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COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
7 February 2012

City of
Wyndham:
swimming pool
funding

Raised with the Minister for Sport
and Recreation on 8 December 2011
REPLY:
I refer to your adjournment debate
question raised on 8 December 2011
in the (Legislative Council) seeking
funding for the redevelopment of the
Wyndham Leisure and Events Centre.
On Tuesday, 20 December 2011,
I announced that Wyndham City
Council had been successful in
securing $2.6 million from the
2012-13 community facility funding
program — better pools category
towards the redevelopment of the
Wyndham Leisure and Events Centre.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
7 February 2012

State Emergency
Service:
volunteers

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. As I
know the minister is aware, on
Christmas Day 2011 the western,
and particularly the north-western,
suburbs of Melbourne were hit
by a severe hailstorm that caused
significant damage to homes, cars
and just about anything in its path. It
was an extraordinary storm; one that
left people reeling in its wake. One
thing that stood out to me as a result
of this storm was the extraordinary
effort of the State Emergency Service
volunteers who were called up after
the storm hit in the late afternoon of
Christmas Day. These SES volunteers
went without blinking. Without
thought for their own Christmas with
their families they went to help their
fellow man.
It is extraordinarily impressive that
these people sacrificed their own
Christmas — and not just Christmas
Day but also some days and weeks
after Christmas — to help their
fellow human beings who were going
through such difficulty.

I know the minister is aware of
this, because in his role as Acting
Premier he joined me in visiting the
SES headquarters at the Brimbank
Anglican Church in East Keilor a
couple of days after the Christmas
storms and announced significant
assistance for those who had been
severely affected by the storms. Sadly,
one member, the member for Keilor
in the other place, has sought to make
some political capital out of this. I
believe she has debased the efforts
of the SES and attempted in a very
cruel manner to gain political capital
out of the suffering of many of her
constituents. That is very sad.
I would like the minister to ensure
that the government recognises in an
appropriate way the sacrifices and
hard work that so many men and
women from the SES have put in to
help those who were affected by the
Christmas storms. The SES volunteers
were not just those who were in the
immediate area of the north-western
and western suburbs. SES volunteers
also came from all over Victoria and
Australia. I was deeply touched by the
number of people who came, even
from interstate, to help out. I ask the
minister to examine and put in place
an appropriate way of recognising
their tremendous service to the
community.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
7 February 2012

City of Hobsons
Bay: Planning
Scheme
Amendment C86

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
I begin by congratulating Mr Pakula,
and I say that very genuinely because
it is rare that Mr Pakula comes into
this house and actually talks about
something pertaining to the western
suburbs. I think it is marvellous that
he has represented the west allegedly
for some five and a bit years now — —
Mrs Peulich — It’s not just a
rumour.
Mr FINN — Maybe there is some
substance to the rumour, Mrs Peulich,
but it would seem that Mr Pakula has
taken this to heart after five and a
bit years and he has decided that he
will talk about the western suburbs
but only when there is some — I am
loath to say ulterior motive because
I could be accused of something I do
not mean — suggestion that in fact
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he might be the Labor candidate for
Niddrie, but we know that cannot
be the case because the Labor Party
has been looking for a local and he is
about as non-local as you can get.
From Black Rock to the western
suburbs — is it any wonder that when
Mr Pakula was Minister for Public
Transport he took a particular interest
in the health of the West Gate Bridge?
That is how he got to his electorate
on those rare occasions when he
actually visited it. The only way he
could get there was via the West Gate
Bridge. So it is good to see that Mr
Pakula has taken some interest in
what is happening in the west; that is
something we can all celebrate.
I was going to say Mr Tee had more
front than Myer but then I listened to
him. I listened to him because I was
going to make some reference and
I will make some reference to Justin
Madden, the member for Essendon
in the Assembly, which should not
surprise anybody. Actually Mr Tee
went a little bit beyond having more
front than Myer when he proved to
us all that he really did not have the
faintest idea of what he was talking
about.
He has come into this house today
and moved a motion that is based on
something that he has absolutely no
concept of. He got up here today and
told us some fairy stories. He has told
us things that are just not true. He has
told us the minister has not handed
this back to the council; that is what
he has told us.
Let us look at the Hobsons Bay
Weekly of 21 December last year. The
Hobsons Bay Weekly is the newspaper
that covers Williamstown, and the
Save Williamstown group spokesman,
Geoffrey Moase — —
Mr Barber — Godfrey.
Mr FINN — Godfrey, sorry; it is
Godfrey. You are right; I do apologise.
Mr Moase is reported as saying:
I think it’s clear that we’ve made an
impact in the campaign so far ...
We’ve never thought we’d be able
to get the place rezoned into mixed
use and we’ve got the council back
as the responsible authority.

That is exactly what the minister
said has happened. I will say it again,
‘We’ve got the council back as the
responsible authority’. That is not so
according to Mr Tee; he has some
other idea of what is happening. The
Hobsons Bay Weekly of 30 November,
the week before, quotes Mr Moase
again as saying:
Save Williamstown welcomes
the decision of the Minister for
Planning to back the Williamstown
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community and return the decision
making to the council, where it
belongs.

That was said by the spokesman for
the Save Williamstown group, which
has clearly said that it welcomes the
decision of the Minister for Planning
to back the Williamstown community
and return the decision making to
the council, where it belongs. I do
not know how anybody could be any
clearer about what has happened. You
have to ask whether Mr Tee can read!
Perhaps he should get somebody who
can read it to him. It is highlighted; I
will take it over to Mr Tee and show
him. It is a blatant attempt to mislead
the house and the community, and
you have to wonder how far he would
take it.
I turn to an article by Jason Dowling
from the Age of 1 December. He said:
... the Hobsons Bay council
welcomed a decision by Mr Guy to
make the council the responsible
authority for future building
applications on the site ...

The Hobsons Bay council said it was
pleased, according to the article in
the Age. Granted, you have to be a bit
wary of what the Age writes from time
to time, but that seems clear. I have a
press release from the Hobsons Bay
City Council dated 30 November last
year. It quotes the mayor, Cr Raffoul,
as saying:
However, we look forward to
working with the developer and
key stakeholders to progress the
redevelopment of this important
site.

If the council did not have control
of the site, why would it be looking to
work with everybody to progress it, or
how would it be able to do that? Mr
Tee has got it dreadfully wrong again.
We are in a house of the Victorian
Parliament today debating something
which is based on a myth — I am
not going to get into global warming.
This is something that Mr Tee has
got dreadfully wrong. He is perhaps
the king of the time wasters. We have
been debating this motion for about
an hour and a half, and the whole
thing is a fairy story.
Let us go to the crux of this issue.
It is not about what Mr Guy did; it is
about what Mr Madden did when he
was the Minister for Planning some
two or three years ago. There would
not be anybody in the Williamstown
community who could ever forget
the feeling of outrage, anger and
disgust they felt toward the Brumby
government, particularly the then
Minister, Mr Madden, when he
rezoned the site without consulting
anybody, without discussing it with
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anybody and without even warning
anybody. He just dropped it on the
Williamstown community one day.
We remember the anger. I have a
piece from the Hobsons Bay Leader of
that time. The article begins by saying:
Williamstown residents opposed
to a proposed 46.5-metre highrise development on the suburb’s
foreshore say they have no
confidence in planning minister,
Justin Madden.

They were not alone, it has to be
said. The article continues:
They protested this morning over
the minister’s decision, made on
Friday, to speed up residential
development at the former Port
Phillip Woollen Mill site on Nelson
Place.
...
The residents and council are
angry Mr Madden went over the
council’s head to rezone the site.

An honourable member — Did he
have a consultation?
Mr FINN — He did not have a
consultation; he went straight over the
council’s head. He said to the council,
‘You do not know what you are doing.
I know what I am doing; I’m going to
rezone the whole thing’. He did not
care about the local Williamstown
community. That is what started this
whole thing.
We are debating this motion today
because of what Justin Madden did
when he was planning minister in the
Brumby Labor government.
Mrs Peulich — And did we hear
anything — —
Mr FINN — That is an
extraordinarily good question from
Mrs Peulich, because we did not hear
anything from Mr Tee, we did not
hear anything from Mr Pakula and
we did not hear anything from Mr
Noonan — surprise, surprise! They
just sat back and let Minister Madden
do whatever he liked. Mr Madden was
not ashamed of the fact that he had
shafted the local community and the
Hobsons Bay council. In the Hobsons
Bay Leader article he is quoted as
saying:
The Brumby Labor government is
taking action to address Melbourne’s
housing supply by making planning
decisions that create jobs, manage
the growth of our cities and help
families secure their lifestyle ...

That is so typical. Mr Madden also
said:
The iconic Port Phillip Woollen
Mill site can provide much-needed
housing in a vibrant inner-city
location.

How often did we hear ministers of

the former Labor government take the
attitude that they knew better than
we did; that they knew better than the
local community? That is the reason
Labor members are sitting on that
side of the house. That is the reason
the Labor Party is in opposition. It
took the attitude that it knew better
than everybody else. It ignored the
concerns of local communities, and
it ignored councils. It attempted to
take planning decisions away from
councils, not just from Hobsons Bay
City Council but from councils right
across the state. It is a big part of why
Labor members are sitting on that
side of the house.
It was a giant slap in the face
of the Williamstown community
when Justin Madden rezoned that
land without consulting anybody.
The Williamstown community had
another slap in the face recently when
its local member was overlooked for
a shadow ministry, despite promises
that were made, as I understand
it. He has missed out again. The
Williamstown community has been
done over again by the Labor Party.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Frankston seems to
be going very nicely for reasons
that are totally beyond me. The
Williamstown community has every
reason to be wary of what Labor says
and particularly wary of what Labor
does. Williamstown is a beautiful
place. Members who have been
there — and I hope they have all
been there at some stage — will know
Williamstown is a magnificent place.
I frequent Williamstown, and it is a
delight. It has a village atmosphere
and the best view of Melbourne of
anywhere around the bay — I do
not care what anybody says, and I
will not be convinced otherwise.
If it does not offer a lifestyle that is
second to none, it must go pretty
close. It is a special place. I can
totally understand community
sensitivities about any development
and particularly a development of
this nature, which may, as some have
said, change the character of the
village that is Williamstown. There
are certainly issues surrounding the
development, and these issues should
be considered, without question. I am
not denying that.
The refinery on the point itself is
——
Mr Barber — It is not a refinery.
Mr FINN — You are right, Mr
Barber; I knew if you kept going, you
would get something right eventually.
There is a storage tank on the point.
Mr Barber interjected.
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Mr FINN — I have been there. I was
just about to mention that; thanks for
getting in beforehand. I have been
down there and had a look, and I am
concerned about some of the issues.
We have to get this right; this is not
something that we should rush into. It
is not something that we should just
allow to happen before anyone knows
about it, as the previous government
was going to do. That is why before
the last election we gave a very clear
commitment. I know we gave a very
clear commitment because I gave it
myself — —
Mr Leane — To make teachers the
highest paid in the country?
Mr FINN — I gave it myself, Mr
Leane. It is a commitment I gave
myself, and it was that we would
hand this matter back to the City of
Hobsons Bay to decide.
Ms Hartland interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Hartland might
not agree with me on very much,
but I am sure she will agree with me
on this, that in Williamstown at the
last election this was a fairly sizeable
issue; it was a huge issue. We said we
would hand this development back
to the local community to decide, via
the City of Hobsons Bay. As a result of
that promise, after it was considered
by the community at the last election
in Williamstown, the Liberal Party
received the biggest swing in this
state. There were certainly other
considerations that were part of
people’s thinking — the standard of
the candidates and a whole range of
matters — but the fact of the matter
remains that we had the biggest swing
to the Liberal Party in Victoria in
Williamstown — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — It was over 12.5 per
cent, which is a fairly substantial
swing in anybody’s language. People
made it very clear that they liked what
we were saying to them. They wanted
that matter handed back to the local
council to decide, and that is what
we are doing. That is what we have
done, and that is what we are doing.
The Save Williamstown group knows
we have handed the matter back to
the council; it says that is where it
belongs. We are keeping our promise.
Ms Hartland says we have broken
our promise. I do not know what she
is talking about, because we said we
would hand it back to the council; we
won the election, and we have done
that. We have let the council decide.
Some people associated with the
council have come to me and said,
‘It is a bit too hot for us to handle; we
really wish you would do it’.

I can understand why they would
not want to get in the middle of a
local fight, but the reality is that it
is the local council’s job to decide
this, and if we are going to take
planning responsibilities away from
local councils and hand them to the
Legislative Council, if we are going to
take responsibilities away from the
City of Hobsons Bay and give them to
the Legislative Council, then you have
to wonder if local government really
has a future, because planning is
such an important part of what local
government is there for.
I have to make some comment,
brief as it may be, about an email
that reached my inbox on Monday
evening. It was from the Save
Williamstown group and it was a fairly
substantial email; it took me a while
to read. It made some interesting
points, to say the very least, most of
which I had heard before, but still
there were some interesting points.
There is one point I have to take
issue with, though, and that is that
the email said both Liberal members
in Western Metropolitan Region
had rejected Save Williamstown’s
approach to have meetings. I was
a bit surprised by this, to tell you
the truth, because I have met with
residents, I have met with traders, I
have met with opponents, I have met
with proponents and I have met with
councillors. I have met with anybody
and everybody who wants to meet
with me. I spoke to my staff and said,
‘What is this all about? This mystifies
me, because I have a policy at my
office of not knocking back anybody
who lives in the electorate. If they
want to see me, they get to see me’. I
know Mr Elsbury has a very similar, if
not exactly the same, policy.
Mrs Peulich — How about the
missus?
Mr FINN — Sometimes. I was
extremely taken aback by this claim so
I spoke to my staff and they explained
to me that at about 4.20 p.m. last
Friday afternoon three ladies came to
my office demanding to see me. I was
out in the electorate; I have meetings
constantly. My diary is as full as a
Catholic school; it goes on forever.
On that particular Friday afternoon,
as with most Friday afternoons, I was
out in the electorate at a meeting and
obviously unavailable to meet with
some people who had just walked in
off the street saying, ‘We want to see
Finn now!’. They then demanded, from
what I am told, that I attend a meeting
at 5.30 p.m. on Monday, but when my
staff checked my diary they saw that
time was taken.
You have to realise, and I am sure
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members would appreciate, that in
this role some people have to wait,
sometimes for months, to get an
appointment with me. I am not in the
business of gazumping, of putting
other people in ahead of others who
might be a little louder, a little bit
more raucous and who might feel
they need my attention ahead of
others. I do not think that is at all fair.
An offer was made.
I am very happy to meet with this
group; I had met with its legal team
before. I was down on the point itself.
It was one of those days when the
wind was blowing. In fact it could
have blown a dog off its chain it
was so windy down there on that
particular day.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — It is all right; it is under
control. I have been down there.
I saw the problems that the group
is suggesting would follow from this
development. I saw them firsthand.
I stood there next to the tankers. I
stood there and saw the distances we
are talking about. I have a very good
understanding of the problems that
have been discussed, so I just do not
understand how these people could
say I refused them a meeting when in
fact they did not really give me much
of a chance to meet with them again.
In terms of office time, they gave me
less than 24 hours. But in fact I have
already met with them — if not with
them, then with people who have very
similar views and concerns to them.
I went to the website of the Save
Williamstown group. There was one
particular article that grabbed my
attention. It was an article written by
the journalist formerly known as Goya
Bennett. It was a fascinating interview
with the minister.
I have to say I had a few alarm bells
ringing as I read it, so I spoke to a few
people, and apparently this interview
was a little bit out of date; it had been
conducted some months before. In
terms of context it was way out of line.
But that did not surprise me,
because the journalist of whom I
speak has done similar things to me
and to a number of local identities,
including Les Twentyman. It
seems very odd to want to attack
Les Twentyman, but some people
clearly think they can make a name
for themselves, make a reputation
for themselves by conducting their
journalistic profession in this way.
I make the suggestion to the Save
Williamstown group that if it is
interested in protecting its credibility,
it might be an idea to give Ms Bennett
a very wide berth, because I do not
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think this sort of thing helps very
much at all — —
Ms Hartland — On a point of
order, Acting President, Mr Finn is
making some interesting remarks
about a local journalist who cannot
defend herself in this chamber. I
am concerned about where this is
leading.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
Elasmar) — Order! I advise Ms
Hartland that I am sorry, but that is
not a point of order.
Mr FINN — As I said earlier, it is not
for the houses of Parliament to make
decisions on planning matters; that is
not our role.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — It is ultimately a
responsibility for local government.
Mr Barber might like to head out at
5 o’clock tomorrow morning and
pick up the rubbish on the streets of
Brunswick.
Taken to its extreme, that is what
his argument would have us doing.
But the bottom line is that planning
is local government’s responsibility.
Ultimately if it makes a hash of it, if it
makes a mess of it, yes, we can step
in. As we have seen in Brimbank, if
things are totally out of hand, we can
actually dismiss a council. A number
of councils — interestingly enough
all Labor councils — have been
dismissed in the west over a number
of years.
To my way of thinking it is an
important point of principle that
this be left to local people. This is
something that I have been talking
to local councillors about for the five
and a bit years I have been in this
place and indeed when I was in the
other place as well. I believe it is an
important point of principle that we
must support and stand up for, that
where possible local people via their
local council should be allowed to
make planning decisions. To dismiss
that, to throw that out and to bring
that planning function in here is
just a nonsense and something that
we should not be condoning or
supporting at all.
To Mr Tee I say: before he brings his
next motion into this house it might
be an idea to do some homework. It
might be an idea to find out exactly
what the situation is. It might be an
idea to know some facts before he
comes in here and wastes the time of
this house on something that clearly
he has got terribly wrong. I will always
stand up for the local community in
the west. I always have and I always
will. That is the fact of the matter.
Whether it be a planning issue in
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Hobsons Bay, a transport issue in
Wyndham or a local government
issue in Brimbank, I will always put
the interests of the local community
first. That is why I come into this
house today, oppose this motion and
say: this matter must be left as the
minister has directed. It must be left
with the Hobsons Bay City Council to
decide.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
8 February 2012

Bruce Ruxton

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Many Victorians received a Christmas
present we did not want with the
death of a legend on 23 December
2011. Bruce Carlyle Ruxton, AM, OBE,
was larger than life, and even though
we knew he had been in failing
health for some time, his passing
came as a sad shock to the millions of
Australians who admired this giant of
a man. Bruce Ruxton was known for
saying what a lot of people thought.
It is an understatement to say he was
no fan of political correctness. He
was a courageous warrior for those
things he believed made Australia the
wonderful nation it is. Bruce did not
mind a stoush, but he was also a man
of great humour and compassion; he
had a generosity of spirit that belied
his often gruff public image.
For 23 years Bruce Ruxton led the
Victorian Returned and Services
League, and there was no problem
faced by a veteran or their family too
big for him to tackle. To list his many
accomplishments for the vets would
require an entire sitting week, maybe
longer. He fought for the rights of vets
and their welfare right up until the
point where his health stopped him.
There are men and women from one
end of this nation to the other who
will be forever grateful for Bruce’s
commitment and doggedness in
looking out for them. Bruce Ruxton
was a man who did not suffer fools
gladly but was very supportive of
those he thought were heading in
the right direction. I regard myself as
fortunate to be in the latter category
and will remember with fondness
and gratitude the support and
encouragement the great man gave
me.
Bruce Ruxton has now gone to his
reward, but we remember him as a
man of conviction and integrity and
one who constantly put the needs
of others ahead of his own. Bruce
Ruxton was a true Aussie champion.
May God rest his soul.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
9 February 2012

