new
estate will be able to walk to the train
station.
In dealing with the Metropolitan
Planning Authority the government has
obtained $533 million in development
contributions. I will say that again: $533
million in development contributions
to ensure that we bring forward
infrastructure earlier than would normally
be the case. Many new roads will be
built to service this development and to
bring people to the new East Werribee
employment precinct, which is just
around the corner from the Harpley
project in the city of Wyndham.
It was a great day. I was with Mr Elsbury,
Metropolitan Planning Authority CEO
Peter Seamer; Wyndham mayor Cr Bob
Fairclough and of course some of the
councillors from the City of Wyndham
to launch the Harpley project. The
project consists of 435 hectares and will
have 60 hectares of public open space
and parkland. It will have a showcase
development of a water-oriented town
centre to entice commercial development
to the centre of the new project. Harpley
will have a mix of housing densities, which
is very important in growth areas. Some
of our lower density areas will be on the
outskirts of the project. There will be some
new higher density areas taking advantage
of the government’s smaller housing code,
which we have brought in to facilitate
a greater level of density in our growth
areas.
It was a pleasure to be with Lend Lease,
the Melbourne Planning Authority,
Wyndham council and in particular my
colleague Andrew Elsbury to launch the

Harpley project — one of Melbourne’s
newest communities — on behalf of Lend
Lease and to see that those people who
want a house and a home in the future can
be a part of this government’s building a
better Victoria.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
3 September 2014

Hobsons Bay
differential rate

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Local Government, and it
follows a meeting I recently had with Mr
Jimmy Kane of The Village Williamstown.
He has expressed concerns about the
differential rate, or indeed the lack of a
differential rate, being applied to The
Village Williamstown by the Hobsons Bay
City Council. Mr Kane informs me that
there are approximately 38 000 residents
living in approximately 400 retirement
villages in Victoria and that currently
residents pay totally to repair and
maintain the facilities within their villages
through
fees paid to the managers or owners of
the villages. These facilities include several
kilometres of roads, footpaths, kerbs,
drainage and street lighting. A number
of villages manage their own rubbish
removal and include that cost in their
residents’ fees.
Many villages also provide services such
as libraries, swimming pools, suitable
sporting facilities, medical support
and similar services, thus reducing the
pressure on the community and the use of
community facilities provided by the local
council.
Last year, despite amendments having
been made to section 161 of the Local
Government Act 1989 dealing with
differential rates, only 5 councils out of the
79 in Victoria introduced differential rates
for their retirement villages. I am sad to
say that Hobsons Bay City Council was not
among them. That is the main thrust of the
concern of Mr Kane and his fellow retirees
in The Village Williamstown. They believe
the village should be allowed to have a
differential rate — in fact a cut in rates of
somewhere around 25 per cent — and
I have to say I think they probably have
quite a good argument.
I ask the minister to request that his
office facilitate a meeting between The
Village Williamstown and the Hobsons
Bay City Council with a view to discussing
what the possibilities are with regard
to differential rating and to ensure that
both sides of the argument are put so this
matter can be resolved constructively and
justly before very long. I ask the minister
to do that on my behalf for the benefit of
those good people in Williamstown.
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COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
4 September 2014

Women in sport

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is directed to the
Minister for Sport and Recreation. Will the
minister inform the house of details of the
recently announced women in sport task
force that will be chaired by the president
of the Richmond Football Club, Peggy
O’Neal?
Hon. D. K. DRUM (Minister for Sport
and Recreation) — I understand that there
was a large fight behind the scenes this
morning between Ms Lovell and Mr Finn
as to who would get the chance to ask this
question, but I hear Mr Finn was able to
prevail. Last week I had the opportunity to
bring the concept of women in sport and
their representation on boards to the fore
and make the great announcement that
we will introduce a task force to look into
all of these issues. That task force will be
headed up by Peggy O’Neal, the president
of the Richmond Football Club, the first
ever female president of an AFL or VFL
club.
She has had an amazing past 10 or 11
weeks in her role. There has been some
high-profile commentary on the fact that
she has been able to ride out a very tough
first half of the year and is being seen as
doing an amazing job as the first female
leader of an AFL club.
The number of females on sporting
boards across not only Victoria but
Australia is a big issue that I have been
made aware of in my short time as the
Minister for Sport and Recreation. The
Australian Sports Commission found that
only 23 per cent of all directorships in
sporting organisations are held by women,
and 17 per cent of national sporting
organisations have no women at all on
their boards. Whilst women comprise 50
per cent of the population and about 50
per cent of all participants in the sport and
recreation sector are women, the number
of women on sporting boards is extremely
low. Only 29 per cent of the positions in
the Victorian state sporting associations
are held by women. Why it is and what
can be done?
How do we get a better understanding
of subconscious bias in relation to
women’s positions? How do we face up to
these challenges?
As members have heard me say many
times in this chamber, we have a historical
legacy of inadequate change facilities for
many women as they partake in sporting
activities. I will be encouraging the task
force to look at all these issues and at any
other issue it thinks is pertinent.
We have a number of passionate
advocates in the field. Apart from Peggy
O’Neal, we have had presentations
recently by Leigh Russell and a couple
of other passionate advocates, such as
Nicholas Barnett. We are looking to use
as many of these advocates as possible to
encourage greater participation by and
representation of women on boards, as
well as a range of things such as increased
representation in leadership roles and
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making sure that we build the leadership
opportunities for women.
We are hoping all those issues can be
addressed by the task force in the next few
months.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
4 September 2014

Steve Bracks

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Like every member of the Tigers family,
I was pretty happy last Sunday, and
I fully intend to be even happier this
Sunday — but I was overjoyed to discover
that our friends in the Labor Party have
resurrected my old mate Bracksy. I was
particularly pleased because Steve Bracks
left this Parliament in such a hurry. He did
not get the chance to answer some very
important questions, but now we will get
the chance to ask him about the disastrous
desalination plant, dodgy deals with the
unions as a result of that desalination
plant and how he justifies a daily $1.8
million bill to Victorian taxpayers for
a Labor white elephant that has yet to
provide a single drop of water. We could
ask him why he sought to reinvent the
wheel, costing Victorians millions,
as Labor stuffed up the very simple
production of a tram ticket.
Good old Bracksy can explain to us
all the intricate details of Labor’s myki
system. Perhaps he can tell us why his
government was so supportive of the
east-west link. Maybe he can explain
to his protege, Mr Andrews, the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly —
Dictaphone Dan — the importance of
this vital project to the future of Victoria.
Maybe he can even explain to us why he
did a bunk on his constituents in the seat
of Williamstown, leaving the taxpayers to
pick up the cost of a by-election. Labor
types cannot even leave Parliament
without costing Victorians an arm and a
leg. Steve Bracks reminds every Victorian
of the disasters Labor brings with it. I only
hope Bracksy goes doorknocking.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
16 September 2014