Abortion:
counselling
services

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I have a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Mental Health.
I draw the minister’s attention to
an extensive study by US university
professor Priscilla Coleman, which
was published in the prestigious
British Journal of Psychiatry late last
year. Professor Coleman performed
a meta-analysis of 22 studies, which
tracked a total of 877 181 women,
163 831 of them post abortively. This
was clearly no small study, and the
results were truly illuminating. My
understanding is that it is the largest
study of its kind ever conducted in the
world.
The results of this study are
disturbing, but as I said, they are
quite illuminating. The study found
that women with an abortion history
experienced an 81 per cent increased
risk of mental health problems.
It found an increased risk of anxiety
disorders of the order of 34 per cent,
an increased risk of depression of 37
per cent, an increased risk of alcohol
use and abuse of 110 per cent and
an increased risk of marijuana use
and abuse of 220 per cent. When
compared to unintended pregnancies
that were delivered, women who
had terminations had a 55 per cent
increased risk of mental health
problems. Alarmingly nearly 10 per
cent of all mental health problems
were found to be directly attributable
to abortion. These figures certainly
shocked me, and I think they would
shock most people, particularly when
we realise that Australian women
were included in this study.
Given the results of this survey, it
is clear that considerable numbers
of women here in Victoria may
be suffering at least some mental
health problems following abortions,
particularly since 2008, because
the number of late-term abortions
has skyrocketed since that time,
following the passing of the Abortion
Law Reform Act 2008, which allows
abortion in this state up until birth.
As a result of that, many women
may need assistance. Today I am
asking the minister to provide that
assistance. I am convinced that post-
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abortion counselling services are
much needed in Victoria, and I ask
the minister to facilitate the provision
of these services to ease the burden
felt by so many women following their
abortions.
COUNCIL
9 February 2012

Queen Elizabeth
II: Diamond
Jubilee
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for
Health) — By leave, I move:

That the following resolution be
agreed to by the house:
To Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II
Most Gracious Sovereign
We, the President and members
of the Legislative Council, in
Parliament assembled, express
to Your Majesty our warm
congratulations at this time of
celebration of the diamond jubilee
of your accession to the throne.
We express our respect and high
regard for the dedication you
have shown in the service of the
commonwealth of Australia, and in
particular the state of Victoria, and
for the consistently high sense of
duty you have displayed throughout
Your Majesty’s reign.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— It gives me enormous pleasure
to rise in this house to support the
motion moved by Mr David Davis
and in particular to speak on behalf
of the people in Melbourne’s west
who so greatly admire Her Majesty
Queen Elizabeth II. It is safe to say
that if there is one individual who has
dominated the world stage for most of
the last century and so far in this 21stcentury, it is Her Majesty. To hold the
position of monarch for 60 years is an
extraordinary achievement in itself.
We would all agree with that. But it
is the manner in which Her Majesty
has conducted her duties that shines
for all of us to see. She has been and
she is a lady of grace but also a lady of
very great strength and belief. She has
led by example during troubled times.
Who could ever forget the
difficulties that she faced when
terrorism struck her own family some
years ago and her beloved uncle was
murdered by the Irish Republican
Army? She maintained her dignity in
her grief and again showed the world
what a wonderful person she is, and
what a wonderful example she sets for

us to follow.
It would be safe to say that no
tribute to Her Majesty in this diamond
jubilee year would be complete
without mentioning her life partner,
Prince Philip, the Duke of Edinburgh.
Through thick and thin, through good
and bad, the Duke has stood with the
Queen, and it has to be said — —
An honourable member — For
richer or poorer.
Mr FINN — I am not sure about
that. There has not been a lot of
poorer, it has to be said. Those of
us who have watched Prince Philip
closely know that his humour has
given many of us much joy over many
years, and I believe his contribution
to Her Majesty’s rule should not and
indeed cannot be underestimated.
Her Majesty has shown a great
affection for Victoria over many years.
She has been here on a number of
occasions. Her first visit predated my
birth, but it was an occasion for an
outstanding outpouring of love for
her from the people of Victoria. It is
interesting that during Her Majesty’s
most recent visit, which we hope will
not be her last, that affection was
returned by the bucketload. People
came from everywhere to see Her
Majesty and show they have respect,
admiration and indeed love for her.
During the aftermath of the Black
Saturday bushfires three years ago she
showed just how much genuine and
real concern she has for the people of
Victoria, and I am sure that has been
noted.
I mentioned earlier that Her Majesty
is the monarch; she is not the head of
state. According to the constitution
of Australia, the head of state is the
Governor-General. The point has to
be made that whilst the Queen has
been an outstanding monarch, she is
not our head of state.
Nonetheless, the Queen has shown
enormous strength and a tremendous
capacity to unite people, and she
has given us the stability that only
a constitutional monarchy can give
Australia at any given time. I believe
she is a great example of commitment
and service not just to Victoria and
Australia but to the Commonwealth of
Nations. It is amazing to think that she
has been living in a fishbowl for pretty
much all her life. I am not sure I could
handle having that sort of pressure
too well at all. For Her Majesty to
do that is a credit to her. There is no
doubt about that at all.
From the time when she
unexpectedly came to the throne in
1952, Her Majesty has shown us all
that she takes her responsibilities very
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seriously indeed, and she still does so
at an age when most of us would have
long since retired — some of us quite
permanently. She is still committed
to her role as monarch and takes it
very seriously indeed. It is very hard
to find anybody in this house or in the
general community with a bad word
about her.
She has done and is continuing to
do an outstanding job. Long may she
reign over us.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
9 February 2012

Vocational
education
and training:
providers

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question is directed to the
Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, who is also the Minister
responsible for the Teaching
Profession. Can the minister update
the house on any investigations into
unacceptable practices by registered
training organisations delivering
government-funded training?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for
Higher Education and Skills) — I
welcome Mr Finn’s ongoing interest
in this matter, because he did ask
me about some dodgy providers in
December last year and I promised
to keep the house informed on this
particularly important matter.
So it is today that I welcome the
opportunity to advise the house
that, with respect to this issue about
quality of training being provided in
Victoria, it is going to be a focus of
mine, my office and department to
ensure that the $1.2 billion of public
money being spent on training, and
the not insignificant contributions of
individuals to their training, delivers
for them a quality training product
and that funding is not being used
to line the pockets of unethical
providers.
In respect of this attack on
improving the quality of training, I can
advise the house that at this stage it is
taking in three areas. The first of those
is improving the standards required
of those seeking a contract to deliver
government-subsidised training.
Last year there were 609 providers
registered with Skills Victoria to
deliver government-supported
training. The figure at this stage this
year is 473, and while there are a few
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applications still outstanding, I do not
expect that figure to rise beyond 500.
In fact 100 applicants have failed
to reach the new standards set by
Skills Victoria, and 56 of those 100
are organisations that had contracts
in 2011. The bar has been set higher
in an effort to ensure that we have
quality providers with the right
intentions operating and getting
support for government funding.
The department is going to show a
greater degree of vigilance and apply
that vigilance to pursuing reports
of misuse and abuse of training
opportunities. In that regard there are
currently nine organisations under
investigation where payments have
either been withheld or suspended
while those investigations and
independent audits are completed. I
can tell the house that some of these
are not insignificant providers either;
one has in excess of $10 million in
claims on government funding for
2011.
I also want to advise the house that
yesterday the Victorian Registration
and Qualifications Authority took
action against a training company
that goes by the name of Vocational
Training Group Pty Ltd. That
organisation was deregistered by the
VRQA following an extensive inquiry
into its operations. The VRQA found
that that provider had not been able
to demonstrate a viable financial
model and did not have in place all
of the necessary staff, training and
assessment materials required to
meet its regulatory obligations. The
organisation was under external
administration and that matter has
not been resolved satisfactorily.
By the three instances I cite here
this afternoon I hope to emphasise
to the people of this Parliament and
more broadly to those in the training
sector that quality is a key focus of
this government in 2012, and where
instances of abuse or misuse of public
funding take place the action will be
strong and immediate.
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COUNCIL | Second Reading
9 February 2012

Planning and
Environment
Amendment
(Schools) Bill
2011

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— It gives me a great deal of
pleasure to support the Planning and
Environment Amendment (Schools)
Bill 2011. It gives me a particular
degree of pleasure because, along
with Mr Elsbury, I represent the
fastest growing areas not just of
Victoria but indeed of Australia. The
cities of Wyndham and Melton are in
a bit of a race to see which is growing
fastest; the no. 1 and no. 2 spots swap
around quite frequently.
Out our way in the western suburbs
we see enormous growth on a daily
basis. It is quite extraordinary to
see the development of suburbs
such as Point Cook. When I was first
elected — to this place, anyway — in
2006 Point Cook did not exist as a
suburb as such. Now it is a thriving
metropolis with a wonderful town
centre and much to recommend it
to the people who live there. Look at
places like Caroline Springs, which
is going ahead in leaps and bounds,
and that area between Melton and
Caroline Springs, which is a fairly
substantial area that I am told will
become almost entirely residential
over the next 15 years or so.
Given the sort of growth we have in
Melbourne’s west at the moment, the
need for infrastructure is obviously
strong.
I point out to the people of
Point Cook in particular that this
government is acutely aware that
they were let down very badly by the
previous government, and we are not
going to allow that to happen under
our watch. We are aware that roads
in particular are very bad in the west,
especially around the area of Point
Cook and Sanctuary Lakes. When
you have thousands and thousands
of people moving into an area, it is
vital that you provide transport and
roads to allow them to live the sort of
lifestyle they are entitled to expect.
Unfortunately the previous Labor
government did not do that. It took all
the taxes, all the stamp duty, but did
not return it to people who bought
homes, particularly in those areas

that Labor has always arrogantly
described as its own. We found at the
last election — and I think we will find
this even more at the next election —
that that is changing at a rapid rate
in the outlying areas that members
opposite would probably not be aware
of.
Members opposite would not be
aware of these outlying areas in the
west, places like Point Cook, places
around Caroline Springs and a
number of suburbs that are growing
at a very rapid rate. This government
is acutely aware of the need for
infrastructure, and the bill, along with
other actions taken by the Minister for
Planning, Mr Guy — an outstanding
minister, I might say — will provide
that infrastructure not only for the
people who are moving in but also for
those who have been there for some
time.
The bill is very much part of
providing equity in education
and taxation, because we now
have a situation that allows state
schools to not pay the growth areas
infrastructure contribution (GAIC)
but non-government schools, such as
Catholic schools and other religious
schools, must pay the GAIC. The bill
removes that inequality, and that is
important. It is another step in sorting
out what was a total debacle under
the previous government with regard
to not only the GAIC legislation but
the entire GAIC situation.
Members on this side will never
forget attending public meetings
— I attended a number around
the west — packed with people in
deep distress about what the Labor
government was attempting to do to
them with the GAIC. I am sure those
people got a great deal of satisfaction
from the result of the last election.
The new government is sorting this
out, and the bill is another step down
the path of doing that. I commend
Minister Guy once again on the work
he is doing. He will go down in history
as one of the truly great planning
ministers Victoria has seen.
I have always regarded education
as an extraordinarily important part
of life. Education is about providing
young people with what they need to
live their lives, preparing them to go
out and do what they need to do in
order to be happy, to be productive
and to be important members
of the community. Education is
extraordinarily important. The
bill facilitates a fair go for nongovernment schools and choice for
parents.
Non-government schools are
a crucially important part of the
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education system. I have to declare
an interest here; I attended a Catholic
school for most of my education, and
my eldest daughter is now attending
a Catholic school as well, not an elite
——
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I wonder whether Mr
Leane went to a Catholic school,
or whether he went to school at all!
That is the question you have to ask
occasionally.
When members opposite talk about
private schools and private education,
they like to talk about the King’s
School in Sydney and other schools
of great wealth and prominence, but I
have to point out that private schools
are patronised overwhelmingly by
children whose parents are working
flat out to keep them there.
We often see mothers taking a
job just to provide education or
fathers taking a second job to get
their children into the local Catholic
school or another private school. The
enormous sacrifice that these parents
make is something that we should
admire greatly. These parents could
have a new car, a holiday or a new
television, but they sacrifice that to
provide for their children and give
them the best education possible.
This bill is helping those parents
and their children. This is something
of which we as a government
should be extremely proud. Those
of us on this side of the house have
always been supportive of choice in
education; that is not something I can
say of those opposite. As we know,
for a long time the Labor Party — and
indeed the Greens — have opposed
private education, and in particular
Catholic schools.
The Opposition Whip, Mr Leane,
might like to release his members
from their obligation to vote for this
bill and allow those who are opposed
to private education to vote against it.
It is only a fair and reasonable thing
to do. Let us go back to former Labor
Premier Joan Kirner and the Council
for Defence of Government Schools,
which wanted to close down Catholic
schools all those years ago. Nothing
much has changed in the minds of
a good number of these people. Let
us be fair; I admire conscience. I
am prepared to stand up and allow
people to act according to their
conscience. Perhaps Mr Leane can
allow the Labor members opposite
to vote against this bill on the basis
that a fair number of them want the
Catholic schools closed down.
This bill is extraordinarily
important. It is about this government

keeping an election promise. It is
about supporting choice in education.
I support this bill 100 per cent.
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
28 February 2012

Libraries:
Sunshine

Raised with the Minister for Local
Government on 23 November 2011
REPLY:
I thank the member for western
metropolitan for raising this matter.
I am pleased to advise that on 12
December 2011 I announced that
Brimbank City Council had been
successful in their application for
the redevelopment of the Sunshine
library under round 1 of the Living
Libraries infrastructure program
2011-12 for a grant of $750 000.
In addition, I was also pleased
to announce a further grant of
$500 000 for the project as part of
the community support grants,
bringing the Victorian government’s
contribution to $1.25 million.
The Victorian government has
committed $17.2 million over
four years to the Living Libraries
infrastructure program to modernise
existing building and build new
libraries across the state. I recently
announced 10 projects were
successful in securing funding
totalling $3.421 million under round 1
of the 2011-12 program.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
28 February 2012

Carbon tax:
economic impact

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— After recent blood-letting in the
Labor carcass in Canberra, we have
been assured that the interests of
Australians will now be put before
those of the Australian Labor Party.
We can only say, ‘About time, too’.
If the Prime Minister is serious
about promoting what is best for
Australians, she will introduce into
the commonwealth Parliament
legislation to repeal her carbon tax.
The Gillard-Brown carbon tax does
not begin until July but already we
are seeing signs of what is to come.
Already jobs are being lost as business
prepares for this big new tax on
everything that will achieve absolutely
nothing. Already the working families
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of Melbourne’s west, once so loved
by our Prime Minister, are becoming
unemployed families. They are
already feeling the impact of a tax
they did not even know about until
after the last election.
If the Prime Minister wants to show
the new Julia — or is that mark 2 or
perhaps even mark 3? — she should
take into consideration the human
misery that her government is about
to spread across this nation with
her carbon dioxide tax. The Prime
Minister has been given a second
chance. She should now do the same
for Australia and scrap this despicable
carbon tax. The last thing that
Australia needs is another disaster
from an already disastrous Labor
government. This carbon tax should
be turfed in the same direction as
Mark Arbib.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
29 February 2012

Western Autistic
School: principal

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for
Education. Shortly after entering
this place in 2006 I became involved
in a campaign for a new campus
of Western Autistic School. Some
members may remember that. At
that time I met the principal, Val
Gill, and she impressed me with her
fervour and, as I later discovered,
her considerable public relations
skills. At the time I was struck by the
empire she had built in and around
Western Autistic School, including her
teaching academy. Shortly after this,
parents of children at Western Autistic
School started to approach me with
complaints about the administration
and educational outcomes of the
school. They also complained that Ms
Gill was disadvantaging their children
in order to promote her four-year
program when children everywhere
else in Melbourne received 12 years
of schooling. I have come to the same
conclusion.
This is not a matter I bring lightly
to this house, but events of the past
18 months have convinced me that
I must. Ms Gill has embarked on a
very public campaign to undermine
the promised P-12 autistic-specific
school in Melbourne’s west. She has
caused and continues to cause both
confusion and enormous distress
to parents who have done nothing
to deserve such treatment. Her
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statement, as reported in the local
newspaper last week, referring to
autistic-specific schools as autism
silos is the last straw. It is insulting
and it is deeply offensive. She
continues to put her own empire
ahead of the interests of children with
autism and their families.
As a result I ask the minister to
dismiss Ms Gill from her role as
principal of Western Autistic School. I
am aware of the gravity of this request,
but I believe the time has well and
truly come to put the kids first. This is
a very serious matter and one which,
as I mentioned before, I do not raise
lightly.
It is something to which I have given
a great deal of thought and something
that I sincerely hope the minister
will act upon for the good of those
children with autism in the western
suburbs and their families. I believe it
is our responsibility.
COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
29 February 2012

Education and
care services:
national
regulations

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I am sure that most members of
this house would be aware that much
of the work I do both in this place and
in the electorate is concerned with the
welfare and protection of children,
wherever they may be and whatever
age they may be. I believe the welfare
of children is very much our primary
responsibility, not just as legislators,
but also as adults. As a result of that
view, I was fascinated to pick up a
hefty document called Education and
Care Services National Regulations.
My initial reaction to this particular
document was to wonder if so many
regulations were strictly necessary,
because in this document we have
over 250 pages of regulations, and
the table of contents stretches to 16
pages before we even get into it. I will
browse through and touch on just
some of those matters.
We have, of course, supervisor
certificates of children, we have
‘Policy on interactions with children’,
‘Protection from inappropriate
activities or treatment’, ‘Relationships
in groups’ and ‘Access for parents’. We
have ‘Children’s health and safety’,
going through ‘Health, hygiene
and safe food practices’, ‘Food and
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beverages’, ‘Service providing food
and beverages (other than water)’,
‘Sleep and rest’, ‘Tobacco, drug and
alcohol-free environment’ and
‘Awareness of child protection law’.
We have ‘Incident, injury, trauma
and illness policies and procedures’,
‘Notice of serious incidents’, ‘Incident,
injury, trauma and illness record’,
‘Infectious diseases’ and ‘First aid kits’.
We then go on to part 13. I am just
picking out parts as I go along; this
could keep us going for quite some
time.
Part 13, which is headed
‘Information, records and privacy
— national authority and regulatory
authorities’, includes ‘Application
of Commonwealth Privacy Act
1988’, ‘Modifications relating
to national education and care
services privacy commissioner
and staff’, ‘Modifications about
financial matters’, ‘Modifications
about annual report’, ‘Modifications
relating to national authority and
regulatory authorities’, ‘Modifications
relating to determinations’,
‘Miscellaneous modifications’,
‘Relevant administrative tribunal’ and
‘Regulations’.
As I say, I could go on for quite
some time because there are
many regulations in this particular
document. I had to ask myself the
question: is this document strictly
necessary? Are all these regulations
strictly necessary to protect children
in this day and age? The conclusion I
have come to is: probably. The tragedy
is that being a child is not what it used
to be. For most of us our childhood
was happy; it was protected.
We were able to go down to the
park or to the local footy ground or
whatever. We lived a pretty safe life.
These days, however, there are so
many dangers and threats, and many
of those dangers and threats come
from people who children should be
able to trust, people who are authority
figures, such as teachers and childcare workers, some of whom might
have agendas which quite frankly
disgust me.
I recall that during my maiden
speech to the Parliament in 1992 in
the other place I spoke at some length
about respect, and I think that is really
what we need to have. We needed to
have it then, and we need more to
have it now. We need to return to the
basic principle of respect, particularly
respect for the rights of the
defenceless — for the rights of those
children who need our protection and
are very much in need of that respect.
As a society we need to change the
attitude that has developed over

recent years.
It is an attitude which I suppose
encompasses greed to a very large
degree — it certainly encompasses
selfishness — and means children
are put down the list. If they cannot
defend themselves, who cares? That
is not a civilised way of dealing with
children, and it is an indictment
of society that we have to have a
document such as the one I have been
referring to.
COUNCIL
29 February 2012