Western suburbs

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to congratulate the Footscray Bulldogs
on making it into the VFL grand final
next Sunday. I wish the Bulldogs all the
very best for another win for Melbourne’s
West. Go doggies — woof, woof! Sadly,
that is where the good news ends for
Melbourne’s western suburbs. The
Victorian Labor Party has again betrayed
the people of the west. The Leader of the
Opposition and member for Mulgrave
in the other place, Daniel Andrews, has
lifted his middle digit in the direction
of Melbourne’s west and told motorists
on the Calder Freeway, the Tullamarine
Freeway and the West Gate Freeway that
he does not care if they rot. By declaring
that he, as a future Premier, would kill the
east-west link, he has told those motorists
that he does not care how long it takes
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them to get to work or to get home to see
their families.
Daniel Andrews wants to condemn
generations of western suburban
residents to the gridlock they currently
suffer, and without the east-west link
it will undoubtedly get worse. Again
Labor shows it does not give a stuff about
Melbourne’s west. Along with Mr Elsbury,
last Sunday I was at the Western Region
Football League grand final in Werribee.
The white-hot anger towards Labor over
this betrayal was palpable. Mr Andrews
is about to find out that the people of the
west loathe him as much as he detests
them. Melbourne’s west has had more
than enough of Labor’s neglect.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
17 September 2014

Sunbury
municipality

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Local Government.
It follows his recent visit to Sunbury,
where he met with locals as well as Mr
Elsbury and me, Mrs Millar and the
Liberal candidate for the seat of Sunbury
— and, we hope, the first Liberal member
for Sunbury — Jo Hagan. The minister
announced in that meeting that he would
be going ahead with a new municipality
— the city of Sunbury. This is an issue
that has been ongoing for some 20 years
and an issue I was involved in back in the
1990s when I represented that area in the
lower house.
The minister, Mr Bull, announced that
the city of Sunbury would be given the
go-ahead by this government, and those
who have followed this issue for a long
time will know that back in 1999 the Labor
Party first promised the people of Sunbury
a vote on this issue.
It has recycled that promise a couple
of times since then, but it was this
government that allowed the people of
Sunbury to have their say when it ordered
a vote on the issue last year. The vote was
overwhelming, not just in Sunbury but
right throughout the city of Hume, that
Sunbury should be allowed to leave Hume
and set up its own municipality.
It seems that there is now a campaign
by the Hume council and by a number
of Labor MPs, including the outgoing
member for Yuroke and the member
for Broadmeadows in the Assembly,
to attempt to subvert the wishes of the
people of Sunbury and those of the city of
Hume, as expressed in a democratic vote.
That is of deep concern to a lot of people.
There is deep concern that if there is a
change of government on 29 November,
the new government will dump the
concept of the city of Sunbury and deny
the people of Sunbury their democratic
wish.
Therefore I ask the minister as a matter
of urgency to gazette the new city of
Sunbury so that the wishes and longheld desires of the people of Sunbury are
respected and they can have their own
municipality. I should also say that as a

resident of the township of Bulla my home
will also be in that new municipality. I ask
the minister to ensure that he gazettes the
new city of Sunbury before the
Labor Party has a chance to knock it on
the head.

COUNCIL
17 September 2014

Firefighter
Compensation

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on this motion with, I have to
say, some degree of confusion in my mind
about the intention of the Greens on a
couple of points. Certainly I agree with the
Greens when they say that our firefighting
services are comprised of men and
women who should be respected. They are
comprised of men and women who are
doing an extraordinarily important job for
our community, and I salute those men
and women.
However, last night the Greens did
not seem to think that the firefighters
were worth the sort of protection the
government was bestowing upon them via
other legislation.
The Greens cannot come into this place
today and talk about the importance of
the firefighters, about how much they
love the firefighters and about what they
want to do for the firefighters when last
night they voted twice against a bill —
they called a division on the second and
third readings — which was aimed at
stiffening sentences for those who would
injure or indeed kill firefighters and other
emergency services workers in the course
of their duties. I have been in this place
for almost eight years now, and in the
other place for seven, and in that time I
have seen a fair bit, but I was generally
shocked last night when Ms Pennicuik
made the statement that the Greens would
in fact oppose that bill. It confuses me
even more when the Greens bring forward
this motion today, which seems to be in
conflict with the position they had last
night.
They do not know which way is up; that
is very clear. I refer to paragraph (2) of the
motion, which reads:
... condemns the coalition government
for blocking progress on legislation
to address this issue ... The word
‘condemn’ is a very interesting one.

Mrs Peulich — The Greens don’t like us
using that word.
Mr FINN — The Greens do not like to
use that word. I refer to comments Ms
Hartland made in this house as reported
in Hansard of 29 June 2011:
Before I start my contribution I note
that in the previous Parliament the
Greens would not support motions from
the Liberal-Nationals that had the word
‘condemn’ in them. We will continue
that process, and we have discussed
this with the Labor Party. In the future
we will not be supporting motions that
have the word ‘condemn’ in them.

On the one hand Ms Hartland gets up
in the house and says she will not support
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motions that have the word ‘condemn’ in
them, and on the other hand she herself
puts up a motion that has the word
‘condemn’ in it.
I have to say that I am perplexed as to
exactly what the position of the Greens
is with regard to a number of things, but
there is a contradiction between their
position today and their position last night
and a contradiction on this issue of the
condemnation of government. Perhaps
Ms Hartland just could not bring herself
to agree with the coalition back then;
perhaps that was the case. However, it is
interesting to note that she made it very
clear back in June 2011 that the Greens
will not be supporting motions that have
the word ‘condemn’ in them, yet here we
have Ms Hartland moving her motion,
paragraph 2 of which says, ‘condemns
the Coalition government for blocking
progress’ et cetera. I do not know. It is
very hard to know what the Greens are
going to do and what they are going to
say from one day to the next. Consistency
is not something they can be accused of
with any justification — none whatsoever
— and here we have a clear case of that
inconsistency yet again.
I wanted to point that out because I
think it is important that it be placed
on the record. To condemn or not to
condemn — perhaps that is the question
— but whether the Greens will do it might
even be a bigger question.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
17 September 2014

Leader of the
Parliamentary
Labor Party

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, keeps
telling Victorians that no-one is above
the law, yet he continues to stay silent
on the standover tactics, bullying
and intimidation by members of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU) — a union
that he allowed back into the fold of
the left faction of the ALP. Yet more
allegations were outlined in the Age
newspaper on Friday, 12 September,
of bullying and coercion perpetrated
against subcontractors working on the
Melbourne City Council’s redevelopment
of the Kathleen Syme Library and
Community Centre in Carlton.
According to the Age article, in the
case filed with the Federal Court by Fair
Work Building and Construction, CFMEU
enforcer Theo Theodorou is detailed as
having said to a subcontractor working on
the site that because it was:
... working in the city, it needs to
obtain an enterprise agreement with the
CFMEU ...

The article further states:
When later told by the subcontractor
that it could not afford to enter into such
an agreement, Mr Theodorou allegedly
told the firm that he was ‘going to make

everything very difficult and not let the
boys work on the site’.

These reports come on top of evidence
already heard by the royal commission
into trade union governance and
corruption about CFMEU secretary John
Setka and assistant secretary Shaun
Reardon, and their allegedly illegal
efforts to force concrete giant Boral to
back the union boycott of developer
Grocon or be forced off construction sites.
The allegations keep mounting, yet Mr
Andrews continues to say nothing about
the behaviour of the CFMEU, or of any
other union.
These allegations once again show the
cost of having Daniel Andrews as the next
Premier. Daniel Andrews is becoming our
very own Mark Latham. He and Labor are
an intolerable risk for Victoria.

COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
18 September 2014

VicSmart

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— Welcome from our state senate. My
question is to my friend and colleague the
Minister for Planning, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house what action
the government has taken to speed up
planning application processes across
Victoria through a new codified model of
planning?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning)
— What a pleasure it is to take a
question from my friend and colleague
State Senator Bernie Finn. Without the
cheekiness, can I thank Mr Finn for his
question and again say what a pleasure it
is to talk about the Victorian government’s
reforms that are transforming our
planning system so that there is a reason
for people to come and do business in
Victoria, as opposed to using our planning
system as a deterrent to people coming
to Victoria and wanting to be a part of our
great state.
I can inform the house that today
the City of Greater Geelong’s VicSmart
codified planning system will be gazetted.
You will see some great reforms in
the use of VicSmart codified planning
applications in the central city area of
Greater Geelong, covering buildings
and works with a value of up to $250
000 — above the state standard of $50
000 — restaurant or cafe liquor licence
trading between 7.00 a.m. and 11.00 p.m.,
car parking spaces and a whole range of
applications that would usually follow a
normal planning system will now come
under what is called the VicSmart system
for a 10-day permit turnaround, the
fastest in Australia. The introduction of
VicSmart — a concept, a development, a
plan, from the Liberal-Nationals coalition
government — is one that we believe
and know will put Victoria and planning
assessment in Victoria — —
Mr Tee interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Through the
Chair!
Hon. M. J. GUY — We are hoping the
fish jumps on the hook. Can I just say
again how proud I am to be a part of a
government that has reformed our state’s
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planning system to be the best and most
efficient in Australia. Can I say how
proud I am that we have got the VicSmart
codified system in operation in Australia
and how pleased I am that the City of
Greater Geelong and its mayor, Darryn
Lyons, have adopted VicSmart, expanded
VicSmart and are using VicSmart as a
reason to come and do business in central
Geelong and to put the city way ahead
of competitor markets in, for example,
Hobart, Townsville, Cairns, Newcastle
and Darwin. That is the reason we put in
VicSmart for central city areas like Greater
Geelong.
It is going to have a massive impact
on the Geelong CBD. I congratulate the
mayor in particular on his willingness
and determination that his council
contemporise its planning systems and
do business differently, not just for the
benefit of his council but for the benefit
of all people in Geelong, for the state
government and local members such as
David O’Brien, David Koch and Simon
Ramsay, who represent Western
Victoria Region and who have been
champions of VicSmart for their local
communities. This is further evidence
of how the coalition government and
the Liberal Party and The Nationals are
not just talking about building a better
Victoria but are building a better Victoria.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
18 September 2014

Labor Party
election candidates

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to voice my concerns about the
possibility of a looming breach of trust
between certain elected politicians and
the community. That potential breach
comes closer every day as Victorians
prepare to vote on 29 November. Sadly for
the newly appointed Labor member for
Northern Victoria Region, Margaret Lewis,
her short period in office will end with the
expiry of this Parliament, and we will miss
her. In her place Labor is fielding another
candidate, the current member for Eltham
in the Assembly. The member for Eltham
tells us that he is moving houses because
he cannot cope with the workload
involved in holding a marginal seat and
his workload as a shadow minister.
That is an interesting explanation,
but could it be that after the election,
as has been speculated, he in turn
will give up his seat in the Legislative
Council for Emma Walters, a former
Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU) official and the
partner of CFMEU Victorian secretary
and convicted criminal John Setka? Is this
part of a cosy Labor deal to bypass the
democratic process and do the bidding
of a rogue union, and has the Leader of
the Opposition in the Assembly given his
blessing to such a dirty deal? After letting
the CFMEU back into the party last year
and accepting more than $10 million
from it over the last decade, the ALP has
shown itself to be the puppet of a rogue
union. The Leader of the Opposition has
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been revealed to be a frontman for the
CFMEU. Victoria deserves better than a
frontman. It needs a real leader for the
next four years in the form of Premier
Denis Napthine.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
14 October 2014

Sunbury
municipality

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Local Government.
It concerns the decision of residents of
the city of Hume to allow Sunbury to
set up its own municipal council and
the subsequent campaign by the Hume
City Council to circumvent the will of its
residents — not just residents in Sunbury
but right across the city of Hume.
The council is now throwing around
all sorts of figures, which I suggest might
have best been used before the vote,
in an attempt to confuse people and to
upset the setting up of this new council.
Victorian Labor is sitting on the fence,
but it is clear what will happen under a
Labor government if we look at the Laborcontrolled Hume council. The only way
Sunbury will leave Hume is with the reelection of the Napthine government.
There was a meeting a couple of
weeks ago that I understand was largely
stacked by Australian Services Union
members and staff of the council, who
were enticed there by the offer of a free
meal. It was a very lively meeting held
in Broadmeadows, as I understand it, to
discuss the future of Sunbury. There were
a couple of Sunbury councillors there,
Cr Jack Medcraft and Cr Jack Ogilvie,
and, as you would expect of those two
councillors, they stood up for the people
of Sunbury. As a result of that meeting I
understand that they have been charged
by the council and called into disciplinary
proceedings, and they have been the
subject of considerable vilification on
the part of the council. It seems to me
that the council is persecuting these two
councillors, Cr Ogilvie and Cr Medcraft,
for doing what they are paid and elected
to do — that is, to represent the people of
Sunbury. This seems to me to be grossly
unfair and against the grain of what local
government is all about.
I ask the minister to investigate what
sort of campaign the Hume council
is running, if indeed it is running a
campaign of vilification and persecution
of these two Sunbury councillors, and if it
is found that a campaign of this nature is
being run, to direct his office to take the
appropriate action. This is not something
that I believe is fair or reasonable, nor
should it be tolerated by anybody. When
one considers the overwhelming vote
of the people of Sunbury, and indeed of
Hume, to set up the new municipality, it
seems reasonable to me that the City of
Hume should accept that decision.
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COUNCIL | Adjournment
15 October 2014