City of Moreland:
Planning Scheme
Amendment
C140

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise to oppose Mr Tee’s motion. I
have to say, there is a certain deja vu
feeling about this. I read this motion
and thought, ‘Here he goes again; he
just can’t help himself’. Can I suggest
to Mr Tee that he might like to go for
a walk. Can I suggest to Mr Tee that
he get up from his seat, go out of the
chamber, walk around the corridors
and down the steps of this building,
and he will see that clearly marked
on the pillars down the front it says
‘Parliament of Victoria’. It does not
say ‘Moreland City Council’, it does
not say ‘VCAT’ (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal), it does not
say ‘Department of Planning and
Community Development’; it says
‘Parliament of Victoria’, and that is
where we are.
This Legislative Council is not
the place to bring your planning
problems. It is a bit like going to
Melbourne Park and expecting to
watch the football; you have come
to the wrong place — again. Some
people never seem to learn, and this
bloke is very slow on the uptake —
extraordinarily slow on the uptake. Mr
Tee has come to the wrong place; he
has done it again. I can only suggest to
Mr Tee that if he is really enthusiastic
about judging planning matters, he
might like to run for council. I can
absolutely guarantee him that nobody
on this side will miss him, so if he
wants to run for council, I will even
come out and give out how-to-vote
cards for him. How is that for an offer?
If Mr Tee wants to run for Moreland
City Council, I will come out and give
out how-to-vote cards for him.
It has to be said that I have a fair bit
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of faith in the Moreland council for
the first time in many a long year. That
is largely because councillors actually
had the ability this time to choose
a mayor who is worthy of support.
I think Cr Kavanagh is probably in
for a very long spell in the mayoral
office in Moreland, and I wish him
very well. He is doing a very good
job, and I am sure he will continue to
do a good job. He certainly does not
need the grandstanding nonsense
of Mr Tee, who comes into this place
and tries to undermine the role of the
Moreland council. I say to Mr Tee:
this is the Victorian Parliament; this
is the Legislative Council — this is not
a planning authority. Our role is very
different. We are a house of review.
We are a number things.
There is often discussion about what
the Legislative Council does, and in
fact I think in an upcoming report
from the Electoral Matters Committee
— and we might be having a look at it,
so I would not want to — —
Mrs Peulich — Pre-empt it.
Mr FINN — Pre-empt anything at
all — indeed, Mrs Peulich; I would not
want to do that at all.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — Perhaps I could call
him something else, but I will not. I
will say one thing to Mr Tee, and that
is that we have a lot to do as members
of Parliament.
Mrs Peulich — TW, time waster!
Mr FINN — Absolutely. That is
what I am getting to, Mrs Peulich. We
in this Parliament have a great deal
of very important work to do. Why
does this bloke over here insist on
coming in here every Wednesday and
wasting our time? Why does he come
in here dragging this stuff up for a
quick headline, for a bit of a rah-rah
in the suburbs? He knows, we know,
everybody knows he has come to the
wrong place. I might have to say this
time and again until it permeates
through his skull. He has come to the
wrong place. The Legislative Council
of this Parliament is not the planning
authority of Victoria. Mr Tee should
go to the council, to VCAT or to the
Minister for Planning, but this is the
wrong place. He should not waste our
time. We have more important things
to do. He might not be aware that we
had 11 years of Labor government
that we have to recover from. He
might not be aware that for 11 years
we had the sort of neglect that has left
our state on the precipice.
As members of Parliament, we
have a great deal of work to do to get
Victoria up and running again.
It is absolutely shameful for Mr

Tee or Mr Leane to come in here and
waste our time every Wednesday.
As Mrs Peulich points out, they are
even turning wacky Wednesday into
a farce. If they are going to come
in here and they want to talk about
something, they should at least make
it relevant to the point. Let us at least
discuss an issue in a forum where
we can actually do something. It is a
nonsense for Mr Tee to come in here,
to reach into his bag of tricks every
week and pull out something new and
to try to drag this over the coals. As I
say — and I will say it again — he has
come to the wrong place.
I have to wonder if this is in fact
not so much about a planning issue
as it is about the need to solidify the
Labor vote in Brunswick. As we know,
for some time the Greens have been
eyeing off the seat of Brunswick.
It is only by the good grace of the
Liberal Party that the Labor Party
actually holds the seat of Brunswick.
Mr Tee — They are doing us a
favour.
Mr FINN — We did. I do not know
whether we did Victoria a favour.
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr FINN — The lesser of two evils
indeed. Mr O’Donohue has hit the
nail on the head. You have to wonder
if this is about planning or if it is
rather about the need of Mr Tee and
his Labor colleagues to win a few
points from the Greens. Mr Tee knows
the Greens are in Brunswick. I know
Mr Barber is often in Brunswick. They
can feel the hot breath of the Greens
on the back of their necks. It is very
unpleasant. Labor members can feel
that, so they are now coming in here
trying to do a big song and dance and
trying to tell the people of Brunswick
that they are on their side. We know
that is a nonsense, and the people of
Brunswick know that is a nonsense.
I say that as I was a resident of
Brunswick many years ago. Many
years ago I lived in Brunswick, and
even then there was a view that the
Labor Party had failed the people of
Brunswick, as it has failed so many in
the inner city, the northern suburbs
and the western suburbs. That is
something the Labor Party obviously
is feeling very sensitive about, and
with good reason, because it has
betrayed those who have voted for it
over such a long time.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr FINN — Labor members come
in here trying to beat something up
in an area that we cannot actually
do anything about. Mr Lenders is
over there carrying on like a two-bob
watch. I might say that is not unusual;
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it is pretty much par for the course.
Would Mr Lenders, as the Leader of
the Opposition, like to tell the shadow
Minister for Planning that this is not
the planning authority for Victoria?
This is the Legislative Council. It is
legislative; it is not planning. It is
about making laws; it is not about
listening to various planning points.
This is the Parliament of Victoria. I am
not sure how many times I have to say
that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — I know. I told Mr Tee
to go down and have a look, Mr
Ondarchie. He should go down. In
fact, Mr Lenders might like to take
him down there.
Mr Lenders might like to take
him down and show him the sign at
the front which says ‘Parliament of
Victoria’. We have nothing to do with
planning; we have authorities for that.
We have VCAT, we have councils and
we have the Department of Planning
and Community Development. This
is the Parliament. I might be accused
of repeating myself, but some people
just need to hear that message being
reinforced time and again, because
week after week the Labor members
come in here doing the same thing.
It is very weak indeed. A weak
performance on a weekly basis, it has
to be said. I will repeat that message
to Mr Tee for as long as it takes to get
the message through. He should not
waste the time of this Parliament.
He should not waste the time of the
Legislative Council on matters that
are best dealt by municipal councils,
by VCAT or indeed by the minister
himself.
You have to wonder what is in the
minds of those on the other side of
the house when we discuss electricity
because, as Mr Barber has pointed
out, the cost of electricity is rising
substantially and will continue to
do so, particularly in the wake of the
carbon tax that is about to hit our
country in the middle of this year.
However, I do not hear anybody
from the Labor Party, or indeed from
the Greens, saying that the carbon
tax should be scrapped in order to
prevent these price rises. I find that
very sad because the carbon tax that
is about to be presented to us by
the Gillard-Brown government in
Canberra is going to wreck a lot of
families, it is going to wreck a lot of
jobs and it is going to wreck a lot of
businesses. This tax is going to cause
a huge amount of damage, social
disharmony and human misery, and
this is something about which we
do not hear anything from members
opposite. They really need to take this
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seriously.
Instead of coming here wasting the
time of this Parliament, talking about
things that this Parliament does not
have responsibility for, perhaps they
should be talking about a campaign
to urge the federal government to
scrap the carbon tax. That would
certainly be something. If they really
cared about the people of Brunswick,
or indeed the people of Victoria,
they would be on the front foot and
they would be calling on the Prime
Minister to scrap her carbon tax. We
can only hope that that will happen
at some stage, although I will not
be holding my breath. Maybe Kevin
Rudd will, I am not sure. Mr Tee
comes in here, President — —
Business interrupted pursuant to
standing orders (Question Time).
COUNCIL
29 February 2012

City of Moreland:
Planning Scheme
Amendment
C140

Debate resumed.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
Before we found out about Mr DallaRiva’s luncheon arrangements and
other riveting issues of the moment,
I was trying to tell Mr Tee exactly why
we were here in this Parliament. Until
I heard from Mr Lenders, with his line
of questioning during question time,
I did not quite realise that perhaps we
might have been better off sticking
with the planning debate. You have
a bloke who comes in here when we
have huge issues around — we have
manufacturing in crisis, we have a
carbon tax about to belt us all around
the ears — and all he and those
opposite can do is ask, ‘Who paid for
your lunch?’. I mean: what is going on
in this state? I do not know who paid
for Mr Dalla-Riva’s lunch, but he has
certainly paid for Mr Lenders’s! There
are no two ways about that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — I do not see Mr Lenders
being all that happy, it has to be said.
I might just give him a thickshake —
very thick indeed.
With respect to the motion moved
by Mr Tee, once again, as I pointed
out before question time, Mr Tee has
come into this place wasting the time
of the house on an issue that is not
up to us to decide. These planning
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issues are matters for councils, they
are matters for the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal and indeed
they are matters for the minister, but
they are not matters for the Legislative
Council. They are not matters for this
Parliament. We have an inordinate
amount of work to do, as we
discovered at 2 o’clock this morning
when we were still here doing that
work.
We have a lot of work to do; there
are a lot of very important initiatives
being taken by this government. There
is a lot of heavy lifting to do to get
Victoria back on track again. So you
would almost have to say that Mr Tee
coming in here wasting the time of the
Parliament in this way is a criminal
waste. Even Mr Tee must have
something better to do than to waste
the time of the house in this way.
Mr Tee gets up on his high horse
and likes to rip into — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — He is not very high; he
was a bit lower than Mr Somyurek
on his podium, which he had a few
problems with during question time.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — No, he could not. I will
leave that alone.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Ms Crozier.
Mr Tee comes in here and likes to
think he can give Mr Guy a bit of a
belt around the ears. Well, he is failing
badly. After hearing the performance
again today, you have to wonder if this
bloke can do anything right.
Mr Ondarchie — It’s a wet lettuce.
Mr FINN — It’s not even a wet
lettuce; it’s a dehydrated lettuce. It is
just pathetic.
I listen to him when he comes
in here, and I shake my head and
think, ‘Dear God, the once great
Australian Labor Party is reduced to
producing members of Parliament —
to producing shadow ministers — like
him’. Do the people of Victoria know
that if Labor wins the next election,
Mr Tee is going to be a minister?
Can you imagine him sitting at the
cabinet table? Can you imagine him
answering questions in question
time? Good God!
Mr P. Davis — He would be the most
boring minister in history.
Mr FINN — Mr Davis has been
unkind enough to suggest that Mr
Tee might bore for Australia if he had
the chance, and that is probably a fair
point, but I was not actually going to
that. The point I make is that Mr Tee
has great difficulty grasping reality, as
do his comrades on the front bench

over there. In terms Mr Barber might
understand, they are off with the
fairies.
They are not in this real world, and
we have seen that displayed with this
motion and in question time today
with Mr Lenders’s performance in
asking Mr Dalla-Riva about his lunch.
I have been in this caper for a very
long time, but I do not think I have
ever before heard a minister asked
during question time about his lunch.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — I have some bread rolls
upstairs, which I will put together.
I find it astonishing that, in this time
when the federal Labor government
is driving Australia into recession,
the best the state opposition in
Victoria can do is ask the Minister
for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade about his lunch. I find that
astounding, but given the standards
set by the Labor Party in this state
over a long period, it should not come
as a surprise to any of us.
Labor Party members must be
getting close to hitting rock bottom,
but it has to be said that every time
we think they have hit rock bottom,
they go a bit lower. They are just
remarkable! The depths to which they
will sink astound me. They are an
extraordinary crew.
Mr Tee comes in here and tries to
rip into Mr Guy, but to no effect at
all. What Mr Tee should be aware of
is that we on this side of the house
are particularly proud of our Minister
for Planning. We reckon he is doing
a great job, and we think he is doing
a great job based on the fact that he
in fact is, as well as by comparing
his performance to those who were
planning ministers before him.
We remember what happened.
We remember when Justin Madden,
now the member for Essendon in
the Assembly, was the Minister for
Planning. He sat just over there
where Mr Dalla-Riva is now. He did
not know what day it was. He would
not have known what day it was if he
were locked in a calendar factory.
He was totally bereft of any ideas. He
did not know what was going on with
planning. Members will remember
the episode with the Windsor Hotel
and his staff. He said that maybe
his staff were telling him one thing,
but maybe they were not; he did not
know. He did not know what was
happening in his office.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order,
Acting President, we have a situation
now where the member is clearly
putting on a theatrical performance.
It really does not befit his standing
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as a member of Parliament in this
house when we are discussing a very
serious issue. I specifically draw your
attention to the issue of relevance. We
are talking about the Brunswick — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
O’Brien) — Order! Points of order
should be heard in silence.
Ms Mikakos — We are discussing
issues dealing with the Brunswick
power station; they have nothing to
do with all these other matters that Mr
Finn is speaking about.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, even on the most
casual reading of this motion a reader
would note that it is about planning.
That is what I was talking about. I was
talking about the current Minister
for Planning, the former Minister for
Planning and the way planning has
been handled in this state over an
extended time. If that is not directly
related to the motion, I for one would
be very surprised.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
O’Brien) — Order!
I have heard both members on the
point of order. I will uphold the point
of order on the issue of the member’s
demeaning caricature of the former
Minister for Planning. I have listened
very carefully to the contribution.
Everything the member has said has
been relevant in the sense of the point
the member has made. I do not know
that it is unparliamentary to say he is
entertaining in the way he makes his
point, often using irony as a form of
entertainment, but theatrics whereby
a former member of the house is
imitated et cetera are probably
considered unparliamentary when
having regard to the standing orders
in this house as I understand them. I
will not ask the member to withdraw,
because I am not sure if there were
any verbal comments; it is more
about the theatrics that accompanied
them. I will uphold the point of order
in relation to that aspect and ask
the member to continue with his
contribution.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting
President. I take on board your
comments.
I have not before heard a chair
referring to a member impersonating
other members, but you have to admit
it was pretty good impersonation.
To get back to what I was saying
before about the way planning has
been handled in the state over an
extended period, we had Justin
Madden, who was a joke. He did
not know what was going on in
his ministerial office. He did not

know what was going on in his
parliamentary office. He had a bloke
called Hakki Suleyman out in his
office in Keilor running the Brimbank
council from his office, and the
minister did not have a clue. Here was
a minister who was responsible for
the planning decisions in this state
also being responsible for all sorts
of actions of the Brimbank council,
which was being run by his electorate
officer from his own electorate office.
Apparently he did not know, so is it
any wonder that when we see Mr Guy
we puff out our chests with pride,
because we have a real planning
minister? We have a planning
minister who knows what is going on.
He knows what is going on around
him, and he has vision.
He can see where he is going, and
he can see where this state is going.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I can see the look of
distress on Mr Leane’s face. I hate
to do that to him, but I ask him: if
the truth cannot come out in the
Parliament of Victoria, where can it
come out?
Hon. M. J. Guy — I agree
wholeheartedly.
Mr FINN — Mr Guy is with me all
the way. When Mr Tee comes into this
house and attacks the Minister for
Planning in the way he has, which is
pretty pathetic, he should remember
who we had as a planning minister in
this state just a short time ago.
Hon. M. J. Guy — And who he sat
behind.
Mr FINN — And who he sat behind
— exactly right. I did not hear him
when Justin Madden was riding
roughshod over council after council
from one end of Victoria to another. I
am loath to use the word ‘shonky’, but
perhaps it is appropriate. I will not use
it. It is a word that — —
Mr Leane — On a point of order,
Acting President, making accusations
against a member of Parliament,
as Mr Finn is doing at the moment,
needs to be done through a
substantive motion and not through
a debate about a power generator in
Brunswick.
Mr FINN — On the point of order,
Acting President, I was in fact thinking
out loud, if you will, and debating in
my own mind whether I would use
the word ‘shonky’. I did not say that
Mr Madden was shonky; I was merely
debating out loud whether or not I
would do that. I do that occasionally,
as members on this side of the house
and some members opposite would
be aware.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
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O’Brien) — Order! I do not uphold
the point of order, but I am happy for
the President, if necessary, to rule on
a general question which arises from
the point of order. The member did
not use the word ‘shonky’; he actually
said he was not using that word. The
question is that, in saying that he
would not use the word ‘shonky’, is he
then implying it, especially if he does
not substitute it with another word?
We all heard that word, so is that what
is really going on? I think that is the
essence of the point of order.
If the member is happy to proceed
with the contribution in relation to
what he is prepared to say rather
than what he is not prepared to
say, we should probably not make
implications within that. If there is
any further clarification or further
points of order Mr Leane wants to
make, I am happy to hear them.
Mr Leane — On a further point of
order, Acting President, a number
of accusations were made about
the member, for example, riding
roughshod over councils. A number
of accusations were made about the
member’s behaviour. Accusations
against a member of Parliament
should be made by way of substantive
motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
O’Brien) — Order! I do not uphold
the further point of order. Riding
roughshod is not an unparliamentary
thing to say in the context of the
debate in relation to a motion such as
this one.
The word ‘shonky’, if used, was
potentially implying improper
conduct. It is at the border of that,
which is why I think Mr Finn himself
questioned whether he could use the
word. He did not use it. He did not
substitute it with another word. I will
call him to return to the motion. The
question of the implications of an
unused word is a matter I will refer
to the President in case he wishes to
add any more to it. I call on Mr Finn to
continue his point, but I note the time.
He might just finish his sentence, and
then we will have lunch.
Mr FINN — I am not sure what
sentence I was up to at that point. I
will just make the point before lunch
that two motions of no confidence
were carried against the former
Minister for Planning in this house.
Two! That had never happened before
in the history of this Parliament. That
is an established fact. I was here. I
voted for them both, and indeed the
majority of members did. It is not a
question of me casting aspersions on
the former minister, Justin Madden. It
is the fact. It is the reality.
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This house passed two motions of
no confidence in Justin Madden as
planning minister as a direct result
of his performance as minister. I will
pause there and come back after the
lunch break.
Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until
2.07 p.m.
Mr FINN — Before we went to
lunch — and I am tempted to ask
the various ministers who are in the
house at the moment what they had
for lunch and how they paid for it,
but I will leave that alone — I was
pointing out to the house the result
of some of the planning decisions
we have seen in this state over recent
years, not just the planning decisions
themselves but the circumstances
surrounding those decisions. We had
a situation where the former Minister
for Planning, Justin Madden, formerly
of this house and now the member for
Essendon in another place, actually
had two motions of no confidence in
him moved and passed, which had
never happened before in the history
of this Parliament.
In the context of the debate on this
motion it is extremely important that
we remember that.
If we are talking about what
Minister Guy has done or is alleged
to have done or not to have done, we
should also take into consideration
what has gone before. We should take
into consideration what Mr Madden’s
performance was like as planning
minister. You would have to say it was
a joke. If it was not so serious, it would
be laughable.
The bottom line is that when Justin
Madden was the planning minister
of this state the planning processes
had no credibility at all. Nobody
in business or anywhere took him
seriously or took what he was trying
to do seriously because, quite frankly,
they did not know what he was trying
to do; quite frankly, he did not know
what he was trying to do most of the
time.
It is important that we take that
into consideration in making any
judgements about the current
minister, Minister Guy, who, as I said
before, we on this side of the house
are extremely proud of because he is
proving to be an outstanding — I do
not think that is underestimating it —
Minister for Planning. We on this side
of the house will — —
Mr Lenders — He aspires to be
Gough Whitlam.
Mr FINN — I do not think, Mr
Lenders, that anybody aspires to be
Gough Whitlam. The only people who
might aspire to be Gough Whitlam
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are Kevin Rudd or Julia Gillard — they
are the only two Prime Ministers of
this country worse than Whitlam!
They are the only two who aspire to
be like Whitlam in any way, shape or
form. That is just a little bit away from
this motion, so I will get back to it. Mr
Lenders should not lead me astray by
way of interjection.
This motion is basically a nonsense.
As I pointed out, it is a total waste of
time. I do not understand why Mr
Tee, who moved the motion — Mr Tee
moved the motion, did he not?
Hon. M. J. Guy — Apparently.
Mr FINN — Where is he?
Mrs Peulich — He is having lunch.
Mr FINN — Where is he?
Hon. M. J. Guy — He is paying for
his lunch.
Mr FINN — He has paid for it. We
are back in here after lunch on wacky
Wednesday and the mover of the
motion, Mr Tee, the shadow Minister
for Planning, is not here. He is not
even in the house. It is the first item
on the notice paper, and he is not
even here. I am not going to speculate
as to where he might be, because that
could — —
Mr Koch — He is having lunch with
Mr Dalla-Riva.
Mr FINN — Mr Koch says he is
having lunch with Mr Dalla-Riva.
Presumably Mr Dalla-Riva will be
paying, just in case Mr Lenders was
wondering.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — He may well be.
This motion would have serious
ramifications if it were to be passed,
yet we have a situation where the
mover of the motion, the shadow
Minister for Planning — a frontbench
member of the Australian Labor Party
— is not even in the chamber. For
all we know he might not even be in
the building; there has been ample
evidence to suggest he is not even on
the planet, but that is something else
altogether. The bottom line is he is not
here now when we are debating his
motion. I have words of wisdom for
him; he needs them, and I am happy
to give them to him, but he is not
here. I do not think I have ever seen a
situation where somebody has moved
a motion in this house, the debate has
been continuing and they have just
disappeared — they have gone down
the garden path or wherever they
might have gone. He is not here, and
that is a very sad reflection not just
on Mr Tee but also on the opposition,
and indeed the opposition leader, not
that I would wish to cast aspersions
on the opposition leader in this place.