East-west link

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Roads. I am sure the
minister will recall coming with me to
meet with local residents in Francis
Street, Yarraville, some years ago and to
view just how badly they are affected by
heavy transport — semitrailers, tankers
of various descriptions and other trucks.
It is quite unbearable at times. Of course
it is not just in Francis Street but also
Somerville Road and right around that
area in Yarraville through to Footscray
that locals are impacted deleteriously
by this heavy transport. I recall the
minister saying at the time that if we
came to government, he would work to
find a solution to this problem. It is a
longstanding problem and I am sure there
are a good many members of this house
who are aware of it.
My understanding is that that problem
will be solved by the government’s
decision to push ahead with the east-west
link. The east-west link will take those
trucks and heavy transports off the streets
of Yarraville and send them elsewhere. I
understand there may be other policies
which may well impact to an even greater
degree on the people of Yarraville by
sending even more trucks onto their
streets. I think it is important that people
know what those various policies are,
particularly the impact of the east-west
link. A lot of people are very aware of the
benefits the east-west link will bring to the
outer west and east.
However, I do not think they understand
nearly as much what the benefits will be
for people in the inner western suburbs. I
think we as a government have somewhat
of an obligation to point out these
benefits to those people, which is
what I am asking the minister to do. I ask
him to take my comments on board and
communicate them in very clear and
direct language to the people of Yarraville,
Footscray and the inner west suburbs to
assure them that the problems they have
suffered over many years are about to
disappear. I am sure they will be extremely
grateful for the minister’s intervention.

COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
15 October 2014

Linking Melbourne
Authority: report
2013-14
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to speak this evening on the
annual report of the Linking Melbourne
Authority. The authority was established
in 2003 — —
Mr D. D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — It is interesting that Mr
O’Brien mentions that. It was in fact
established as the Southern and Eastern

Integrated Transport Authority by the
then Bracks government, as I recall. It was
established to oversee delivery of the $2.5
billion EastLink project.
Members may recall the EastLink
project, which had been called the
Scoresby freeway when I was a lad and
then became the Scoresby tollway after
the Bracks government did a complete
double face — or a back face, a double
backflip or whatever you want to call it —
on an election promise that there would
be no tolls on that freeway. The authority
was renamed the Linking Melbourne
Authority in 2009, and it oversaw the
completion of EastLink and the delivery
of Peninsula Link, which has been a major
achievement of this government, brought
about through the availability of a publicprivate partnership.
In 2013 the Minister for Roads
appointed the Linking Melbourne
Authority as project proponent for
the eastern section of the east-west
link — to link the Eastern Freeway and
CityLink, with a connection to Port
Melbourne. Since then, of course, the state
government has announced there will also
be a western section of the east-west link.
How important this is for Melbourne.
I have a great deal of difficulty
understanding how anybody could
oppose the east-west link. It makes no
sense at all to try to stop this project.
Given that the population of Melbourne
is forever expanding and is projected to
be 8 million — almost double the current
population — in just a few short years, I
would have thought that anybody who
has any concern for the major metropolis
of Melbourne would be very enthusiastic
about the east-west link. I can certainly
assure this house that those in my
electorate, in the western suburbs, are
extremely excited about the prospect of
the east-west link being completed. You
do not have to go very far to hear people
express their enthusiasm for this roadway.
For too long, as a result of policies which
may have been a bit short-sighted in the
past, the people of the western suburbs
have been subject to roadways which are
gridlocked most of the time. Residents in
my area are subject to gridlock morning
and night, and they spend far too much
time in their cars heading to and from
work.
Mr D. D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — I was not going to mention
this, but I am glad Mr O’Brien reminded
me that I should. It seems that the
opposition in this state is opposed to
having the idea of having an east-west
link. Labor MPs are saying to the people
of the western suburbs — the people of
Werribee, Caroline Springs and Sunbury
— that they do not particularly care that
those people are stuck in traffic. The MPs
are saying they do not particularly care
that it takes those people so long to get to
work and to get home.
In fact those MPs are saying to the
people of the western suburbs that as far
as the MPs are concerned, those people
can rot while they wait to get to work and
to get home. Those MPs are saying — —
Mr D. D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — The latte set, it seems to
me, is more important. It seems to me
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very clear, as explained by the Leader
of the Opposition in the other place,
Dictaphone Dan, that a few votes in the
inner city, needed to protect his mates in
the Socialist Left of the ALP — from not
the Liberals but the Greens — is what this
is all about. The Labor Party has decided
to sacrifice the people of Werribee, the
people of Sunbury and the people of
Caroline Springs — the people of the outer
west — on the altar of protecting its vote
from the Greens. That is pathetic. Bring on
east-west link.

COUNCIL
15 October 2014

Government
Performance

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
listened to Mr Lenders fondly, because
I know we will not get to listen to Mr
Lenders for very much longer. I can
understand why he has put forward this
motion today — not through any sense
of the need to put it forward but because
everybody deserves a last hurrah, do they
not? This is John Lenders’s last hurrah.
As a farewell present, in New South
Wales they give you a bottle of Grange,
but down here they give you a motion on
wacky Wednesday. What a stingy mob
this Labor crowd is. There is no gold
watch for Mr Lenders. He has the prized
duty on wacky Wednesday! That is just
magnificent!
I always enjoy Mr Jennings’s
contributions. When he entered the
confessional, I thought to myself, ‘I’m off
to get the sleeping bag — we could be here
all night! This is going to take forever’. But
he was remarkably restrained and, I have
to say, a little light on for sins — more
than I had anticipated. I am sure a good
number of people around the place will
be exceedingly disappointed that he was
not exactly fulsome in the confession he
spoke of.
I take this opportunity to wish Mr
Lenders well in his retirement and pay
tribute to the contribution he has made to
his party and this Parliament. I sincerely
hope he does enjoy his retirement and
puts his feet up and enjoys life in the slow
lane.
Mr Jennings spoke — for a few minutes,
anyway — about responsibility. I am
glad he did, because I have been in this
Parliament for 15 years and I think it is
the first time I have ever heard anybody
from the Labor Party talk about any form
of responsibility. As for the Greens, Mr
Jennings mentioned responsibility and
they all ran from the chamber. They are
not here; they cannot even cope with
hearing the word ‘responsibility’.
It is good to hear Mr Jennings talk
about responsibility and it is good that
Mr Jennings believes we should be
responsible for our own actions, because
many years ago when I was in the other
place we could not get the Labor Party to
claim responsibility for even the CainKirner era, much less what happened
during the 11 years of Bracks and Brumby
— the desalination plant, the north-south