Mr Lenders — You would indeed.
Mr FINN — You would think that if
the opposition leader was doing his
job, he would demand that Mr Tee be
here. He would demand that Mr Tee,
the mover of this motion, actually
be in the chamber while it is being
debated.
Mrs Petrovich — It is a shame.
Mr FINN — It is a shame. It is
absolutely ludicrous that this bloke
has come in here and moved a
motion, the debate continues and he
has shot through. He is not here; we
cannot find him. I have been talking
about this for the last minute or so.
I would have thought that if he was
listening to the debate in his office, he
might have come in — but no. Clearly
he has no interest in this debate, and
if he does not have any interest, why
should we?
It is a nonsense that we are debating
something which, as I have pointed
out before, should not be in this
chamber anyway. This is a matter
for council, a matter for VCAT and a
matter for the minister in his capacity
as the ultimate planning authority. It
is not a matter for this chamber, and
by his absence the shadow planning
minister, Mr Tee, has shown that he
agrees with that.
Mr Ondarchie — He is not a shadow
of a planning minister.
Mr FINN — He is not a shadow
of a planning minister indeed, Mr
Ondarchie; that is true. I find it
astonishing that he would absent
himself from the chamber when his
motion is being debated. If he does
not have any interest in the matter, I
do not see why anybody else would.
We saw during the course of Mr
Madden’s reign as planning minister
— if you could call it that — that
Melbourne was allowed to expand
in an extraordinary manner. In fact
I well recall Premier Brumby talking
about how Melbourne would soon be
the biggest city in Australia. He took
some pride in that; it was going to
be the biggest city in Australia. I am
not sure how he expected all those
people he was attracting to Victoria
and to Melbourne to get along if he
was not going to provide them with
an electricity supply. That is what the
minister has done.
He is back. Hallelujah! Mr Tee
returns. I can only hope he will listen
to my words and perhaps learn
something. I was just saying that what
we need for a growing city — which
is what we have and have had for
some time now — is a strong and
reliable electricity supply. It has been
a concern for the last few years that
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on particularly hot days, for example,
we are going to have blackouts. We
are going to have nursing homes,
hospitals and schools without any
cooling on 40-degree days — not
that we get many of those any more;
that will be climate change, global
warming, no doubt. But on those
particular days we need an electricity
supply.
What Mr Guy has done is ensure
that that supply is safe, that it is
reliable and that it meets the needs
of those in the inner east and the
CBD. How embarrassing would it be
if as the capital of Australia, as John
Brumby was telling us, when it gets
over 30 or 35 degrees, half of the city
closes down, all the lights go out
and the heating goes off? That is just
nonsense.
Mrs Peulich — Wait for the wind
turbines.
Mr FINN — Mr Barber’s wind
turbines may well help. I do not know
how many wind turbines you would
need to provide electricity for millions
and millions of Victorians.
Mr Barber — You haven’t read the
detail of the capacity.
Mr FINN — How many?
Mr Barber — You haven’t read any
details about the capacity.
Mr FINN — It is going to provide —
Mr Barber — How much? Ten
megawatts? One hundred megawatts?
Mr FINN — Now we have got the
battle between the Greens and Labor
for the Brunswick vote here; this is
going to be good.
What this is going to do is provide
reliability of service for the CBD and
the inner east. That seems to me to be
a pretty reasonable sort of thing.
If we are fair dinkum as a
government, we should be providing
an electricity supply that people
know will be there when they flick
the switch. It is no good saying, ‘Hey,
come and live in Melbourne! I’ll sell
you these great houses for millions of
dollars with views of the Yarra. There
are marvellous places to live right
throughout the city — but there is no
electricity’.
Hon. M. J. Guy — And, by the way,
we are going to close Latrobe Valley.
Mr FINN — Indeed. As Mr Guy
points out, and Mr Barber will
probably chime in here, those
opposite wish to close Latrobe Valley
— there are no two ways about that —
in which case of course there would
be no lights anyway, so it would not
particularly matter.
Mrs Peulich — And have a great big
tax.

Mr FINN — Then, as Mrs Peulich
points out and as I mentioned earlier,
to top the whole thing off we are
about to have a great big new tax
on everything, which will achieve
precisely nothing. I could go into the
rights and wrongs of global warming,
which actually does not exist. I could
talk about climate change, which has
been going on now for probably a
couple of hundred thousand years.
I think it is probably a bit arrogant
of some on the left in this country
to think they can stop it by slapping
a tax on everything. The only things
that the Brown-Gillard government
will succeed in stopping are business,
employment, jobs and a happy home
life for millions of Australians who
will be thrust into poverty as a result
of this carbon tax. That is something
that we on this side of the house find
repugnant. We will not and we cannot
in all conscience tolerate that or
support it in any way.
Yet those on the other side, those
in the Labor Party and the Greens,
do not have a problem with hurting
Australians; they do not have a
problem with hurting families; they
do not have a problem with closing
businesses; they do not have a
problem with people losing their
jobs; they do not have a problem with
people losing their homes because
they cannot afford to pay their rent or
their mortgage; and they do not have
a problem with children being turfed
out of their schools because their
parents cannot afford to pay the fees
— not that that would worry them,
because they do not believe there
should be private education in this
country anyway.
They do not care about any of that,
and that is something you really
have to take into consideration on a
motion such as this, because it is all
encompassing. It is not just a matter
of planning at all; it extends into the
much wider reaches of civic debate.
These are matters that should be
taken into consideration.
We cannot have a situation
where the previous government let
Melbourne grow like Topsy with,
it seems, very little control from
anybody or anything and then not
supply electricity to enable the city of
Melbourne to function properly. That
would be a nonsense.
This motion is something that,
as members may have gathered
by now, I am not going to support.
Firstly, it is in the wrong place. As I
may have mentioned in passing, this
is the Parliament of Victoria. This
is the Legislative Council. It is not
the planning authority for Victoria.
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Secondly, we need electricity. I do not
know what it is about people on the
left in this country who have got it in
for electricity, whether it be by way of
tax, closing down Latrobe Valley or
any number of other acts of lunacy
that some of these people propose.
Either way this motion is one that
is deserving of defeat. If this motion
is defeated today — and I suspect
that it might be — I am hoping Mr
Tee will listen and will think about
the ramifications of bringing in
motions that are a waste of time on
future wacky Wednesdays. Is Mr Tee
listening? I hope Mr Tee is listening
and that in future he will consider
what he does before he brings
motions in here that waste the time
of the Parliament. I oppose Mr Tee’s
motion.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
1 March 2012

Planning:
Victorian
Civil and
Administrative
Tribunal hearings

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice is
to the Minister for Planning, and
I ask: can the minister inform the
house about what action the Baillieu
government has taken to decrease
delays at VCAT (the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal)?
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of
order, President, did I hear Mr Finn
right? Was his question: what is the
government doing to increase delays
at VCAT?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I
understand it was ‘decrease’.
Mr Finn — Decrease, yes.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) — You can tell it is
Thursday afternoon. There are
sandwiches one day and the Labor
Party’s hearing the next! I thank
Mr Finn for his question about the
government’s plan to decrease delays
in the VCAT system. As you, President,
and members of this chamber would
know, the Baillieu government
has moved swiftly to confront the
very large backlog at VCAT that it
inherited. We have put $1 million
forward to the VCAT planning list to
ensure that those planning delays
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can be cut by finalising some 800 of
the 1800 cases in the backlog over the
next six months. This is exceedingly
important in bringing certainty to
councils, to communities and to those
who have cases pending.
Mr Tee interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I take up the
interjection of Mr Tee, who seeks
to rubbish this announcement
and rubbish the initiative of the
government. He seeks to rubbish
the government’s $1 million oneoff investment in VCAT to at least
have those cases heard. I would like
to quote from a government press
release:
‘Extra funding will give VCAT
the resources it needs to hear
applications for review and make
decisions within a reasonable time
frame.
...
‘New funding for VCAT shows we
are dedicated to properly resourcing
our courts and tribunals to provide
efficient and timely access to justice
...

That quote is from a government
press release dated Monday, 23
September 2002, when the then
Labor government — and Labor
members are now rubbishing this
announcement — put $1 million,
quite rightly, in to help with VCAT
delays. The last 30 seconds of
interjections have rubbished what
this government has done. I have
quoted the former Labor government
— and I think Mr Tee might have
been an adviser to the then minister
under that government — which
members opposite have rubbished.
It actually did that. I support the
Labor government of that time for
making that move. What the Baillieu
government has done is very similar,
but it has gone further.
I have established a working group
to look at the way VCAT can, with
the planning list, obtain additional
funding, so I do not have to do what
Mr Hulls, the then Attorney-General,
and Ms Delahunty, the then Minister
for Planning, did in 2002, and what
I and Robert Clark, the AttorneyGeneral, have done in 2012 — that is,
put a million dollars into the planning
list. We are putting together a working
group over the next 12 months to
provide advice to the government,
including the Attorney-General and
me, to ensure that we can avoid the
necessity of doing this in the future.
That will ensure that we get a funding
model that works for the future, so
that when the VCAT system is faced
with delays to the extent that we have
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inherited, we do not have to have
this one-off injection. The funding
system will work over a period of time.
That has been addressed by Mr Clark
and me in 2012, and Mr Hulls and
Ms Delahunty addressed it in 2002,
but the current opposition does not
support it, because it supports long
delays at VCAT.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
1 March 2012

Climate
Commission:
chief
commissioner

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— Is there a greater scandal in this
country than the six-figure sum
paid to Australia’s climate guru who
works part time? The man who told
us it would never rain again is being
paid $180 000 of taxpayers money
every year — and for what? Tim
Flannery got it totally, completely
and comprehensively wrong, yet the
federal Gillard-Brown government
still has him tethered to the public
trough.
‘Raindrops Flannery’ told us it
would never rain again. Despite
his huge pay packet, we do not
hear much from him these days.
The tragedy is that state Labor
governments have listened to him for
too long.
We now have white elephants such
as the one under construction in
Gippsland.
That desalination plant is way
behind schedule mainly as a result of
floods, but it is not the only place that
has been hit by the curse of Flannery.
Queensland and New South Wales are
currently facing floods, as they have
periodically since Raindrops made
that ill-fated prediction.
The man would be long gone in the
private sector. I can think of so many
more worthwhile things to do with
$180 000 a year than fund somebody
who has proved he is either a fool or
shyster.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask for
the withdrawal of the last word of Mr
Finn’s contribution.
Mr FINN — I am happy to oblige,
but I would be interested to know
under what standing orders the
President’s direction has been made.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I
consider the term unparliamentary,

and I do not think the word was
substantiated. Notwithstanding Mr
Finn’s quite aggressive remarks in the
rest of his 90-second statement, I do
not think they substantiated the use of
that term.
Mr FINN — I am happy to
withdraw; I withdraw. But I am
also happy to substantiate it if I am
given further time. I am happy to
substantiate for some hours on the
subject of the fact that Mr Flannery is
indeed as I have described him.
The PRESIDENT — Order! When
I ask for a withdrawal, I will not
entertain a debate. I thank Mr Finn for
the withdrawal.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
13 March 2012

Planning: Point
Cook

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I also wish to raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for
Planning. It concerns the thousands
of residents of Point Cook who are
deeply concerned about the plight
they find themselves in at this time.
Point Cook is a delightful place, but
I think it would be safe to say that
planning has failed it. Point Cook is
a classic example of how not to plan
a suburb. It is a suburb that barely
existed when I first came into this
house in 2006, but it is now a thriving
metropolis, as I have mentioned in
this house before, with a magnificent
town centre. However, the planning
processes that have allowed this
suburb to grow like Topsy without the
necessary infrastructure have failed
everybody.
It has to be noted that this lack of
planning occurred entirely under the
previous government; there has been
no residential development approved
by the current government. All the
problems we see in Point Cook — the
road problems, the public transport
problems — are a direct result of the
failure of the previous government
to take account of the needs of the
people moving into Point Cook. Quite
frankly the previous government took
the money and ran. It took the stamp
duty, it took the assorted taxes and
it gave nothing back to the people of
Point Cook.
It has to be said now that Point
Cook Road, the major thoroughfare
in and out of Point Cook, would be
a joke if you could call such a thing
funny. How could the previous
government possibly have allowed
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this major road to have its outlet to
the freeway through the Laverton
township? How could that have been
allowed to happen? It was allowed to
happen, and it is still very much the
case now.
I drive through there quite
frequently and shake my head at
the incompetence of the previous
minister and government in their
planning approaches.
Sneydes Road is another road that
urgently needs an interchange to
allow further access to the Princes
Freeway. That is very high on my list
of priorities, and I hope it is very high
on the government’s list of priorities.
I know that Minister Guy is very
much aware of the many problems
faced by residents. I have discussed
them with him at length privately, and
I know he has visited Point Cook on
a number of occasions to view these
problems for himself. I ask him this
evening to make public the timetable
for future precinct structure plan
approvals. As I said, I know he has
not approved any to this point, but we
would like to know exactly what he
has in mind and what the government
has in mind for the future of this
suburb.
COUNCIL
14 March 2012

Australian Grand
Prix Corporation:
Documents

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— It gives me particular pleasure to
speak on this motion today because
it brings back some wonderful
memories.
Whilst it might not surprise
anybody to hear Ms Pennicuik say
that she was amongst the Save Albert
Park protesters all those years ago,
it might surprise members to know
that I was the lead speaker for the
government in 1995 at the time when
the grand prix bill went through the
Legislative Assembly. I am delighted
to hear that Ms Pennicuik has read
the record of the debate.
No doubt she was inspired by the
words of all those years ago. Today she
came in here full of the fire and vim
of life and delivered something that
only Ms Pennicuik can do from time
to time. I recall part of my speech in
that debate — and I think it got a run
on the ABC; somebody told me that,
as I never listen to the ABC myself —
when I was talking about the mind’s

eye. In my mind’s eye there was the
view of Melbourne and the view of
Albert Park from a television camera
perched high in a helicopter above
Albert Park Lake. I recall thinking
about how wonderful that would be.
In fact I did not disappoint myself,
because going to that first grand
prix in Melbourne, in March 1996, it
was just as good as I had anticipated
it would be. It was exciting. It
was invigorating. It was just an
extraordinary event in Melbourne,
and it was historic. The only downside
was not the whining of the car engines
but the whining of the protesters out
the front!
Ms Pennicuik — I was there.
Mr FINN — That was the only
downside, even though there were not
too many of them. It does not surprise
me at all to hear from Ms Pennicuik
that she was there. In fact if I had
been able to find a bookie to take my
money, I would have collected big
time, because I would have put my
house on the fact that Ms Pennicuik
was outside the grand prix having a
whinge with all the rest of them. The
fact that Ms Pennicuik is suggesting
that there were hundreds of protesters
at this particular event might go
some way to indicating why she is a
member of the Greens and is not in
the Labor Party, because in the Labor
Party you have got to be able to count.
Clearly Ms Pennicuik cannot count,
because there were nowhere near
hundreds of people protesting out
the front. There were nowhere near
those numbers; there was a cat and
a dog out the front having a whinge.
The great irony of this is that the Save
Albert Park group were protesting
against something that actually saved
Albert Park.
Ms Pennicuik — That is not true.
Mr FINN — It is extraordinary,
because we all remember what
Albert Park was like before the
grand prix came along, and I am
reminded of what former Senator
Gareth Evans said about Kakadu
some years ago. He referred to it as
clapped-out buffalo country. Let
me tell you: Albert Park really was
not a lot better. It was a disgrace.
Nobody had spent any money on
Albert Park in many a long year. It
was a dilapidated, pretty shabby sort
of place, and the grand prix changed
all that. The fact that the grand prix
came to Albert Park is responsible
for the fact that the precinct around
Albert Park is now something about
which every Victorian can be proud.
It is something to which we can take
our visitors and say, ‘This is not just
the site of our grand prix. This is not
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just the track which the cars drive
around and which we drive around
from time to time. This is a park which
all Melburnians can use and about
which all Victorians can be proud for
12 months of the year’.
Once the fences come down,
once the cars go to wherever they
go and Bernie Ecclestone goes off to
wherever he goes, then we can use the
park to walk our dogs, to jog and for
all those wonderful things that people
like Ms Pennicuik like to tell us they
support.
I have to ask Ms Pennicuik how she
would have saved Albert Park if the
grand prix had not come along. Not
only was it dilapidated, but it was
fairly dodgy. I am very pleased that
we have the Acting President and not
somebody else in the chair, because
I might not have been able to use
that word; but it was a fairly dodgy
area. If the grand prix had not come
along, and if the Premier of the time,
Jeff Kennett, had not had the vision
to put the grand prix at Albert Park,
then tumbleweeds would be rolling
through there and you would not be
seen dead in the place.
As I say, it is now something about
which we can all be very proud.
I think it is sad that for so many
years we had groups of people — and
groups of varying sizes, depending
on whom you spoke to — who used
to sit outside there on Aughtie Drive
with a tent. They would be doing their
knitting, and they sat there for 6000
or so days. Mrs Coote might be able
to tell us how many scarves one could
knit in 6000 days, because that in itself
would be quite a feat. It is interesting,
and I have made the observation over
many years, that it does not matter
what happens. It does not matter how
great the event is or how exciting the
circumstances; those of the left always
have to have something about which
to whinge. They always have to have
something about which to protest,
and I will put down money that some
of those people who were protesting
way back in the 1990s on Aughtie
Drive around Albert Park were in
their dotage hanging around the City
Square for the Occupy Melbourne
protest. I wonder if Ms Pennicuik was
at the City Square.
Ms Pennicuik — I was.
Mr FINN — She was there! How
did I know that Ms Pennicuik, one of
the original Save Albert Park people,
who was sitting on a street corner
whingeing all those years ago, was
in the City Square having another
whinge last year? That is what the left
do. They do not do anything else, but
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they can whinge like nobody else can.
They are sensational, and they do not
care what it is — that is not important
— just as long as they can whinge
about it.
Hon. M. J. Guy — The museum.
Mr FINN — There is the museum,
and we could go on for days
mentioning the things that these
people whinge about. But the fact is
that Ms Pennicuik has told us today
that, as I was speaking in the Victorian
Parliament in another place in 1995,
she was sitting on Aughtie Drive doing
her knitting. She then came out from
the cave into City Square.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — No, I am being gentle.
She came in to help those people in
City Square in the Occupy Melbourne
situation last year when they needed
help the most. I saw some of those
people, and a lot of them did need
a lot of help; there are no two ways
about that. It was good to see that. In
an era and at a time of uncertainty it is
good to know that some things never
change — and those on the left never
change. They will find a reason to
oppose just about anything.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — The republic is about as
dead, Mr Barber, as Save Albert Park,
let me tell you; they are both in a fairly
bad way.
I remind the house that back in
the 1990s, when the Labor Party
was pretty desperate for an issue,
it decided that it agreed with Ms
Pennicuik and the knitters on Aughtie
Drive that Albert Park was not the
place for a grand prix. The Labor Party
at the time was led by, I think, Mr
Brumby. He has had a couple of goes,
and has not been a raging success on
either occasion, it has to be said. He
got up and told us that Albert Park
was certainly not the place for a grand
prix and that he was going to put it
out at Sandown. Would that not have
been sensational? I could see millions
of people around the world tuning in
to see Melbourne and the grand prix
and copping an eyeful of Sandown
Racecourse. Would they not have
been queuing up at the travel agents
to get on the planes to come out to
see that? Would that not have been
a vital part of the tourism industry of
Victoria?
Would that not have been
something we would have been so
proud of? I recall Mr Brumby saying
that often.
I have particularly fond memories
because that played a pivotal role in
my re-election at the 1996 election,
when I was being challenged for the
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lower house seat of Tullamarine by a
chap who at the time was a member
of this place — a bloke called David
White. Whilst I had been at the grand
prix venue a couple of days earlier, on
the day itself I was out doorknocking
in preparation for the election
campaign. You have to remember
that the grand prix was actually held
during that election campaign, and I
was out doorknocking.
Mrs Peulich — It was very good
timing.
Mr FINN — Lady Luck sometimes
smiles upon you, and on this occasion
she did.
I had been out doorknocking in
Westmeadows and Gladstone Park,
and everywhere I went, at every
house I went to — every single place
— they answered the door and told
me to go away very quickly because
they were watching the grand prix. I
could not believe it. I knew it was a
popular event, but I did not realise
just how popular the event was
going to be. As the television ratings
showed at the time, the grand prix
rated its head off. I can vouch for that
personally because, as I said, I was out
doorknocking and nobody wanted
to talk to me because they were
watching it. I went home that evening
and thought to myself, ‘What a
wonderful event this is for Melbourne’.
I wondered what would happen if
John Brumby was to become Premier
at the election in a couple of weeks
time. Given that John Brumby had
promised to remove the grand prix
from Albert Park and that Bernie
Ecclestone had said, ‘If you remove
the grand prix from Albert Park, I will
remove it from Melbourne’, the grand
prix we are experiencing today may
well be the very last grand prix that
we ever have in Melbourne — the first
and the last’.
I thought it important that I take the
responsibility upon myself to inform
my constituents of this. So the next
day I put out a brochure saying, ‘If
you vote Labor this could be the last
grand prix you will ever see’. I have to
say to you that the reaction I got from
that one brochure was probably as
overwhelming as I have ever had from
anything I have ever put out in my life,
because the people of the Tullamarine
electorate at that time — fanatical
motor racing fans, so it seemed —
were appalled at the prospect that
they might lose their grand prix. I was
inundated by messages from people
who had always been Labor voters
telling me that they would never vote
Labor again as long as there was the
prospect that voting Labor would
mean they would lose their grand

prix.
I have fond memories of the grand
prix and that 1996 election. You
might recall — and as a keen follower
of such matters I am sure Mr Guy
will recall very well — that at the
1996 election I actually doubled my
majority for the seat of Tullamarine,
which was a very pleasing result.
I am sure the support that was
shown by my constituents at that
time — some of whom are in fact my
constituents now, because it covers
the area that I represent in this place
now — for the grand prix had a huge
impact on the fact that I not just
retained my seat but retained it with
an increased majority.
Mrs Peulich — You were more
popular than Michael Schumacher.
Mr FINN — I was more popular
than Michael Schumacher, indeed. I
think it important when considering
the context of the grand prix for us to
consider where Victoria was 20 years
ago. I am talking about 1992.
Mr Ondarchie — A good year.
Mr FINN — It was not, actually. In
some ways it was a good year and
in other ways it was not, because
Victoria in 1992 was a basket case.
Mrs Peulich — The rust bucket.
Mr FINN — We were the rust
bucket. I remember that throughout
the western suburbs factory after
factory after factory were empty.
Unemployment was rife, and the
sort of misery that I spoke about this
morning when talking about the
carbon tax was a way of life. We had
Joan Kirner as Premier — God help
us — and hundreds of thousands
of people marched in the streets
demanding that she call an election
so they could get rid of her.
Mrs Peulich — Whose personal
popularity was very high!
Mr FINN — Amongst her
colleagues, yes. We had hundreds of
thousands of people marching in the
streets to remove a government which
had destroyed the fabric of Victoria.
The morale of Victoria was in the
toilet; it had been totally destroyed.
We remember the jokes made by
Sydney people. They asked, ‘What
is the capital of Victoria?’, and the
answer was, ‘About 17 cents’. Those
sorts of jokes were common.
Mrs Peulich — How do you start a
small business in Victoria?
Mr FINN — How do you start a
small business in Victoria? You buy a
bigger one, exactly, Mrs Peulich.
All these jokes were being told
about Victoria at the time, and it was
crushing for Victorians from one end
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of the state to the other — from the
Murray and the border right down
to Port Phillip Bay. It was crushing
for Victorians. The government that
was elected on 3 October 1992, led
by Jeff Kennett, came in not just with
a mandate to fix up the economy;
it came in with a mandate to give
Victoria new life again — to put
Victoria on the move, so to speak.
The grand prix was one of those
events that did make Victoria proud
again, and that is something we
should take into consideration. This
was not just a matter of dollars and
cents and of how we sell Melbourne
and Victoria to the world; this was
a matter of making Victorians feel
good about themselves again, and the
grand prix was very much a part of
that. I certainly remember going out
and talking to people at that time and
people were actually standing proud
again.
After years of a yoke of a Labor
government, they stood proud again
as Victorians, and the grand prix
was certainly one of those events
that caused that. I could go on for
quite sometime about the economic
disaster that befell Victoria under the
Cain and Kirner governments.
An honourable member — The
Socialist Left.
Mr FINN — Yes, the Socialist Left.
How bad does a government have
to be to replace a Premier with Joan
Kirner? How bad does it have to be?
But it was at that time. The whole
psyche of Victoria — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — Candy was the
chief of staff.
Mr FINN — Was she a chief of staff
at the time? That tells you a lot, too.
The whole psyche of the state was
shattered.
Certainly that all turned around
over the next three or four years.
I remember only too well the
comments of thousands of Victorians
when it looked like we were going to
get the grand prix from Adelaide —
and weren’t the Adelaide people filthy
about that? I have to say they still are,
because they knew the value of the
grand prix to Adelaide and they were
dirty in the extreme over the fact that
we had brought it to Melbourne. I
recall going over to Adelaide at one
stage and actually gloating about that,
and I was very lucky to get out alive
——
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane, I was very
lucky to get out alive because they
were not happy campers at all about
that.
The grand prix is a large component

of our major events program.
As Ms Crozier pointed out, the
major events program here in Victoria
is something that other states around
Australia have copied. I do not think
anybody can doubt that we have led
the way in Australia with our major
events program. It was put together
by Jeff Kennett, by the then Minister
for Tourism, Louise Asher, in her first
term as tourism minister and indeed
by Pat McNamara as the tourism
minister before her. This just did not
happen; it was something that was
very deliberately put in place so that
major events would bring people to
Victoria in very large numbers, they
would spend dollars in very large
amounts and clearly it would be of
benefit to Victoria directly.
Beyond that, we have things
like the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, the Spring Racing
Carnival, the grand prix, the garden
show and any number of events
throughout the course of the year that
expose Melbourne to the world. This
is something that is more than just
dollars in the pocket immediately; it
exposes — —
Hon. M. J. Guy interjected.
Mr FINN — It is interesting that
Mr Guy mentions the Melbourne
international tram festival, because
we remember that the trammies went
on strike in the lead-up to the 1992
election. I think that pretty much
finished off John Cain as Premier. I
remember walking up the steps here,
and all you could see down Bourke
Street, as far as the eye could see, were
trams parked end to end and across
the way — —
Mr Leane — On a point of order,
Acting President — —
Mr FINN — This is rich!
Mr Leane — On a point of order,
Acting President, when I made my
contribution on the motion the Acting
President pulled me into line in
relation to relevance to the motion.
I think the speaker should be drawn
back to being relevant to the motion,
as I was during my contribution.
Mr FINN — On the point of
order, Acting President, I think it is
important that we gain some context
for how the grand prix came about
and for the feeling in Victoria at the
time the grand prix was — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
Elasmar) — Order! Mr Finn knows he
cannot debate the point of order.
Mr FINN — I am just informing you,
Acting President, of why I am taking
this course in my contribution to the
debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
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Elasmar) — Order! I take Mr Leane’s
point. I ask Mr Finn to be relevant
to the issue and to continue on the
subject.
Mr FINN — Certainly, Acting
President, I will refrain from
mentioning the Melbourne
international tram festival again.
I think that probably initiated the
major events calendar when people
came from all over Australia to see
hundreds of trams parked throughout
the city of Melbourne. That started
the major events program we have
today. What a marvellous thing it was!
It is one of the legacies of the Cain
government that we can look back
on and say, ‘How did it get away with
that?’. Thankfully, it did not.
Tourism is an extraordinarily
important part of our economy in
Victoria and Australia. When I go
out and speak to people and they do
not understand the importance of
tourism, I feel like shaking them and
saying, ‘Don’t you realise that it is
tourism dollars in the pocket?’. That is
what it is.
Tourism is jobs; tourism is dollars.
That is what it is all about. The tourism
operators in Victoria that I have
dealt with over a long period of time,
because many years ago I was on the
government’s tourism committee
——
Mr P. Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — I think Mr Davis was on
it with me. We went around and spoke
to a good number of people — —
Mr P. Davis — George Cox was the
chair.
Mr FINN — George Cox was the
chair at the time, and then I think
Graeme Stoney took over as chair.
We went around and spoke to a
good number of people right around
Victoria about the importance of
tourism.
The realisation came to me that this
industry is more than just a hobby; it
is more than just something you do
on your day off. This is a real business
that brings wealth and prosperity to
people. It is something that hundreds
of thousands of Victorians have made
their living from over the last 20 years
since we started to take tourism
seriously. The grand prix is a very big
part of taking tourism seriously.
I could go on and talk about
Melbourne as the sporting capital of
the world. We could talk about that,
but sadly I am going to run out of
time. I might leave it there and just say
that the grand prix is more than just
an event. I hope Ms Pennicuik will
take the documents that she requests
and that she will go back to Aughtie
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Drive, unfold her chair, sit under a
tree and contemplate the great events
of the grand prix since 1996 and
contemplate more and more of those
events to come.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
14 March 2012

Western
suburbs: federal
government
policies

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— As one week fades into another,
it is hard to believe just how many
new and varied ways in which the
Gillard-Brown federal government
finds to whack Melbourne’s west. We
all remember the $2.5 billion that
federal Labor ripped out of regional
rail, endangering a project absolutely
vital to the west of Melbourne. Thank
the Lord that Victoria now has a
state government that actually cares
about the western suburbs and would
not allow the federal government’s
assassination attempt on regional rail
to succeed.
Then, of course, the prime
ministerial duo gave Australia the
tax we were told we would never
have — and a tax we most certainly
do not want. Labor’s carbon tax
has already started to rip the heart
out of Melbourne’s west. Months
before the wretched thing physically
hits us — and it will hit us hard —
companies are preparing for the
impact by shedding jobs and cutting
back projects. The carbon tax is not
just an attack on the economic health
of Melbourne’s west, it is an all-out
frontal assault on the social wellbeing
of working families. Unemployment,
bankruptcy, homelessness, marriage
breakdown, poverty and human
misery will all be the legacy of the
tax the Prime Minister solemnly
promised she would never introduce.
Just when we thought our less than
beloved federal government could
kick us no harder, word came through
that it had delivered contracts
overseas, threatening hundreds of
shipbuilding jobs in Williamstown.
Minister Dalla-Riva blew the whistle
on it over the weekend, leaving the
entire suburb of Williamstown in
shock.
If that is what Labor does to
its friends, what does it do to its
enemies? Blow after blow has been
landed on the good people of the
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western suburbs by a party that has
the arrogance to call Melbourne’s
west its own. Labor is a sell-out.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
15 March 2012

Climate change:
government
expenditure

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change,
Ryan Smith, and in doing so I
commend the minister for the
interest he has shown in the Western
Metropolitan Region since coming
to the portfolio. A number of people
in my local region have commented
on the very positive impression that
Minister Smith has made throughout
the western suburbs. Many people
have commented to me that they
have never before seen a minister for
the environment so interested in the
western suburbs. That is something I
thank and commend the minister for.
Tonight I wish to raise with the
minister the particular area of his
portfolio concerned with climate
change. I have my own views on
climate change, as I am sure most
members of this house would be
aware, and I do not seek to advance
those tonight.
But we hear a great deal about
climate change, and sometimes it is as
if everyone is talking about it. In fact
you would have to say the campaign
on climate change is no coincidence;
it is not something that just happens.
It is clear that climate change is a
very big part of various governments’
agendas, including the Victorian
government’s, given that the minister
is the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. Clearly as a
result of that a good deal of energy
and resources go into warning the
community of the dangers of climate
change.
As we know in Victoria, and as
we have discovered again today,
the economic wolf is at the door.
The previous government left the
cupboard bare, and we are again
suffering from the economic
irresponsibility and incompetence
of a Labor government. A LiberalNationals government has again been
called on to save Victoria from the
incompetence of Labor. We know as
a result of that particular situation
that dollars are tight and every dollar

needs to be accounted for.
Therefore I ask the minister to
provide full costings for the climate
change section of his department.
What we need to know is how much
the Victorian taxpayer has spent on
climate change. It is a question that I
am often asked as I move throughout
the western suburbs, and I hope the
minister can provide an answer.
I ask the minister to inform
Victorians in a very public manner
how much of their money has gone
into the promotion, sponsorship,
employment and other aspects of the
Victorian government’s efforts on
climate change. If the minister could
make those figures public, I am sure
that there would be a good many
Victorians who would be very keen to
take a look at those very interesting
figures.
COUNCIL | Second Reading
15 March 2012

Carers
Recognition Bill
2012

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— It gives me a great deal of pleasure
this afternoon to rise to support this
particular bill. It has to be said that
without carers this society would
not be able to function. If we had
a situation where those who give
freely of their time on a voluntary
basis were to walk away from the
responsibilities that they have taken
on, if they were to say to the state,
‘It is now the responsibility of the
taxpayer to look after the person I
have been caring for’, this society
would collapse, because we have an
extraordinary number of people who
fit the category of carers. Whether
they be carers of elderly parents, and
there are a number of those, whether
they be carers of children with
disabilities, whether they be carers
of other members of the family who
have a disability or whether they be
carers of someone with some other
impairment, there are a huge number
of carers in our community. This bill
gives some recognition to them, and
that is long overdue.
I have known and still know
many carers, particularly over the
last decade or so. One cannot help
but admire the enormous personal
sacrifice they make in order to care
for, quite often, a loved one. These
sacrifices are sometimes on a level
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that we cannot possibly begin to
imagine. They sacrifice their own
personal ambitions; they sacrifice
their own aims in life. They give up
what they would really love to be
doing and feel they are capable of in
order to be carers. We owe them in
this house and as a society a huge
debt of gratitude. It is a gratitude that
I do not think we can ever properly
express, but of course we can support
them. We need more practical
support for carers and those who are
being cared for.
I know time is on the wing, but
there is one thing I want to say: we
have to accept that the basis of carers
and caring is respect for those who
are being cared for.
The fact that somebody is, for
example, aged, has Alzheimer’s, is
disabled in some way or is impaired
in another way, does not take away
from the fact that these people are
human beings; it does not take away
from the fact that they are owed the
same respect that each and every
one of us is owed by the mere value
of their humanity. By their mere
humanity they deserve the respect
they are given by their carers.
We as a society have much to learn
in this regard, because as a society,
by and large, we look at the old, we
look at the young, we look at the
disabled, we look at people who are
perhaps a little bit different from
ourselves, and we do not give them
the respect they deserve; we do not
give them the support they deserve.
That is something that we as a society
have really failed to do in a fairly
substantial way.
This bill is a statement.
It is a statement to those carers
that we as a Parliament, we as a
government, are on their side. We are
saying to those people who care for
their elderly parents, we are saying
to those people who care for their
disabled children or whoever they
may care for, that we know what they
are doing. We accept and applaud you
for the sacrifices and the contribution
you make. We thank you for the
wonderful work you do and we know
that we could not survive without
you. We say to each and every one of
those people that they are gems of
humanity. They are out there doing
the work that the rest of us, quite
frankly, do not want to do.
That, I suppose, is in some ways a
reflection upon humanity itself, but
the fact that this bill is before the
house today says to those people
who have made that sacrifice that we
recognise the great things that they

have done and the great things that
they continue to do.
I say to each and every one of
the carers throughout this state of
Victoria: thank you for the wonderful
things you do, and God bless you all.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
15 March 2012

Planning: zoning
initiatives

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice is
to the Minister for Planning. Can
the minister advise the house what
action the Baillieu government is
taking to increase housing densities
throughout central Melbourne and in
regional cities?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) — I thank Mr Finn for
his interest in how the Baillieu
government is growing central areas
of our cities right across Victoria and
how it is growing central Melbourne
and regional Victoria. I have pleasure
in informing the house that recently
I instructed my department to begin
work on examining the expansion
of the capital city zone and its use
outside of the Hoddle grid within the
central Melbourne area and also for
its possible use around regional cities
in Victoria.
That zone in itself can be an
enabling zone — one that can provide
job opportunities and growth to
not just central Melbourne but also
regional Victoria. It is an enabling
zone that can have in-built heritage
protections, which can be much more
significant, say, than an activities
centre zone or a mixed-use zone. It
gives a greater level of flexibility and a
greater level of certainty to those who
want to invest and to councils that
may wish to incorporate the capital
city zone into their planning scheme
as a mechanism for use in those
central city areas.
This builds on the work that has
been done previously by both the
City of Melbourne and past state
governments, notably the Kennett
government around the Postcode
3000 initiative, to bring people into
central Melbourne so that our central
city area is populated and vibrant and
people actually want to live there. It
diversifies our CBD as a place to live
and work.
Some people think that if you live
in the outer suburbs of Melbourne,
you are instantly going to become
obese. They think we should legislate
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for bok choy to be on sale in every
Woolworths in, say, Point Cook or
Mernda. But the Baillieu government
actually believes in a much more
pragmatic approach, and that is to use
the planning system to expand the
capital city zone to bring density to
our central city areas.
As members might know, the
Hoddle grid was designed for a town.
The grid of 1 mile by 1.5-mile streets,
which outlines the Melbourne city
area, was designed nearly 160 years
ago. It has been serving us well, but
we have reached a period where we
believe that we need to examine the
use of the capital city zone.
The central city zone in the capital
city of Melbourne is a vibrant place
to be. It is more vibrant now that we
have a major events calendar for the
central city area.
Mr Finn made reference to the
beginning of the major events
calendar last night, which opened in
1990 with John Cain’s international
tram festival — which was so
popular that they welded the trams
to the tracks! The calendar has
been added to over the years with
other events introduced by the
Kennett government, and other
governments to a limited extent, to
make Melbourne’s CBD vibrant. It is
about jobs growth and opportunities
through the planning system.
Mr Lenders — That was John Cain
the first.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Lenders is
quite right — it was John Cain who
brought the Olympics delegates to
Melbourne when the tram festival was
on, I believe, in 1990. They might have
had their McDonald’s in a Z-class
tram that was welded to the tracks on
Elizabeth Street. Mr Lenders might
have worked for him at that stage.
We are also looking at expanding
that zone and offering expansion to
regional cities. We want our regional
cities to grow and grow well. It is an
offer to regional cities that will be on
the table, and the work will be done.
Look at Geelong and the
opportunities that exist there.
Geelong has a north-facing city
centre, a Hoddle grid of its own
and good education. It is close to
world-class tourist facilities, and it
has a hospital initiative that is being
worked through at the moment by
the Minister for Health, Mr Davis, and
me, with planning approval recently
being given. It has the ability to grow
and grow well, and we have great
confidence in Greater Geelong.
Look at Ballarat as well. That city
has land resources to the west of it
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and precinct structure plans being
approved. We have confidence in
Ballarat, as of course we all do in
Bendigo, a city in the forest that is
growing well, that plans to expand
and to grow.
The Baillieu government has
confidence in Melbourne and
Victoria’s regional centres, and it is
going to offer all of those councils the
ability to grow.
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
27 March 2012