pipeline, myki and any number of other
disasters inflicted — —
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien — HealthSMART.
Mr FINN — As I say, Mr O’Brien, a
number of disasters afflicted Victoria
during the course of that Labor regime.
Unfortunately, that is what happens
during Labor governments. Disaster and
Labor just go together. That is what the
people of Victoria have to make a decision
about next month. They have to decide
whether they will continue with the
growth, the enthusiasm and the liveliness
of the Napthine government or go back to
the disasters of Labor.
A disaster that springs to mind
immediately, and I suppose it ties in with
the suggestion that we should reduce
emissions, is the desalination plant. The
desal plant was built by the Labor Party
at a cost of close to squillions and we are
paying for it to the tune of $1.8 million
every day. I would be happy if I could have
just one day of that money; I think most of
us would be happy if we could have just
one day of it. But every day the Victorian
taxpayer is paying $1.8 million. Why?
Because the Labor government listened to
Sandbags Flannery when he said it would
never rain again. I was thinking about
Sandbags overnight.
I know he lives just north of Sydney and
I hope he has not been washed away with
all the rain they have had up there. I hope
that if he was travelling out near Bathurst
or Lithgow in the Blue Mountains, he was
not been caught in the snow which fell
persistently for 24 hours or so over the
west of Sydney.
These people tell us we are all going
to be fried in our beds because of global
warming, that temperatures are going
through the roof and all that sort of
nonsense. They are the ones who told the
Labor Party, ‘You need a desal plant’.
Far be it from me to offer a
conspiracy theory, but I wonder if the
green intellectuals — if that is not a
contradiction in terms — who advised the
Victorian government of the day to build
a huge desal plant in Gippsland were in
league with some of the trade unionists
who made a decent killing from it. There
seems to be some connection between the
green movement and sections of the trade
union movement. If you are looking at
cash flow, is it going back and forth or is it
just going one way?
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr O’Brien points out
that they are people who could do with a
bit of confession, and that is something
that would keep us here for six or seven
months.
I am delighted when we hear about
responsibility from Mr Jennings. I look
forward to Mr Scheffer, if he is the next
speaker, getting up and saying, ‘Yes, we
are responsible for the shemozzle of a
desal plant down in Gippsland. We are
responsible for the $1.8 million that
Victorian taxpayers are having to pay
every day’. I await Mr Scheffer then saying,
‘And we are sorry’.
Mr Scheffer — No.
Mr FINN — He is not sorry. I am sure
members in the house will have heard Mr
Scheffer say by interjection, ‘No’. When I

IN
FINN THE
HOUSE FEBRUARY - DECEMBER 2014

asked if he was sorry and suggested that
he say he is sorry, he said very loudly, ‘No’.
Labor Party members are not sorry. They
have learnt nothing, zilch, nought, zero,
not a thing from their time in government.
They were turfed out at the last election,
and you would think that in the last four
years they might have done a bit of navelgazing and introspection and given a bit of
consideration as to why it occurred. They
thought they were travelling very nicely
and all of a sudden they found themselves
on the other side of the chamber. There
are only two Labor Party members in
the chamber at the moment. I think Mr
Elasmar could easily come and join us.
If he felt inclined, he could do that —
actually he is not happy.
What we have come to expect from
the Labor Party is a refusal to accept
responsibility.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien — Admit they are
guilty.
Mr FINN — And to admit they are
guilty, absolutely. If it is genuinely
going to provide a mea culpa to the
Victorian community and if it genuinely
feels remorse for the crimes that have
been committed against the Victorian
taxpayers, the first thing the Labor Party
should do is to admit what it did. Its
members should admit their guilt, and
they still have not done that from way
back in the 1980s when they wrecked
Victoria. Now I think back to my much
younger days, members of the Labor
Party still have not accepted responsibility
and apologised for what Gough Whitlam
did to this country. There was one thing
Gough Whitlam did that was positive: he
made me a conservative for life. I probably
would not be here without him, but that is
beside the point.
Mr D. R. J. O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — Do not get me started on
that or we will be here all night. I am
delighted to stand here this afternoon
to say that I claim full responsibility for
what this government is doing for the
western suburbs of Melbourne. I claim full
responsibility for the fact that for the first
time ever next year children with autism
will have a full and proper education,
because under Labor children with autism
did not get a proper education purely
because they lived in the western suburbs.
If they lived in the north, the east or the
south, they would get a proper education,
but if they lived in the western suburbs
— not on your Nelly. This is the way the
Labor Party treats the west. This is the way
the Labor Party treats the area it likes to
claim as its own, and that is despicable.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Ondarchie makes the
point that Labor Party members do not
seem to be very interested in the debate.
I realise it is a bit of a joke debate. Mr
Lenders is having a lend of us, if I can
use that term, as his last farewell, and I
can understand why members on the
other side are not showing a great deal of
interest. But it would be nice if a few of
them came into the chamber as a gesture
to their leader in this house.
I am more than happy to be responsible
for providing a proper education for
children with autism in the western
suburbs. I am more than happy to claim
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responsibility for taking the people of
Point Cook seriously. As members may
be aware, the Labor Party and its former
planning minister, now the member
for Essendon in the Assembly, Justin
Madden, allowed Point Cook to grow like
Topsy. There was little infrastructure and
there was no planning — he was largely
the minister for no planning. The people
of Point Cook were sold homes on which
they paid stamp duty and land tax and
all the rest of it. The money was dragged
out of Point Cook but the government
put nothing back. All these people built
nice houses in Point Cook. I do not know,
Acting President, if you have ever been to
Point Cook, but it is a very nice area with
a great shopping centre and some very
nice houses. But in terms of infrastructure
the Labor Party left them with nothing. I
can claim responsibility for being part of a
government that has built schools there.
I can claim responsibility also for being
part of a government that is helping
people in Point Cook to get to work in the
city.
We are building the Sneydes Road
interchange, which is going to make a
huge difference to the people of Point
Cook. These people have been suffering
for far too long because Labor would not
take responsibility.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Ondarchie hits the nail
on the head. He has obviously read our
material from the last election because
we made the point that Labor neglects
Melbourne’s west. What did the people
of Melbourne’s west say when we put
forward that proposition? They said, ‘Yes,
we agree. We will elect Mr Elsbury as well’
— and they did and they will again on 29
November. I think they will elect possibly
two or three other new members as well.
That is possibly underestimating it, but I
will say two or three just for starters.
People of the western suburbs are
now looking at us and saying, ‘Here is a
government that is taking responsibility
for its actions, here is a government
that cares about people in the western
suburbs’. For the first time in my memory
the western suburbs are firmly on
the radar of government. They were
certainly never on the radar of any
government when Labor was in power.
I can say without fear of contradiction
or any justification from anybody that
the Napthine government is the best
government the west of Melbourne has
ever had in the history of this state. I
am very proud to be a member of that
government. I am very proud to say
that we can go to Werribee and see the
expansion of the hospital there. I am very
proud to say we can go to Sunshine and
see the expansion of the hospital there. I
can see the plans being developed for the
restructure and rebuild of the Footscray
hospital. I am quietly confident that that
will not be far away. There are no movie
studios, Mr Ondarchie — just hospitals
for sick people. This might be novel for the
Labor Party, but this is something that we
in the Liberal Party — — Ms Lewis is going
to go over there in a minute.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay)
— Order! Ms Lewis should sit in her seat.
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Mr FINN — I was concerned that she
was going to go for a tumble. I am not sure
she would have gone for a Tosca, but she
certainly would have gone for a tumble
and that is not something I would have
liked to have seen.
Ms Lewis interjected.
Mr FINN — I was concerned for her
welfare. We are Liberals; we do that.
We are concerned about people. I was
just doing that. That is what we do. This
motion talks about the coalition’s promise
to improve public transport. We have
improved it.
We have given public transport to areas
in the western suburbs that have never
had it before. Mr Elsbury and I were at
Sanctuary Lakes last week or the week
before and we announced a new bus
service for the area. People came to us
and said they needed a bus service. We
had discussions with the minister’s office
and Public Transport Victoria, and as a
result of those discussions and because
of the need the people of Sanctuary
Lakes put forward, that bus service will
be established next year. That is the sort
of thing that the Liberal Party does in the
western suburbs. We are doing things. We
do not think. We do not hope. We do!
That is something that Mr Jennings and
his comrades in the Labor Party might like
to take into consideration at some stage.
There is too much nonsense on that side
of the house and too much empty rhetoric
when the Labor Party gets up and talks
about the western suburbs.
In reality what we have seen over a long
time is that the Labor Party could not give
a stuff about the western suburbs. It could
not care less about the western suburbs.
That can easily be shown by the standard
of member of Parliament they inflict on
the western suburbs. I will not go through
them individually. Mr Melhem may well
be in Bali by this time — I do not know. He
is not here at the moment and that is fair
enough. I will not discuss each and every
Labor Party western suburbs member
and candidate, but one has me absolutely
tossed and that is the Labor candidate for
St Albans. I would be interested to hear
what Mr Jennings has to say about the
Labor candidate for St Albans. I think he is
about to leave the chamber.
Mr Jennings — I have two points of
order, Acting President. The first is that
I have been specifically invited by Mr
Finn to interject, which I will not do.
The second point of order is that the
member is already in great difficulty
in his broadbrush criticism of existing
members of Parliament and he is about
to launch into a personal attack which
may continually rope in members of
the Labor Party in the western suburbs,
including current members. I think that
is an inappropriate thing to do. It is also
appropriate for me to draw attention to
that matter.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, can I suggest that
Mr Jennings might wait until I have
committed the crime before he reports it.
Mr Jennings interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay)
— Order! I inform Mr Jennings that this
is not a debate. I say to Mr Finn that I
was going to rule on Mr Jennings’s point