State Emergency
Service:
volunteers

Raised with the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services on 7 February
2012
REPLY:
Following the storm impact on
Christmas Day, the Victoria State
Emergency Service received 3556
requests for assistance (RFAs); more
than 2200 calls for building damage
and over 900 calls for flood damage.
The number of RFAs rose to over 4451
as residents returned home after their
Christmas breaks.
VICSES volunteers and staff from
around the state sacrificed their
holidays and time with their families
to respond to the needs of their
communities.
VICSES volunteers were supported
in the field by personnel from the
Country Fire Authority (CFA),
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) and
the Department of Sustainability and
Environment (DSE). Relief crews from
South Australian State Emergency
Service (SASES) and New South Wales
State Emergency Service (NSWSES)
arrived within days and contributed
enormously to the overall effort.
I thank those VICSES volunteers
and staff from around the state
who sacrificed their holidays and
precious time with their families to
respond to the needs of their own
and neighbouring communities.
This government greatly values
and respects the work of VICSES
volunteers who play a paramount
role in protecting Victorian’s from all
manner of disasters.
In addition to being called out to
assist in emergencies, volunteers also
undertake regular training and are
to be commended for their level of
commitment.
On Tuesday, 27 December 2011,
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I visited the Brimbank staging area
and the Keilor VICSES unit and
spoke to volunteers about the tasks
being undertaken. A number of visits
were also made to affected areas
by the chief executive officer (CEO)
of VICSES and other members to
recognise our volunteers and those
who arrived from interstate for their
great contribution.
The CEO of VICSES on behalf
of its board and all at VICSES has
expressed her gratitude to all its
volunteers and staff who sacrificed
their holidays to respond to the needs
of the community through the CEO’s
newsletter.
I have also written to the CEO of
VICSES conveying the government’s
thanks to all its volunteers and staff,
and this advice will be conveyed
to VICSES units through the CEO’s
monthly newsletter. Letters of
appreciation by the CEO of VICSES
have also been sent to the heads of
the NSWSES and SASES for their
assistance during this event.
I thank you for your interest in this
matter.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
27 March 2012

Maltese
Association
Hobsons Bay:
funding

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I raise a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs and Citizenship. It concerns
representations that have been made
to me by the president of the Maltese
Association Hobsons Bay, Joe Attard.
I have to declare an interest as I
am a life member of this particular
organisation, as is Mr Elsbury. It
is important that I put that on the
record.
I have been approached by Mr
Attard with regard to a proposal for
work that is very much needed on
the association’s neighbourhood
centre in Collins Avenue, Altona
East. The association has a longterm lease for the centre, but the
land and the building are owned
by Hobsons Bay City Council. The
building is estimated to be about 80
years old, and due to council neglect,
so I am informed, it is now in need of
significant maintenance work.
The association has managed to
keep the centre operational only

because of work undertaken by
members on a voluntary basis.
Hobsons Bay City Council has now
acknowledged that the flooring in
the centre has become unsafe. The
association’s large membership has
placed loads on the floor such that it
now needs to be replaced. The council
is prepared to undertake this work
and has raised a budget for it, but it
also requires financial assistance from
the Maltese Association Hobsons
Bay. To add to that, the performing
stage will have to be removed to
accommodate the new flooring works,
and again the association has been
asked to raise funds for a new stage.
Members of the association have
told me they do not understand
why council has not provided for a
new stage and why they have been
left with the job of replacing it. The
minister can see that that would put
the association under some financial
stress.
Certainly that is what they tell me
— that the association is in a spot of
financial bother.
I am asking the minister to see if
some funding is available to assist
the Maltese Association Hobsons Bay
in rejuvenating its neighbourhood
centre. I am aware that there are
enormous pressures on the budget
and that the state of Victoria is
suffering as a result of 11 years of
Labor mismanagement, but I am
asking the minister to investigate what
is available and if any help can be
afforded to the Maltese Association
Hobsons Bay. As I said, I know the
members of this association extremely
well, and they are very enthusiastic
about helping members of their local
community. It would be a very worthy
thing indeed if the minister were able
to provide some assistance at their
time of need.
COUNCIL | Statements on Reports
28 March 2012

Budget sector:
midyear financial
report 2011-12

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I am sure it will disappoint any
number of members of this house to
note that I am going to be speaking
on Mid-Year Financial Report 2011-12
and not the climate change report on
this occasion, although you cannot
help but feel that that might be
coming. I just have a feeling.
I want to start this afternoon by
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quoting from chapter 1 of Mid-Year
Financial Report 2011-12 ‘Midyear
results for the state of Victoria,
including the general government
sector’. I want to quote a couple of
paragraphs:
For the six-month period to
31 December 2011, the general
government sector recorded a net
result from transactions of a deficit
of $341 million, while the state of
Victoria recorded a net result from
transactions of a deficit of $801
million.
These half-year results are an
imperfect guide to the 2011-12
full-year likely results. In particular,
they do not include the impact of
significant revenue items which are
expected to occur in the second half
of the financial year such as delayed
grants from the commonwealth
government for the regional rail
link —

that is, of course, if the federal
government has not gone broke first
—
and Victorian Comprehensive
Cancer Centre projects, as well as
land tax revenue which is mainly
recognised in the March quarter.

There is another line in this that
is extremely important — one that
cannot be overemphasised — which
is:
The challenging economic
environment reinforces the
importance of sound financial
management.

That would have to be the
understatement of this year — and
perhaps the next as well. I have to
say that when reading the report
I had a certain feeling of deja vu.
There was a sense that I had been
here before. As many of you might
know, in October this year it will be 20
years since the Kennett government
came to office. As a member of the
Kennett government — in fact its
youngest member — I was one of
those people who was faced with the
economic disaster that was left to us
by the Cain and Kirner governments.
Here I am — a little older, it has to be
said — elected as a member of the
Baillieu government, picking up the
mess left by the Bracks and Brumby
governments.
The more things change, the more
things stay the same.
It is, in the opposition’s terms,
something that all began in November
2010. That is what it would like to
tell us, but we know better. This is,
and I am sure Mr Guy will know
what I am talking about here, the
cycle of life. What happens, whether
it be in Victoria, New South Wales,
Queensland, Western Australia,

federally or wherever, is that the Labor
Party gets in and completely — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — New Zealand.
Mr FINN — New Zealand is another
one, Mr Guy — absolutely. The United
Kingdom, Barack Obama and the
United States — you name it: they
have the runs on the board. They get
in, and they completely destroy the
economy.
After a while the people wake up
and they throw them out and put in
the conservatives, who do the right
thing, build up the economy again
and make things look rosy. What
happens? Out go the conservatives,
and in come the socialists again. They
start spending all the money, and up
goes the deficit.
In Queensland, for example,
Campbell Newman, the newly elected
Premier of that state, has more than
an $80 billion debt that he has to
deal with. I wish him well, but he
has his work cut out for him. But
this happens: Labor gets in, and it
stuffs up the state; the conservatives
get back in, and they fix it up. Labor
comes back in, and it does it all over
again — and around and around it
goes. Really, when are we going to
draw the line?
Impacting upon the subject of
this report, the budget, we have had
such Labor disasters as myki and the
desalination plant — surely the only
desalination plant in the Southern
Hemisphere, if not the world, that is
running late because of floods! Could
you imagine that? It has blown out to
such an extent that we could not see
it with binoculars. We have had the
police IT blow-out, we have had the
Melbourne Markets blow-out — as
Mr Ondarchie pointed out earlier
this afternoon — and we have had
other blow-outs and so much waste
that have come directly from the
previous Labor governments that we
find ourselves now in a situation, as
we did 20 years ago, where we as a
conservative government have to do
the right thing by Victorians.
Let me tell members from both
sides of the house that we will do the
right thing. We will fix up the state, as
we did before. Mr Scheffer said that
this government is looking more and
more like the Kennett government,
and I think that is a very good thing.
The Kennett government did the right
thing by Victoria, and so will this
government.
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COUNCIL
28 March 2012

Dorothy Dix
Questions:
Election
Commitment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I always enjoy speaking to motions
moved by Mr Lenders. It is a great pity
that he left the chamber during the
course of this debate.
I always find it odd, not that it
happens all that often, that a member
can move a motion on a matter they
obviously think is of great importance
to the future of the state and then
leave the chamber while the motion
is being debated. To me that is a sign
that they are not all that interested
in what the rest of us are forced to
discuss. However, the fact that Mr
Lenders is not here will not daunt me,
and I will continue discussing this
particular matter.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — He may be listening
on the speaker in his room and he
may deign to join us. He may deign to
wander up the corridor, actually walk
into the chamber and listen to what
is said, live and in person, as it were.
Before going any further, I refer to the
contribution from Mr Leane.
Mr Barber — What about the
carbon tax?
Mr FINN — I can absolutely assure
Mr Barber that we will get to the
carbon tax in a minute.
Mr Barber — A huge carbon tax.
Mr FINN — It is a huge carbon tax.
Mr Barber told me during the last
sitting week that the Greens want a
$60-a-tonne carbon tax. I wonder
whether the Assistant Treasurer, Mr
Rich-Phillips, could tell us what a
$60-a-tonne carbon tax would do to
industry in Victoria. I do not think
there would be much left. There is not
going to be much left anyway, but a
$60 tax would wipe out everything.
But Mr Barber will not divert me from
what I am saying.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Barber knows this
is not about what it is collecting;
it is about hitting industry, hitting
electricity and putting people, who
are not wanted or liked by the left
wingers in this country, behind the
eight ball; that is what this carbon tax
is all about.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr

23

Elasmar) — Order! Mr Finn should
return to debating the motion before
the house.
Mr FINN — Absolutely, Acting
President. You will have to call Mr
Barber to order and ask him to stop
leading me astray, because my
thoughts sometimes wander.
To get back to what I was saying, Mr
Leane made the comment that one
of the great broken promises of this
government was about the rail link to
Tullamarine airport.
My recollection is, and it is a very
clear recollection, that in 1999 the
western suburbs, particularly the
north-west, could claim the record
as being the very first area in Victoria
to suffer from a broken promise by
the Labor Party. The first lie of the
Bracks government was directed
toward the north-western suburbs of
Melbourne when it said, ‘Remember
the rail link we were going to build to
Tullamarine? We were joking; we are
not going to do it now’. Of course that
proposal died; it disappeared off the
agenda altogether.
Since that day when Labor broke
its first promise, we have seen a long
line to follow. That is just the way it
does things. I am disappointed that
Mr Lenders has not come into the
chamber to participate any further
in this debate, because I like Mr
Lenders. Some people in the general
community may think that because
we are on opposing sides in this
chamber or in politics generally that
we do not personally like each other,
but I do like Mr Lenders.
Perhaps we do not have a great deal
in common, but there is one thing
that binds us, and that of course is
the fact that we both have a devotion
— I suppose that would be the word
to use — to the Richmond Football
Club. I hope Mr Lenders has a very
good evening tomorrow night at the
MCG, and at this point I am quietly
confident that he will have. I hope
he has a better night tomorrow night
than the day he is having here in this
chamber today, because this motion
is a shocker; it is just atrocious.
Talk about overkill. This is overkill
of the highest order, and I can well
understand why Ms Broad got to
her feet a little earlier and tried to
shut down debate on this motion. I
can well understand why Ms Broad
decided that she had something
better to debate. She had something
better to talk about when she got to
her feet and sought leave to debate a
completely different matter. I can fully
understand why she did that, because
this motion would come close to
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being the greatest waste of time —
and let us face it, Wednesdays are
renowned for that — if not cross the
line of being the greatest waste of time
that this house has faced in the term
of this government.
I commend Ms Broad on her
courage, because it is not very
often that you see a member of
the opposition take on their own
leader in such a public forum. It is
very rare, and in fact I do not recall
it happening. Over my nearly 20
years of experience I do not recall a
member of the Labor Party taking on
their leader and attempting to shut
them down by getting up and seeking
leave to propose another matter for
discussion. That is unheard of, and I
commend Ms Broad for her courage
on that. I understand why she did it,
because this is just a total waste of
time.
In the course of a week I get around
to a huge number of places within
the Western Metropolitan Region and
sometimes outside the west as well.
I speak to hundreds, sometimes
thousands, of people about a whole
range of matters, but since the
election of November 2010 this is the
first time that the issue of Dorothy
Dixers has been raised with me. I
get around, and I speak to a lot of
people. In Sunshine, Werribee, Point
Cook, Maribyrnong, Essendon,
Craigieburn, Greenvale or wherever it
may be nobody has raised the issue of
Dorothy Dixers with me.
Mr Barber — They all want public
transport.
Mr FINN — Public transport is a
very big issue, Mr Barber; absolutely.
We can talk about that in a minute.
We can talk about that at length.
I want to make the point that of all
the issues that are raised with me on
a daily basis, nobody in the last 14, 15
or 16 months has raised the issue of
Dorothy Dixers.
If nobody out in the community is
worried about Dorothy Dixers, why is
the Leader of the Opposition coming
in here today wasting the time of this
Parliament? We have really important
things to discuss, and Mr Barber will
back me up. We have many important
things to discuss, but here we are
talking about something that the
general community has absolutely no
interest in.
Is it any wonder that the Labor
Party has a disconnect with ordinary
people? Is it any wonder that we saw
the result that we did in Queensland
on Saturday, in New South Wales last
year or in Victoria the year before?
Is it any wonder that the Labor Party

cannot connect with ordinary people
any more? It cannot connect with
hardworking Australians — Australian
families, as the Prime Minister likes
to rabbit on about. Is it any wonder
that the Labor Party has no idea what
Australian families are on about when
Labor members come in here talking
about things that quite frankly most
people do not even know about. They
do not know about it, they do not
care about it and they think it is all
nonsense.
Why do they think it is all nonsense?
Because it is. This is typical of the
Labor Party that we have all come to
know over recent years.
When Mr Barber got up and
started to talk about what the Greens
were going to do when they formed
government, the debate went up a
level. It went from ridiculous to really
stupid. Mr Barber made all sorts
of claims about what the Greens
were going to do when they formed
government. It amused us — I know
it amused Mr Pakula no end — but
it should not have surprised any of
us, particularly when you consider
what the federal leader of the Greens,
Senator Bob Brown, is quoted as
having said at the 40th anniversary
conference of the Greens. Can you
imagine what a sensational weekend
that would be? They held it in Hobart.
A big night was had down there, I can
well imagine. They would have been
hanging from the trees down there.
Senator Brown is quoted as having
said:
Here is one sobering possibility
for our isolation: maybe life has
often evolved to intelligence on
other planets with biospheres
and every time that intelligence,
when it became able to alter
its environment, did so with
catastrophic consequences. Maybe
we have had many predecessors
in the cosmos but all have brought
about their own downfall.
That’s why they are not
communicating with Earth. They
have extincted themselves.

That is what he said! They have
‘extincted themselves’. Senator Brown
continued:
They have come and gone. And
now it’s our turn.

If he is talking about the Greens,
hear, hear! Now it is their turn. They
have come, and it is well and truly
time for them to go.
Let us hope before long we can say
about the Greens that they too have
‘extincted themselves’. I will look that
up in Funk and Wagnalls a bit later
on, because that is a new turn of
phrase for me. As I was saying, when
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I hear comments from Mr Barber in
a debate such as this about what the
Greens are going to do when they
form government I think to myself we
really are off with the pixies.
The real issue here is why we are
debating this motion today. The real
issue is why Mr Lenders is bringing
this motion to this chamber and
wasting our time today. Interestingly
enough, he is not wasting his own
time. He is out doing something
better. Perhaps we should join him.
Perhaps we should all be doing
something better. Mr Lenders has not
been in the chamber for the debate on
his motion for quite some time. Even
in the mind of Mr Lenders this is not
a major issue. Certainly before the
last election it was not an issue in any
way, shape or form, despite what Mr
Leane attempted to tell us. Mr Leane
attempted to tell us that this was an
issue that brought down the Brumby
government. I can tell Mr Leane that
there were many issues that brought
down the Brumby government, but
this was not one of them.
As I travelled throughout the
western suburbs before the last
election with Mr Elsbury, who has
joined me in this place for this term
and I have no doubt for many terms
to come — and Mr Pakula will be
interested to hear this, because he
does not get out to the west very often;
in fact he might want to take notes
— we heard about the issues of the
western suburbs. We heard about the
neglect that Labor had visited upon
the western suburbs for 11 years.
In fact the campaign slogan of the
Liberal Party in the western suburbs
before the last election was ‘Labor
neglects the west — this time vote
Liberal’.
That resonated with western
suburbs communities because they
knew that Labor had neglected them
in an extraordinarily substantial way,
and they responded by increasing
the primary vote of the Liberal Party
in the upper house by over a third. In
fact Mr Elsbury was extraordinarily
confident on the night of the election
itself that he had been elected,
such was the response of people to
the neglect that they had suffered
as a result of 11 years of Labor
government.
We are now in the process of
turning that around. In fact we have
had so many ministers visiting the
western suburbs since the election in
2010 that one local mayor — I will not
say which local mayor it was — at a
recent function said, ‘At last we have a
government that is taking the western
suburbs seriously’. And is it not about

time?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Mr Pakula over there
has a chortle to himself. He might
think that is an exaggeration, but I
invite him to come to the western
suburbs occasionally, because if he
does he will know that it is. In fact he
might know from his previous visit
there back in 2008. He might have
picked up something then. But he
should realise that now we have a
government that does actually take
the very real problems of the western
suburbs seriously. You just have to go
to Point Cook. I do not know if any of
the opposition members have ever
been to Point Cook, but I go to Point
Cook on a regular basis. They have
a lot of problems at Point Cook, and
those problems are there because of
the actions — or perhaps the inaction
— of the previous government.
In 2006, when I first came to
this place, Point Cook was a small
settlement. By 2010 it was a booming
suburb, and it remains a booming
suburb.
But what had happened between
2006 and 2010 was that the
previous government, the Brumby
government, under the then Minister
for Planning, Minister Madden, had
taken all the land tax and had taken
every cent it could out of every land
sale and every stamp duty payment
in a big way — and stamp duty was
huge in Point Cook. But what the
previous government had not done
was provide the people of Point Cook
with appropriate road infrastructure.
What the previous government had
not done was provide the people
of Point Cook with the appropriate
public transport. What the previous
government had done was fail the
people of Point Cook on every point.
We now have a situation where
there are thousands and thousands
of people living at Point Cook. The
previous government ripped the
money out and put nothing back, so
now this government is in a position
where it has to solve the problems,
and it will do that.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — It will be tough. Mr
Barber knows it will be tough, and
we are aware of just how tough
this budget will be. The Assistant
Treasurer, Minister Rich-Phillips,
will back me up on this, I am sure:
it is as a direct result of the 11 years
of Labor that we had prior to the
election of this government that we
will have a tough budget this year.
We have all those issues, not just in
Point Cook but right through the
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western suburbs. You just have to go
to Essendon to see that. Essendon is
a seat that we almost won. In fact it is
a seat that we should have won, and
I kick myself almost every day that
we did not win that seat. There were
issues there that caused people to
vote against the then government.
I welcome Mr Lenders back into the
chamber; it is good to see him. The
issues that voters in Essendon voted
on are the ones that we should be
debating in this house today.
If opposition members wish to
be relevant, if they wish to actually
bring the needs and concerns of
Victorians before this Parliament,
then they should go out there and
talk to the people in Point Cook,
Essendon, Craigieburn, Greenvale
and Footscray. They should go out
there and talk to people who have real
problems and who do not actually
know what Dorothy Dixers are — and
if they did, they could not care less.
Nobody from one end of this state to
the other is going to be sitting down
tonight over chops and three veg
talking about Dorothy Dixers.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Nobody, except maybe
Mr Lenders, but he has shown by his
extended absence from this chamber
during this debate that he is not all
that interested in this either. It is all a
mystery to me. Mr Lenders seemed
to get very upset because Mr Koch
asked about Geelong. I do not see
what the problem is there. In fact Mr
Koch has a long and distinguished
history of fighting hard for the people
of Geelong. It is something he is
very proud of, and I think the people
of Geelong can be proud that they
have in him a great representative
of Geelong, along with Mr Ramsay
and Mr O’Brien, who are also great
representatives of Geelong in this
house. Why would the Labor Party
object to Mr Koch getting up and
asking a question about Geelong?
Then the emphasis changed to the
fact that the Minister for Housing,
Minister Lovell, seemed to show
some affection for Mr Koch. I do
not understand that either, because
as we know Mr Koch is a very nice
gentleman.
He is a very nice chap, so why would
Ms Lovell not show some affection for
him?
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — I would not be so
unkind as to repeat what Mrs Peulich
said. I would not be so unkind as to
repeat what she said about nobody
showing any kindness to Mr Lenders,
because I think that is probably — —
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Mrs Peulich — Well deserved?
Mr FINN — Mrs Peulich’s words,
not mine. If Mr Koch gets up here and
does his job and wants to put on the
public record what this government
has done for the people of Geelong,
why should he not? Why should he
not let the people of Geelong know
that he is in here batting for them?
Why should he not let the people
of Geelong know that he has their
best interests at heart and that he
will go in and fight for whatever the
people of Geelong need? I find it
astonishing that of all the things that
the opposition in this state can get
upset about it gets upset because Mr
Koch wants to talk about Geelong.
That to me is very strange — as indeed
is the opposition, I might say.
Then Mr Lenders went on to talk
about members of the government
crossing the floor.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Wind it up.
Mr FINN — No, I have got a long
way to go yet — a long way to go.
Mr Lenders then spoke to us for
some time about members of the
government crossing the floor and
how outrageous it was that they had
not done so.
He even went on to say that this
was in some way Stalinist. That was
the word he used. If you want to
talk about Stalinism, let us have a
look at what happens to a member
of the Labor Party who crosses the
floor. Let us find out. If Mr Pakula felt
particularly strongly about something
— this is highly hypothetical, let me
tell you — and he felt the need to
stand up and cross the floor and vote
against his own the party and did so,
he would be out. He would not last in
the Labor Party for one day — and I
am sure you know exactly what I am
talking about, Acting President. He
would be out the door. That is how the
Labor Party operates.
The Liberal Party has, since its
inception, respected the right of
conscience. We have respected the
right of conscience, so if members do
cross the floor from time to time, we
respect that. That is fine, and that is a
very good thing.
But if Mr Pakula, Mr Tee or — god
help us — Mr Lenders crossed the
floor and voted against the ALP, if they
saw the light and came over here even
once — I am not talking about two or
three times — they would be kicked
out. At the very least they would
be suspended from the ALP, if not
expelled. If that is not Stalinist tactics,
what is? If Mr Lenders wants to
come in here and talk about Stalinist
tactics, let us talk about how the ALP
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operates, not just in this state but
Australia wide.
I have to say, of course, that the ALP
caucus in Queensland would have a
bit of trouble with that rule, because
it cannot afford to lose anyone. It is in
a spot of bother, to say the very least.
For Mr Lenders to get up here and
imply that there is something Stalinist
about the way this government
operates is total nonsense.
Then Mr Lenders and Mr Pakula,
from memory, who was chorusing
along in the background, joined
together to tell us that Mr Guy
should not be suggesting to Mr Tee
questions that needed to be asked
during question time. I think that in
years gone by I probably would have
agreed. But, fair dinkum, the way
Mr Tee is in question time, he needs
every bit of help he can get. If Mr
Guy, Mr Hall or anybody else wants
to offer him advice as to what sort
of questions he should ask, I would
suggest to Mr Tee that he listen with
both ears because he needs every bit
of help that he can get. It is all a bit
sad sometimes, really, isn’t it? It is all
just very, very sad.
Then Mr Lenders started on about
broken promises. Well, if anybody
knows about broken promises, it
would be the Leader of the Labor
Party in the Legislative Council,
because his is an organisation that
specialises in broken promises.
Whether it be at a federal level, a state
level or whatever it may be, Labor
loves to break its promises.
Mr Lenders will well remember
that, as I mentioned before, prior to
the 2002 election — going back, if
you want, to 1999 — the rail link to
the Tullamarine airport was the first
promise broken by the Labor Party in
government. That is not something
that we in my part of the world are
particularly proud of; we are certainly
not very thrilled about it. But it is
something that should be recorded
for the history books.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr FINN — We are getting to that,
Mr Drum. Of course, it would have
to be said that there were a number
of other broken promises after 1999,
but that was the first one. In another
example — Mr Drum might have an
interest in this — the shadow minister
for sport at that time had promised
prior to the 1999 election that he
would keep Waverley Park, which was
originally known as VFL Park, as a
football ground for the people of the
eastern suburbs to enjoy.
Of course as soon as the election
was over that promise went with the

rest of them, and Waverley Park is
now a housing estate. That did not
distress me enormously, I have to say,
because I hated going to the place. It
took three days to get there, another
three days to get out of the car park
and it rained the whole time. So I
was not too distressed by that broken
promise, but it was another broken
promise that should be added to the
list of promises broken by the Labor
Party after that election.
Then, of course, we move on to
the following election, President —
and this is a matter that may well
be of interest to you. A letter was
distributed throughout the eastern
suburbs of Melbourne signed ‘Steve
Bracks, Premier of Victoria’. In that
letter the former Premier promised
that the Scoresby freeway, as it was
then referred to, would be completed
on time and on budget with no tolls.
No tolls, they said, back before the
2002 election. That was in writing
to the good voters of the eastern
suburbs, signed by the Premier, Steve
Bracks.
You would have thought that if they
had it in writing, the average person
in the east would have thought,
‘Fair enough; we can believe it’. How
wrong they were. They forgot they
were dealing with the masters of
deception; they were dealing with the
ALP; they were dealing with people
who would not know the truth if
it jumped up and bit them on the
nose. As a result of them believing
this particular document, we saw an
extraordinary result, particularly in
the eastern suburbs, where a number
of previously safe Liberal seats fell to
the ALP.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn
will continue after question time. Can
I just indicate in terms of the debate,
which I have been listening to in
my office, that this is a very narrow
debate, and I am rather perplexed
at how far and wide it has ranged
from the motion that was moved by
Mr Lenders this morning. I would
ask that future contributions to the
debate come back to the motion and
recognise what it is actually about
rather than dwelling on past issues to
the extent that has been done so far.
Business interrupted pursuant to
standing orders (Question Time).
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Debate resumed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate
that during question time I re-read
Mr Lenders’s motion. I return to the
remarks I made when I was in the
chair just before question time that
in my view this is a very narrow and
specific motion. I understand that
there is a problem with this debate
in the sense that Mr Lenders strayed
outside the exact terms of his motion;
in other words, he sought to convey
a range of remarks which very much
couched this debate, notwithstanding
the words, in terms of there having
been a broken promise. Clearly
that line of argument has led other
speakers in the debate to roam fairly
wide with their remarks in that regard.
I accept that members had a right to
do so in the sense that Mr Lenders
had invited some of that discussion.
Nonetheless, I think the line of
argument has been widely canvassed
by speakers subsequently, and I ask
members participating in the debate
from this point on to confine their
remarks more to the motion on the
paper or perhaps to some other
matters that Mr Lenders might have
raised in his remarks, which I listened
to, and to be a lot more circumspect
in terms of the broken promises issue,
particularly when we are going back
almost two decades. That is a fair
stretch.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of
order, President, just to clarify your
ruling, it is my intention to join the
debate at some point. I accept your
remarks about confining ourselves
to the motion and matters related
to the motion. I will simply make
a point and seek your guidance.
There have been a range of matters
canvassed by government speakers,
including Mrs Peulich, Mr Drum
and Mr Finn, and I hope the Chair
will provide some latitude to the
opposition in responding to some of
the contentions that have been made
— provided, as you have indicated,
that we do not stray too widely from
the topic.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of
order, President, I think it is important
where matters have been raised in

the debate and have been put on the
record by the lead speaker and other
non-government speakers that there
be an opportunity for government
members to make appropriate
responses. To leave matters hanging
carries a risk.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In
respect of that point of order, I
am happy for those matters to be
addressed. What I do not want to see
is this debate spiralling into a whole
lot of new areas.
What Mr Davis says is right:
obviously the rules of debate and
the expectation of debate in this
place is that if matters are raised,
members ought to have an unfettered
opportunity to respond to them.
That is one of the hallmarks of this
chamber in particular. I certainly
do not seek to stop members
responding to matters that have
been raised, albeit that this has been
a fairly lengthy debate on what is a
fairly narrow premise. Therefore I
am not sure that there needs to be
a great Tolstoy-like response to the
matters that have been raised. I am
particularly concerned that whilst
there have been some government
speakers who have spoken on this
motion, so too has Mr Leane, who has
countered some of those contentions
matters that were made and also
addressed other matters.
As I said, I do not want to hear
new material that is lacking in direct
relevance to this motion, which is
quite specific. However, I am mindful
of the fact that Mr Lenders, being the
lead speaker for this debate, opened
up the lines of argument far wider
than what the motion actually says.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
It does not surprise me at all to hear
you, President, give us guidelines
of the nature that you have, as this
motion, to say the very least, lacks
substance. It is not surprising that Mr
Lenders and subsequent speakers
would cover a range of matters,
because, to be quite frank, if we were
to debate this motion purely on the
merits of the words themselves, we
probably would have finished about
45 seconds after we started.
As I said earlier, this is a ridiculous
motion, and it is an enormous waste
of the time of this house. It is all a
question of priorities. The point I
make in response to Mr Lenders’s
comments and indeed to Mr Leane’s
comments earlier is that if you are a
member of this house, a member of
the other place or a participant in the
political process, you would know
what a Dorothy Dixer is, but most
working families and those who are
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not participants in our profession
and who go about providing taxes to
enable us to keep this government’s
process going would not know —
and indeed do not know — what a
Dorothy Dixer is.
For Mr Lenders to come in here
suggesting that this is one of the great
issues of mankind and an issue that
people are sitting around at home
discussing at great length over the
roast lamb on a Sunday night is a
nonsense.
President, you are absolutely spoton when you give guidance about
bringing us back to the motion,
because, as you pointed out, debate
on this motion has spread far and
wide. It has not been about the issues
that matter to people. I can assure
you that I know for a fact that people
are sitting around the kitchen table at
night discussing how they are going
to pay their electricity bill, which
is an issue that is going to become
increasingly burdensome as the
carbon tax hits. They are discussing
how they are going to pay their kids’
school fees or their car registration or
any number of things. These are real
issues that matter to real people.
It is also about jobs.
This is a time when we have a
number of businesses and industries
preparing for the carbon tax by
cutting back on jobs. I can assure
you that in my area — out in the
western suburbs — there is very
real concern about whether people
might get up in the morning, go to
work and find that they will not have
a job by the time they are supposed
to knock off at night. I would counsel
the opposition as much as possible
to raise those sorts of matters today.
I have no objection to a whole
day being set aside for opposition
business. It is a sign of a robust and
healthy democracy that those who
are in opposition are given sufficient
time to raise those matters that are
important to them and to people in
their communities.
If such time is given, it is only
reasonable for the opposition to
actually utilise it, and I cannot help
but think that this motion today is
not doing that. This motion is selfindulgent. This motion talks about
things that really do not matter.
In a time and an age when already
vast numbers of people are not just
disengaged but very angry — I think
‘angry’ is not too strong a word — at
the political process, people would
see this as something that is a total
waste of time. I have to say I agree
with that.
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Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until
2.03 p.m.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Finn to continue, very briefly.
Mr FINN — We will see where
that takes us, Deputy President, but
I appreciate your guidance. We will
give that due consideration and the
respect it deserves.
So far in my contribution to this
particular motion, I had responded
to just some of the points that had
been made by Mr Lenders. I hope
Mr Lenders is not going to leave the
chamber because it would be very
disappointing if he were to do so — as
he walks out the door, again not just
showing disrespect for the chamber
but also telling us that he really
does not give a flying rodent’s rump
about this motion. He has moved
this motion, as Mr Barber pointed
out earlier today, for reasons that are
lost on all of us. I just cannot begin
to imagine why this motion has been
moved, because there are so many
other motions that could be debated
in this chamber.
I am sure Mr Leane, at the drop of
a hat, could give me a list of seven or
eight matters that could and should
be debated on this Wednesday.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of
order, Deputy President, I hesitate
to do this because I think it runs the
risk of encouraging Mr Finn to go
on longer, but if you had been in the
chamber prior to question time, I
think you would agree with me that
Mr Finn is now straying into the
territory of tedious repetition. He has
made this particular point on about
15 occasions now.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
I have been in and out of the chamber
at various points during Mr Finn’s
35-minute contribution so far, and I
have heard him make those points.
I remind Mr Finn that there are
provisions in relation to repetition,
and I ask him to continue with that in
mind.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Deputy
President.
I am very much aware of the rules
regarding tedious repetition, as
indeed I am sure is Mr Pakula. On
this occasion I was just recapping for
the benefit of those members who
were not in the chamber and may
have missed the points that I made
previously. For myself, I know there is
nothing worse than walking into the
chamber and not knowing what the
speaker on his or her feet is talking
about. That is something in which I
have absolutely no intention of being
complicit, and that is the bottom line.
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Earlier I was referring to Mr
Lenders’s contribution, in particular
his reference to broken promises. I
found it interesting when Mr Lenders
referred to political leaders who break
their promises and how it brings them
down. I thought to myself, ‘Could
he be talking about Anna Bligh?’. He
could very well be talking about Anna
Bligh, and it is a great pity that he is
not in the chamber to illuminate us as
to whether he was talking about Anna
Bligh on this occasion.
Mrs Peulich — Perhaps he has a
crystal ball?
Mr FINN — He may have his
hands on a crystal ball, and he may
be thinking about that a great deal.
Alternatively, if we are speaking
about political leaders who have
made promises that have been so
very publicly broken and that are
bound to bring them down, he may
have been referring to the Prime
Minister, because I do not think there
is anybody in this country who is not
familiar with the line, ‘There will be
no carbon tax under any government
that I lead’. I wonder if Mr Lenders is
making a prediction about the fate
of the federal government, and in
particular the Prime Minister, when
that government has the courage to
face the people. As we know, for some
time now the Australian people have
been very keen for an election but it
has not been forthcoming.
It is important to take into
consideration the views that Mr
Lenders has expressed on political
leaders who make these big
announcements and then after the
election go back on their word. I am
loath to use the word ‘lie’ because I
may well be dragged to order, but I
am sure many outside this chamber
would use that word. I will not go
there.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Finn should not skate around
what he knows to be inappropriate
usage of words in this chamber. I
remind Mr Finn of the President’s
ruling in relation to contributions
on this narrow motion. I understand
that he is responding to some of the
comments from the Leader of the
Opposition, but he has already done
so extensively in his contribution. I
am not sure that Mr Finn needs to
continue in that vein. I would prefer
it if his remaining remarks, I hope
closing remarks, were closer to the
words of the motion.
Mr FINN — Deputy President, I find
it regrettable that the Chair would
seek to shut me down in that way;
nonetheless, I will attempt to make
the points that I was trying to make.

I would have thought it was a fairly
strong point of interest that the Leader
of the Opposition was making a
prediction about the political demise
of the Prime Minister, his federal
leader. I put that down for what it
is worth. At the subsequent double
dissolution election Mr Barber will no
doubt lose his federal leader as well.
I am particularly looking forward to
that.
This particular motion refers on
two occasions to then ABC journalist
Josephine Cafagna. I have worked
with Josephine Cafagna in years gone
by when we were both employed at
3AW. We worked very closely together,
so I know Josephine. Perhaps once
she joined the ABC I might not have
been as much of a fan of her as I once
was, but I am mystified as to what the
fascination is with Josephine Cafagna
that Mr Lenders has. Mr Lenders
refers to her constantly in debates,
interjections and question time. In a
whole range of opportunities that he
has had, Josephine Cafagna’s name
comes up. I do not know what the
fixation is — perhaps we can leave
that to the appropriate medical
professionals to explain — but I find
it very strange that somebody who is
doing their job as non-controversially
as possible, who was a member of the
media and is now a member of the
Premier’s staff, should be dragged
into the proceedings of the Parliament
so much.
Mr Barber — A journalist
working for a politician — is that
unprecedented?
Mr FINN — I am not sure if it is
unprecedented, but it certainly
mystifies me a tad as to why Mr
Lenders discusses Ms Cafagna at such
length and at so many opportunities.
I have to again point out that it is
disappointing to me that as we discuss
his motion Mr Lenders is not in the
chamber to help illuminate it. If Mr
Lenders were here in this chamber,
we might be able to wrap up a little
bit sooner because he would be able
to give us some of the answers to the
questions I am raising. The matters I
am raising are very important. It is a
great pity that Mr Lenders is not here
to do that.
Mr Barber — This is not a motion to
take note of Bob Brown’s address.
Mr FINN — Bob Brown’s address
was a ripper, it has to be said. I am not
sure what he was on, but it must have
been pretty strong.
The basic problem underlying
this motion is that Mr Lenders has
not accepted what happened in
November 2010. I can relate to that,
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having been through a defeat in years
gone by. That was in 1999, and it
took me a long time to recover. I can
understand how Mr Lenders would
feel and how that frustration and
annoyance would make its way into
the public arena in a number of ways.
This motion today is clearly one of
them.
I ask Mr Lenders to think for a
moment that if in November 2010 —
after the leaders’ election debate with
Josephine Cafagna — the election
had resulted in the then Brumby
government falling over the line, then
Mr Lenders, Mr Leane and a number
of other members would be facing
pretty much the same scenario as
what happened in Queensland last
Saturday. That is what happened in
Queensland at the previous election:
Labor just fell over the line, and the
people were somewhat unforgiving
of Labor as a result of its activities
following that election win.
Mr Leane — On a point of order,
Deputy President, once again the
member is straying from the motion
and also getting close to the subject
of the previous point of order — that
is, tedious repetition. Opposition and
non-government members would like
to get through the program to some
degree and — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
That is fine, but it is not part of the
point of order. Mr Leane should
raise the point of order, not points in
debate. Does Mr Leane wish to add
anything further, briefly?
Mr Leane — I just want to add that
I am sure the government would be
frustrated if every non-government
member spoke on every bill and
tediously repeated matters. I think
that is what will happen now and in
the future.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
I am having trouble understanding
what the point of order is.
Mr Leane — The point of order is:
good luck getting your bills through.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
There is no point of order then.
Mr FINN — That was fascinating.
I was just saying Mr Lenders has to
accept what happened, that he has
to move on and that really we must
have matters of substance brought
before this house. This motion cannot
under any circumstances be seen as a
matter of importance or substance. If
you were to walk down Bourke Street,
you would not find anybody who even
knows what we are talking about,
much less someone who thinks this is
important to them.
I ask the Leader of the Opposition

and other members of the opposition
to think carefully before they
bring matters into this house on a
Wednesday. I have heard it referred
to as wasteful Wednesday, and I think
that is a pity because there are many
matters that the opposition should be
bringing before the house.
I ask that the opposition leader and
members of the Labor Party do just
that, because this Parliament is far too
important to have its time wasted on
such trivial matters.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
29 March 2012