of order, which might have implied that
there was no need for him to take a point
of order.
I do not uphold Mr Jennings’s point of
order. I understand Mr Finn went to some
pains not to go into detail in relation to
characterising a member of this chamber,
and at that point in time he was not,
as I understood it, naming a specific
individual candidate. However, it might
be wise for Mr Finn to take a cautious
approach from here on in in relation to
characterising individuals both in the
chamber and outside it.
Mr FINN — I was of course referring
to and basing my comments on the
comments about responsibility that Mr
Jennings made during his contribution.
As I have said a number of times,
responsibility is important. For example,
the former Brimbank City Council is
something the Labor Party should take
responsibility for. The Labor Party should
not be putting up a disgraced former
mayor of Brimbank as a candidate in a
so-called safe Labor seat. Instead Labor
should be taking responsibility for its
actions in Brimbank. It should be saying
to the people of Brimbank, ‘We are sorry
for what we have done to you’, and it
should not be putting up as its candidate
in that area somebody who has been
named in the Ombudsman’s report and
whose name is mud throughout St Albans
and beyond. I say for the benefit of Mr
Jennings that we are talking about Natalie
Suleyman; he seems to have a quizzical
look on his face — even more so than
normal. I would be interested to see if
——
Mr Jennings — On a point of order,
Acting President, I have again been invited
to interject and, more importantly, the
member has given an impression that the
report he referred to included a reference
to the former mayor of Brimbank in the
form he has described it, which I believe is
not accurate. It is not true that the findings
of the report indicate that in any fashion.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, what I said was that
the former mayor of Brimbank had been
named in the Ombudsman’s report.
Clearly she has been named in the
Ombudsman’s report. I have it upstairs, if
the member would like me to go and get
it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay)
— I advise Mr Finn that that is debate. I
do not uphold Mr Finn’s point of order
and I do not uphold Mr Jennings’s point
of order. I ask Mr Finn to continue his
contribution in relation to Mr Lenders’s
motion.
Mr FINN — I am very happy to do
that. I am very happy, as I said, to claim
responsibility for a lot of things that are
happening across the west of Melbourne
— so many things. Indeed I go back to St
Albans — to the St Albans level crossing,
for which we can claim responsibility. I
understand that work on that will begin
within weeks, if not days. That will be quite
extraordinary. The Labor Party should
apologise to the people of St Albans about
that. It should apologies to the families
who have lost members through accidents
on that level crossing, because it did
nothing for so long. It promised that that
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level crossing would be removed when it
won government in 1982 — 32 years ago.
I have spoken to some people who are
a little older than I am — and members
may think that is not possible, but it is;
there are a few people around who are
older than I am — and they claim that
the Labor Party promised this way back
in the 1960s. I cannot go back that far, but
I can certainly go back to 1982, and as I
said, the Labor Party promised then that it
would remove the St Albans level crossing.
Just for good measure the Labor Party
promised that again in 1999, and now —
are we not amazed? — it is promising it
again.
I say to the Labor Party and to the
Leader of the Opposition in the other
place that Labor does not have to worry
about promising it anymore, because we
are doing it. This need of the St Albans
community, which has existed over
such a long period of time, is being met
by the Napthine government. That is
something which, yes, I am very proud
to take responsibility for. It is something
Mr Elsbury; Mr Mulder, the Minister for
Public Transport; the Premier; and I are
all very happy to claim responsibility for.
It is long overdue, and the need is still
there only because of the neglect of the
Labor Party and because it refused to take
the sort of responsibility that Mr Jennings
spoke about.
This motion also refers to crumbling
school buildings. I know a little about
crumbling school buildings, because I
have been around a number of schools
in the western suburbs and some of
them have been and still are in appalling
condition. One that springs to mind is
Sunshine College. I visited Sunshine
College about five or six years ago, and it
was in the worst condition of any school
I have ever visited. It was in parts quite
literally falling to pieces. I came into
this place and raised that with the then
education minister — a Labor minister —
and of course I was ignored, as indeed was
Sunshine College and as it had been for
such a very long time.
Earlier this year, however, Mr Elsbury
and I were able to go to Sunshine College
and meet with the principal, Tim Blunt,
and a number of others at the school
and tell them we were providing funding
to rebuild that school — to build a new
school for Sunshine College. There would
be no more of the neglect that the Labor
Party had visited upon them for such
a long time. Now the Liberal Napthine
government is providing the money for
Sunshine College to be rebuilt. I am very
happy to take responsibility for that, and
I am very much looking forward to seeing
that school up and running and to being
able to visit it and not to have to watch
where I step, not to have to dodge bits
of falling roof and not to put my hands
through the walls or have any of the other
experiences I had on my previous visits.
That is only because as a government
we have taken our responsibilities very
seriously.
Paragraph 3(d) of Mr Lenders’s motion
refers to ‘a road and tunnel project of
dubious benefit that nobody voted for’.
It is very clear that Mr Lenders does
not have to drive here from Werribee. It is

also very clear that Mr Lenders does not
have to drive in from Melton, Sunbury or
Caroline Springs every day, because if he
did, he would not say that the east-west
link is of ‘dubious benefit’. This project
will free up probably millions of hours of
time for people who are currently stuck in
traffic morning and night as they — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane talks about
trillions, and he may well be referring to
the debt which Labor members will amass
if they ever get possession of the Treasury
bench again. Mr Leane should talk to
some of his constituents because it is not
just the western suburbs that the east-west
link will benefit greatly; it is the eastern
suburbs as well. I can assure Mr Leane
that the east-west link will be a godsend to
the western suburbs.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I wish that Mr Leane,
and indeed Dictaphone Dan, had been
with me at the footy in Werribee a few
weeks ago just days after Mr Andrews
announced that he would rip up the
contract for the east-west link. I will tell
you what: if Mr Andrews had been down
in Werribee that day, those people would
have strung him up. Those dyed-in-thewool Labor people were furious. They
said, ‘That’s our road! That’s the way to our
freedom!’.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane laughs because
he does not have a clue and he does not
want to know about how people in the
outer west think and what their needs are,
and neither does the Labor Party for that
matter.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay)
— Order! Mr Leane, through the Chair.
Has Mr Finn finished?
Mr FINN — Not by a long shot. Mr
Leane is getting excited, as he does, which
I quite enjoy, because I think a bit of
excitement every now and again is not a
bad thing. Nevertheless, Mr Leane needs
to get out into the real world and speak to
real people. He needs to speak to people
who are stuck in traffic every morning
and every night as they go to work and
crawl their way home. They are the ones
he needs to talk to. He needs to speak to
small business operators who are losing
money.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Mr Elsbury picked up an
interjection from Mr Leane that I did not
quite hear regarding the Monash Freeway.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — That just goes to show just
how off the planet Mr Leane and some of
his colleagues — sorry, comrades — in the
Labor Party are. If they think that the eastwest link is not going to help congestion
on the Monash, then they are well and
truly off with the fairies. They really have
no idea what is going on.
Let me assure you, Acting President,
that the east-west link will be bigger for
Melbourne than CityLink. Of course we
remember that 20 years ago the Labor
Party fought CityLink, and things never
change, do they?
The Labor Party wants to drag us back
to the bad old days. We all remember that
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John Cain was so against freeways that
he instructed his driver to go for miles
out of their way to avoid them. We had
the south-eastern arterial car park — the
only freeway in the world with six sets
of traffic lights — courtesy of the Labor
Party. Labor’s opposition to the east-west
link is just a nonsense. I have had some
members of the Labor Party, and indeed
some of my friends in the Greens, tell
us that if people want to go shopping,
then they can ride bikes — that is what
they will say to you. But if you have two
or three kids and you have to go and do
the shopping for the week, then riding
a bike is not very practical. It is highly
impractical.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr FINN — I am a charitable person;
Mr Elsbury knows that, and I know Ms
Pennicuik and Mr Leane also know that,
and I would hate to disabuse them of that
view.
Mr Leane — Ted Baillieu was right
about you.
Mr FINN — Let me say to Mr Leane
that this particular section of the motion
that refers to ‘a road and tunnel project of
dubious benefit that nobody voted for’ is
pure and arrant nonsense. Generations of
Victorians will be grateful for the eastwest link. It will be as big as — in fact
maybe a little bigger than — the West
Gate Bridge, the Tullamarine Freeway
and CityLink. It will change the lives of
hundreds of thousands of Victorians. You
have got to bear in mind that we have
heard suggestions over the past week or
so that in the next 20 years there will be 8
million Melburnians. If there are 8 million
Melburnians, we will need the east-west
link.
We are desperately going to need the
east-west link or we will literally be living
in each other’s pockets. We desperately
will need the east-west link. It is as simple
as that — a no-brainer.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr FINN — People in Geelong will
appreciate it enormously — of course
they will. Even people in Preston will
appreciate it, but people in Geelong will
particularly appreciate it, as will anybody
on the western side of the state. I am sure,
Acting President, that you will understand
when I say that people on the western
side of the state — not just on the western
side of Melbourne but the western side
of Victoria — will appreciate the eastwest link and what it will create. People
in Ballarat will appreciate the congestion
lifter that the east-west link will be. It is a
plus whichever way you look at it.
Even some of my friends in Carlton
North and Fitzroy North and some of
those areas that I do not go through that
often will appreciate the east-west link,
because it is going to get the cars off
Alexandra Parade.
Earlier on Mr Jennings said he was in
confessional mode, and I might dip into
that mode for a moment. I must confess
that when I think of the east-west link
and of those who oppose it — particularly
those people around Clifton Hill, Carlton
North and Fitzroy and similar places — I
note that those very same people have
been complaining about traffic congestion
on Alexandra Parade and through Fitzroy
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and everywhere else for so long that it
does not matter and for as long as I can
remember. Here we have a solution, and
those people are against it. We are going to
put the traffic underground.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr Ondarchie says, they
will have more room to ride their bikes,
which has to be a good thing. Then, after
all those years of people complaining and
whinging — sometimes they are fit to kill
— all of a sudden a solution comes along,
and the same people do not want it. Can
anyone work them out? Not only do they
tell residents of Fitzroy and Carlton and
such places that they must put up with
traffic congestion, but they also say to my
constituents in Yarraville and Footscray
that they must put up — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Francis Street indeed. They
tell my constituents in Yarraville and
Footscray that they must put up with all
the trucks that they have been putting up
with for so long. The east-west link will
get trucks out of Yarraville and Footscray
and off Francis Street and Somerville
Road, yet members opposite, who say
they represent the western suburbs, say,
‘To hell with the people of Yarraville
and Footscray’, because as far as Labor
is concerned, Labor members will put
even more trucks through Yarraville. They
will put even more trucks along Francis
Street and down Somerville Road. It is just
extraordinary.
This motion is a nonsense. I sincerely
hoped that I was wrong at the beginning
and that the Labor Party would come up
with a better present for Mr Lenders than
this motion. It is a nonsense in so many
ways. The people of Victoria know it is a
nonsense, and they will show the rest of
us that they believe it is a nonsense when
they go to vote on 29 November.

COUNCIL | Second Reading
16 October 2014

Improving Cancer
Outcomes Bill
2014

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise to support this bill today with
considerable enthusiasm. I suppose I
rise to represent those who have been
impacted by cancer. As somebody who
has had cancer visited upon his family
all too often and with very tragic results,
I think it is important that as this house
discusses this bill members realise
just how devastating cancer is in our
community.
I was three years of age when my father
was diagnosed with Hodgkin’s disease. At
that stage the Peter MacCallum Cancer
Centre was the Peter MacCallum Clinic,
and I spent a good deal of my childhood
at that clinic, which was in Little Lonsdale
Street, as I recall. We drove down from
Colac at least once a month so that Dad
could have chemotherapy and other
treatments. He fought that cancer for 17
years. It claimed him when I was 20.
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While Dad fought it for 17 years, it gives
me some consolation to know that six
months after he passed away scientists
came up with a cure for the cancer that
killed him and that he had contributed to
that cure in that he had allowed himself to
be used as a human guinea pig. So many
times, when visiting oncologists or local
doctors wanted to open him up and have
a look around, he would always acquiesce
to their requests.
My experience with cancer is inbuilt.
It is something that I quite literally grew
up with. I can never forget the impact my
father’s cancer had on our family and, he
having been a farmer, the impact it had
on him. Even when he was very ill he still
had to go out and do what farmers do.
That impacted on me very greatly, so it
was a matter of some very considerable
distress when, just a few short years after
Dad passed away, my mother received
a diagnosis of breast cancer. After the
17 years we had experienced and the
death of my father, that really shook us
all to the core. We could not believe this
was actually happening. I should say
it had been a matter of a misdiagnosis.
My mother had been told by a so-called
leading surgeon that she had cysts. No,
she had advanced breast cancer. She
fought it for about four or five years
before it claimed her. She was 50 years
of age — she died the week before her
51st birthday. I should point out that my
father died at the age of 44. I look back on
this as one of the greatest injustices I will
ever experience — to have seen a mother
and father die so young. If I am ever in a
position to ask the good Lord above why
he did that, I am going to do so, because
it is something I would certainly like to
have answered. It obviously still to this day
has a huge impact on me and my younger
brother and sister. Cancer is just a part of
our lives — a rotten, evil part of our lives,
a part of our lives we wish we had not had
and wish we could get rid of, but a part of
our lives nonetheless.
It was beyond belief, then, when a bit
over 10 years ago probably my closest
friend in the world rang me to tell me that
she had cancer and had only a few months
to live. She died at the age of 48.
I say these things not to elicit sympathy
or because I feel sorry for myself or for
my family in any way but just to reinforce
the point of how devastating cancer is to
so many people. Cancer is not something
that has hit just my family; it has hit so
many families throughout the community
for so long. I live for the day when cancer
is totally eradicated. I wish those doctors
and surgeons — those charged with the
responsibility of finding a solution to this
dreadful problem — all the very best, and
I will help them in every way I possibly
can. I am delighted that the Parliament is
passing this bill today.
I will not say any more, in recognition
of the fact that we want to get this bill
through as soon as we can today, but I
think it important that we all accept that
cancer is an evil in our society that must
be cut out. It must be eradicated. It must
be destroyed, and the sooner that happens
the better for us all, for our families and
for everybody in the community. Business
interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Retiring Members

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
As this is the last sitting day of the 57th
Parliament, it is tinged with more than a
little sadness. We farewell from the Labor
side of this house Mr Lenders, Mr Viney,
Ms Darveniza and Ms Lewis. I wish them
well and wish them health and happiness.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Mr Scheffer, as well?
Nobody told me. I wish them all the best
and health and happiness in what they do.
I particularly wish to mention four
members from this side who will not be
here when we sit again. I refer to David
Koch.
I will miss the Government Whip telling
me to sit down and pull my head in when I
am just hitting my straps and have an hour
or two to go. But as one of my favourite
beaches is Torquay, he can keep the fridge
full and I will be down to visit.
To my friend and colleague Matthew
Guy, who has voluntarily chosen
demotion to the lower house, that will
probably be the last step backwards he
takes for quite some time. This place will
be duller for his absence, but I have a
sneaking suspicion that we will see much
more of Matthew Guy for a very long time
to come.
Whoever decided to sit me next to
Mrs Kronberg in this house is to be
congratulated. We did not always have all
the answers, but we certainly listed them,
and I wish her all the best. She is a great
patriot.
I owe a great debt of gratitude to
whoever decided to have Mrs Coote and
I share an office. She was and is a delight.
She made every day coming into this place
a delight, and I thank her for that. I wish
her all the very best for whatever she does
from this point on.
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Political
Harassment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
begin by congratulating you on your reelection, President, and I look forward to
working with you over the next four years
for the benefit of the people of Victoria.
I raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Police. It relates to a
matter which you raised earlier today,
President — that is, that during a change
of government we can respect each other
and not see bloodshed in the streets and
the sort of violence we see overseas. That
is not the sort of thing we expect to see in
Australia. However, it concerns me that
during the recent election there was an
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increasing level of what would appear to
be professional violence — that is, people
being sent out to harass other people on
the opposing side of politics. I am not just
talking about Liberals being harassed;
I am talking about the Greens and
members of the Democratic Labour Party.
This sort of harassment seems to have
happened quite a bit.
Indeed today one of my colleagues
told me that he had been physically
assaulted by someone. I am loath to point
the finger at anybody in particular, but it
seems to me that members of the United
Firefighters Union were involved to a
fair degree. Obviously such harassment
caused considerable distress to quite
a number of people, and what I would
describe as bullying and intimidation on a
grand scale seemed to be the order of the
day. I well recall that one of the candidates
for Western Metropolitan Region was
in tears as a result. She was obviously
very distressed by the treatment she had
been subjected to by some of the thugs
and bullies who had surrounded her at a
prepolling booth.
My view is that there is no room for this
sort of behaviour in Victoria and Australia.
Clearly such action came about as a
result of the activities of what I hope is a
very small but clearly well-organised and
orchestrated group. It is clear to me that if
this behaviour were to continue, we would
need to have a greater police presence

at polling booths, particularly prepolling
booths, to prevent this harassment and
violence from occurring again.
I ask the minister to consult with the
Chief Commissioner of Police and to
discuss with the chief commissioner
whether any complaints have been made
to the police and to see if any extended
resources may be needed at future
elections, and if so, to bring them on.
I finish by wishing everybody a very
merry Christmas.
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23 December 2014

Western
Metropolitan
Region

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I
am very proud of the achievements in
Melbourne’s west over the past four years.
As I travel around the western suburbs I
note with pride the many developments
that have made life better for the
residents. I can say without hesitation
that the Napthine government was the
best government for the west in Victoria’s
history.
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My great fear now is that Labor will take
us back to a time when Melbourne’s west
was ignored and neglected. My fear is that
the west will again become a place where
Labor dumps its hacks and occasional
problem children, and I present the seat
of St Albans in the Assembly as evidence
of the latter. I am hoping Labor might
turn over a new leaf and start delivering
on its promises for the west. I am hoping
the Andrews government will add to the
coalition’s removal of the Main Road
level crossing at St Albans with the grade
separation at Furlong Road. I am hoping
the Labor government will very soon
start work on its promise of a women’s
and children’s hospital in Sunshine. I am
hoping there will be no more planning
stuff-ups like at Point Cook. I am hoping
Labor will stop taking Melbourne’s west
for granted. I am hoping Labor will stop
using and abusing the west as its own
chattel. The western suburbs deserve
much more than what Labor has dumped
on it for generations.
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