Carbon tax:
hospitals

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice is
directed to the Minister for Health,
who is also the Minister for Ageing,
and I ask: can the minister inform
the house of how food in Victorian
hospitals will be impacted by the
commonwealth’s carbon tax?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for
Health) — I thank the member for his
question and note his longstanding
concerns about the impact of the
carbon tax on Victorian industry and
activity across the Victorian economy.
One area that will be impacted by
the carbon tax is hospital food. It will
become more expensive to produce
hospital food. Hospital kitchens are
big users of gas and electricity, both
of which will cop the carbon tax.
This will be a tax on hospital food,
an additional tax on the dinners and
lunches that are served in public
hospitals across the state.
Private hospital food will also be
impacted by the carbon tax that is
going to be introduced by Prime
Minister Gillard on 1 July.
The carbon tax will cause increased
costs for the public sector, estimated
to be just over $300 000 in extra costs
by 2013 to $550 000 in extra costs by
2020. There will be a steady increase
in the additional costs, over and above
the costs of producing food that apply
today. That will be directly as a result
of the cost — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Jennings,
let me be very clear here — —
Ms Broad — On a point of order,
President, the minister has again
referred to a very specific set of
figures, and I ask him to provide the
source of those figures to the house.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am happy
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to tell the member that the figures
come from work that has been done
by the department. They will be made
available to the house in good time,
and I will allow the house to follow
this very closely. I know we have quite
a deal more to do on this.
There are a number of other areas
throughout the health system. Air
ambulances are being hit — —
Mr Jennings — No-one believes
you.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I know Mr
Jennings is not concerned about
the impact of the increased costs
associated with the carbon tax on
the health system, but I am. The air
ambulance service is going to be hit
very hard. Cemeteries will be hit hard,
and food in hospital kitchens will be
hit hard.
Mr Leane — Further to Ms Broad’s
point of order, President, I am unclear
as to whether the minister has agreed
to table the document.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister has not agreed to table the
document, nor was he asked to do so
by Ms Broad.
Ms Broad sought to find out what
the source document was, and the
minister has indicated that it is a
report prepared by his department.
Whether or not that is an adequate
description of the report is perhaps
a matter we might have a discussion
about, but the minister was not asked
to table it. He has certainly indicated
that it will be tabled in due course.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I did not
say that.
The PRESIDENT — Made available
in due course.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of
order, President, earlier this week in
the other place the Speaker ruled out
a Dorothy Dixer to the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change
because he was speaking about a
report that had not yet been tabled.
It was described by the Speaker as a
gross discourtesy to the Parliament,
and he ruled the question out of order
on that basis.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point
of order, President, this is not a report
to Parliament; it is modelling that has
been done by the department. It will
be released publicly in due course.
There is more work to do, and there is
more to discuss in this chamber. We
are just taking it step by step.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I know it
is sensitive and I know it hurts
Mr Pakula, but you support the
carbon tax on hospitals and on air
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ambulances — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is
interesting. I will review what the
Speaker’s ruling was; I am fascinated.
I have some sympathy with what is
reported to me as being the Speaker’s
position in a previous question time
in the other place in the sense that I
think there is a need to show courtesy
to the house in terms of referencing
material that is relied on in answers
and, wherever possible, to have
that information made available to
members at the earliest time so they
can be both informed and able to
contribute to debate or to seek further
information in respect of matters
covered by those reports.
I understand that this report is not
necessarily required to be tabled in
Parliament; it is a report that has been
sought by the minister. I am not sure
whether the authors of the report are
consultants or departmental officers,
whether or not it has been a cabinetin-confidence document or whether
it has some other status, but I am
certainly encouraged that the minister
says he will make the report available
in due course.
Rather than drip-feeding talk about
costs associated with the carbon tax
for health services, perhaps the global
figure might be of greater interest and
import to members of the house and
indeed the public than a step-by-step
process in that sense.
At any rate, I will look at the
Speaker’s ruling and consider
whether or not, if there are further
questions of this nature, I should
come to a similar view.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — As I have
indicated to the house, the impact
of the carbon tax will be felt across a
range of areas in our health system.
I have to say that the impact on
hospital food will be significant. There
will be more costs because, as I say,
hospital kitchens use large amounts
of electricity and large amounts of gas.
Hospital food is transported around
the countryside. A lot of precooked
food is moved from one kitchen
to finishing kitchens in our major
hospitals and in smaller hospitals as
well.
I might add that this will impact
on nursing home costs as well, as the
additional costs are sheeted home
through the carbon tax to those who
are trying to operate facilities — —
Mr Jennings — No-one believes
you.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — If Mr Jennings
does not believe the carbon tax is
going to increase the cost of electricity
and gas, he is in Noddyland. If he
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does not think it is going to put up
the cost of food in hospitals and other
services, he is in Noddyland. If he
does not think it is going to have an
impact on air ambulance services
right across the spectrum, then I have
to say that I think he is out of touch
and it is time he got in touch with
what is going to happen with this
carbon tax and the impact it will have
across our health system. The impact
is going to be quite severe.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
29 March 2012

Queensland:
election result

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise to congratulate the new
Premier of Queensland, Campbell
Newman, and in particular our
many new parliamentary colleagues
in that state. To have so many new
faces is invigorating for democracy,
and when, additionally, they are
conservative faces, it is not just
good for democracy but a boon for
the economic and social health of
the Sunshine State. I wish the new
government well; sadly it will need it.
Labor, as it so often does, has left
Queensland a total basket case, with
a debt of more than $80 billion. North
or south, state or federal, Labor just
cannot handle money anywhere.
Premier Newman will need all the
energy and can-do attitude he can
muster to turn things around, but I
have no doubt he will.
It is great to welcome Queensland
back to the fold, and it is wonderful
to see both sides of Australia, east
and west coasts, in good hands, with
the added confidence that the entire
northern coastline will be joining us
by year’s end.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
29 March 2012

Australian
Football League:
season start

Mr FINN — On another topic,
tonight sees the beginning of the
real football season. This is the most
exciting part of the year. The hopes
of Victorians are high as we join
together to celebrate our great game.
Australian Rules football is so much
more than a very handy income

stream for politically correct blokes in
suits; it is a way of life for millions of
Australians. Tonight I will be joining
close to 100 000 people at the MCG
as the Tigers and the Blues continue
their decades-long rivalry. May the
best team win — and may that team
be Richmond!
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
17 April 2012

Abortion:
counselling
services

Raised with the Minister for Mental
Health on 9 February 2012
REPLY:
According to the document Law
of Abortion — Final Report (2008),
approximately one-third of all
abortions in Victoria are performed in
the public health system. A return visit
is offered to these women as a matter
of course to discuss issues such as
physical and emotional recovery and
contraceptive options.
A number of public health
services that provide abortions
make counselling available to
affected women, which may involve
several sessions with a clinical
psychologist. The major public
provider of abortions in Victoria
is the Royal Women’s Hospital. Its
Pregnancy Advisory Service (PAS)
provides a range of services to women
experiencing unplanned or unwanted
pregnancy. The PAS intake service,
which is the initial contact point,
coordinates each woman’s care.
Pre and post-abortion counselling
is offered to all women using the
service.
The particular needs of women
having abortions following diagnosis
of foetal abnormality requires
specialist support, including access
to skilled counselling services and
time to consider their decision.
The Women’s, Monash, and Mercy
Hospital for Women all have foetal
management units where specialist
counselling and support is available.
The Women’s and Monash include the
option of abortion, which is provided
within those hospitals.
The Victorian government provides
funding to community health services
(CHSs) to provide counselling
services. CHSs employ qualified
counsellors to provide supportive
counselling, casework and specific
therapeutic interventions. Women
who require counselling services in
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relation to the experience of abortion
may access CHS counselling services.
Women who have had an abortion
as a result of a pregnancy that resulted
from a sexual assault may also access
counselling services though Centres
Against Sexual Assault.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
17 April 2012

Small
technologies:
government
initiatives

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice
is directed to the Minister for
Technology, the Honourable Gordon
Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the
minister update the house on recent
developments in Victoria’s small
technology sector?
Mr Viney — On a point of order,
President, this is the second time
today that we have had a general
question asking a minister to reflect
upon a portfolio with no specifics
related to the question. Whilst I have
not had a chance to look, I think
there are previous rulings that say a
question to a minister needs to have
some specifics to make it a question
so that the minister’s response will
make sense and be understood by the
house.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — On
the point of order, President, as I
understand Mr Finn’s question,
it related to a specific part of the
technology portfolio and asked me
about recent developments in that
sector of the technology portfolio.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will
allow it on this occasion, but I share
Mr Viney’s view, in the context of our
standing orders and previous rulings,
that it is important for the integrity
of question time that questions are
specific in nature rather than general,
open-ended questions that allow
ministers to go where they might. I am
not going to suggest that it is laziness
that prompts a question to be framed
in a way that is open ended, but it is a
courtesy to the house that questions
go to a specific topic and that there is
a particular line of question in them,
so I accept the point of order to that
extent.
On this occasion I will allow the
question to stand; it is fairly clear that
the minister has an understanding of
what the question might have been

seeking from him. I will allow the
minister to proceed on this occasion,
but I counsel members that when
they are framing questions they need
to try to make sure the question takes
a specific line.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS
(Minister for Technology) — I thank
Mr Finn for his question and for
his interest in the small technology
sector, which is an important and
growing part of the technology sector
in Victoria.
Over the last 40 years we have seen
the impact that technology has had on
industry in this state, in this country
and around the world. We have
particularly seen the impact that ICT
has had on revolutionising the way we
undertake many day-to-day activities
in life, the many ways business
operates and the many ways other
areas operate, such as the medical
profession, and it is important that
we now take up the opportunity
to enhance technology and seize
the opportunity that technology
creates in areas beyond ICT. That is
why the Victorian government has
a great interest in harnessing the
opportunities which are created in the
small technology area.
Last year I was pleased to release
Victoria’s technology plan for the
future, which included a $10 million
package related to small technologies.
An important part of that package
was the Small Technologies Industry
Uptake Program (STIUP). This
element of the small-tech package
was designed to create opportunities
for companies and organisations in
Victoria that are undertaking product
development or research and market
development to harness the potential
created by the small technology
sector.
The program operates through a
range of vouchers which are available
to companies that seek to harness
either facilities provided through
the small technology sector or the
services, expertise or innovation
which exist in the small technology
sector. It provides them with a
voucher for $10 000 at the feasibility
level, $50 000 at the technical level
and up to $250 000 at the trial level
to match their needs in developing
their new products with services and
facilities that are available through the
small technology sector.
It is a great way to drive the
technology-enabled innovation that
the government is seeking to drive in
the broader economy and also a great
way to stimulate demand in the small
technology sector. It is a program that
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the Victorian government is very keen
to support.
Earlier this month I was pleased
to announce the latest recipients
of trial vouchers under the STIUP
program. The latest three recipients
of trial vouchers are Micro-X for
the development of a mobile X-ray
machine which can be brought
to a hospital patient’s bedside,
with potential new applications in
veterinary and mobile medical fields;
Nufarm for the development of next
generation agricultural products
with improved shelf life and lower
production costs; and SeeD4 for the
development of a rapid, low-cost
diagnostic test that will allow for more
efficient treatment and management
of HIV.
These are important developments
harnessing the potential that small
technologies provide. The Victorian
government is very pleased to support
the Small Technologies Industry
Uptake Program. It looks forward
to this program delivering more
opportunities for the small technology
sector and, importantly, delivering
more opportunities for innovation in
the broader Victorian economy.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
18 April 2012

Tourism:
Werribee signage

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
The matter I raise is for the attention
of the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. I start by thanking the minister
for visiting the Werribee tourism
precinct recently. I was pleased to
note that she was impressed, as I
thought she would be, by what she
saw. It has to be emphasised that local
tourism operators, the Wyndham
City Council and other stakeholders
were delighted to be able to speak
to the minister and to show her
firsthand what the Werribee tourism
precinct has to offer. There is a need to
promote the joys of this area, because
we in the west are very proud of them.
One of the big issues always
surrounding tourism is that of
signage, and in this instance I refer
to signage on the Princes Freeway to
attract passing motorists.
It is vitally important that passing
traffic be made aware of what is in the
Werribee tourism precinct lest people
miss out on the delights and joys of
what it has to offer.
I understand that we have come
some way towards solving the issue
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in and around the Werribee tourism
precinct, but I ask the minister for
an assurance that the plans for the
signage are carried through and put
up as soon as possible. This would
very much be a part of lifting the
Werribee tourism precinct profile
overall in the wider community, not
just in Melbourne but in Victoria. I
know the minister will ensure that
Tourism Victoria celebrates not only
in this state but also interstate the
magnificence of the Werribee Open
Range Zoo — one of my favourites —
the Victoria State Rose Garden, the
Werribee Park National Equestrian
Centre, the Shadowfax Winery and
Vineyard and the Mansion Hotel and
Spa at Werribee Park.
As I have pointed out to this house
on a number of occasions, there is
much to recommend the Werribee
tourism precinct. As a result of the
minister’s visit a few weeks ago, I hope
what we have to offer in Werribee
will be trumpeted across the length
and breadth of Victoria and we will
see a significant increase in visitation
and, as a result, a significant increase
in the tourism spend, with growth
in employment in the local area as
a further result. I ask the minister to
provide an assurance that the signage
issues will be resolved as soon as
possible.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
19 April 2012

Carbon tax: local
government

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter this
evening for the Minister for Local
Government. I think it would be fair
to say, and I say this without fear of
contradiction from anybody in this
house, that councils from one end
of the state to the other are not flush
with funds. Nary a week goes by
without me being approached by a
local council in the western suburbs
for some sort of grant to provide a
service or a program that a council is
very keen to provide for its residents.
Councils provide a wide range of very
important services for residents right
across the board.
The reason for my raising this
matter this evening is my very grave
concern about the impact the federal
government’s carbon tax will have
on local government. I have been
approached by local councillors from
across the western suburbs.
It has to be said that many of
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these councillors do not wish to be
named publicly lest their chances
for preselection be jeopardised. But
they have approached me expressing
their very grave concerns about what
the federal government’s carbon
tax is going to do to the budgets of
their councils and what it will do
to their councils’ ability to provide
the services that many people so
desperately need.
I have heard estimates ranging
from the high hundreds of thousands
of dollars to $3 million or $4 million
being added to the bottom line of
councils — extra money that they will
have to find to pay this carbon tax.
Quite frankly, they do not know how
they are going to do it. As they see it
at the moment, the only way they can
do it is to either raise rates, which they
are loath to do, or cut services, which
they are equally keen not to do.
I ask the minister to sit down with
councils in the western suburbs to
begin with — but this is a matter that
would concern councils right across
Victoria and Australia — to devise
a strategy to approach the federal
government with a view to asking
for compensation for local councils
across Victoria. The carbon tax has the
potential to cripple local government
across this state, and I ask the minister
to use the authority vested in her as
minister to provide leadership for
local government in fighting against
this insidious and unnecessary tax
from the federal government.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
19 April 2012

Anzac Day:
Vietnam veterans

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— Anzac Day is a sacred day on
the Australian calendar. It is a day
we, as individuals and as a nation,
remember those who have fought
for Australia and its people, and give
thanks for the sacrifices our brave
fighting men and women have made
so that we may live in freedom.
Next Wednesday will be a
particularly significant Anzac Day for
one group of veterans. This year, 2012,
marks 50 years since Australia began
its involvement in the Vietnam War.
In August 1962, 30 army advisers were
sent to assist the South Vietnamese
government. The AustralianVietnamese community has already
been very active in commemorating
those who fought in a foreign land to
defend it from communism.

The thousands of diggers who
followed went to Vietnam for the
same reason our diggers went to
Gallipoli, our diggers fought in France
and our diggers battled on Kokoda.
Those brave Aussies went to Vietnam
to serve their country in defence of
freedom and liberty. Those hundreds
of Australians who paid the ultimate
sacrifice in Vietnam died as heroes,
and we should always honour them
as such.
The psychological impact of war
on many veterans was compounded
by despicable scenes on our streets
as the feral left, led by Jim Cairns
and his ilk, conspired to give our
returning troops a ‘welcome’ they
most surely did not deserve. Others
were smuggled back home under
the cover of darkness to avoid what
amounts to political hooliganism. It
was disgraceful in every way.
Australia owes the Vietnam vets a
huge debt of gratitude. They served
with honour and valour and are every
bit as important in Australia’s military
history as those who fought in any
other conflict. When I lay wreaths
at a number of memorial services
this Anzac Day I will say a special
prayer and reserve a special thankyou
for those who served our nation in
Vietnam. Lest we forget.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
1 May 2012

Gas: Bulla supply

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Energy
and Resources, and I speak on behalf
of the residents of Bulla. I must
declare an interest because I am a
resident of Bulla and have a very
keen interest in the issue that I am
raising tonight. For members who
may not know, the tiny town of Bulla,
a delightful little place, is about 25
minutes from where I am standing
here in the houses of Parliament if
we get a good run on the freeway. It
is 2 minutes from Melbourne Airport
and it is 10 minutes from the regional
centre of Sunbury. It is hardly in the
backblocks and it is hardly in the
middle of the Nullarbor Plain. Yet
surprisingly enough in 2012 a place so
close to the city of Melbourne and so
close to a major centre like Sunbury
and the Melbourne international
airport does not have a connection to
natural gas. I am sure that will come
as a surprise to many, as it came to
me when I moved into Bulla almost
five years ago.
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It is a major drawback, and I can
assure the house that bottled gas
is extraordinarily expensive; in the
heart of winter it can cost hundreds
of dollars per week. I suppose we
have a choice: we can spend that
money on warming our homes and
families or we can freeze. I know the
option that I would prefer, but that is
not necessarily the option that I can
afford or other residents can afford. I
strongly suspect, having spoken to a
number of my neighbours, that local
residents support a connection to
natural gas. But it is my intention to
establish this for a fact.
In order to do this I will be
conducting a survey of the people of
Bulla to ask them two questions: first,
if they would like to be connected
to natural gas, and then, how much
they would be prepared to pay for
connection, because I do not think
we are unreasonable enough to
believe that a connection would
occur without some fee being paid to
compensate whoever is responsible
for that connection.
I ask the minister to provide — —
Ms Broad interjected.
Mr FINN — I am sorry, Ms Broad, I
missed that.
Ms Broad — You don’t know who is
responsible for gas?
Mr FINN — The Minister for Energy
and Resources is responsible.
Ms Broad — They are privately
owned.
Mr FINN — I am aware of that, but
the minister oversees these things. Ms
Broad has been out of government
for, what, 18 months — Less than 18
months — and she has lost touch with
that fact already.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr FINN — I did not vote for it. It
is very sad indeed. I ask the minister
to provide assistance to residents
in consideration of this survey. This
information is important and will
allow the people of Bulla to make an
informed decision on this issue.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
1 May 2012

Teachers: reward
payments

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice is
directed to the Minister responsible
for the Teaching Profession, and I ask:
does the Baillieu government support
performance pay for teachers and, if
so, why has the minister been critical

of the outgoing federal government’s
proposal to reward great teachers?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister
responsible for the Teaching
Profession) — I thank the member
for his question. The answer to the
first part of his question is, yes —
that is, that the Baillieu government
does support performance pay for
teachers and has continued with the
performance pay trials initiated under
the former government. The second
year of those performance pay trials
will conclude in May, the current
month.
While I welcome the federal
government’s endorsement of the
principle of performance pay, I
have expressed some concern with
the process in which the federal
government proposes to deliver its
Rewards for Great Teachers program.
I say that because essentially what
is being offered under that program
is that teachers would be able to
submit themselves for accreditation
at two standard levels, one being
a lead teacher and one being a
highly accomplished teacher. If they
succeeded in being accredited, then
teachers would receive for the term
of the program a once-off payment of
$10 000 for those who are classified
as lead teachers and $7500 for those
classified as highly accomplished.
The interesting thing about all of
that is that the federal government has
put $60 million on the table just to set
up a framework within the states for
the accreditation process. Victoria’s
share of that is $15 million.
The next step in that process is that
teachers themselves would apply to
be accredited, at a personal cost to
them of up to $1440.
The next step is that in the first year,
2013-14, there would be a distribution
of $40 million across Australia, of
which Victoria’s share would be
around $10 million, which would go
to around 1200 Victorian teachers
— that is, 2 per cent of our teaching
workforce.
In response to Mr Finn’s question,
that is where my concerns lie — that
the federal government is prepared
to give Victoria $15 million to set up
a bureaucracy that will distribute
$10 million in reward funding. I
suggest that that is a gross waste
of money. Even if this plan were to
go to a second year, and given that
the second year would be 2014-15,
there is no absolutely no guarantee
that the current government will still
be there at that time to make such
a distribution. Even if there were a
change of government, I am sure
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the process of distribution would be
completely different.
What I have said to the federal
Minister for School Education, Early
Childhood and Youth, Mr Garrett,
who is responsible for this scheme, is
that he work with us, because there
are ways in Victoria in which we can
spread performance pay across a
greater range of teachers than the
2 per cent proposed. In Victoria we
have around 63 000 teachers, and
of those I suggest there are many
more than the 1200 proposed who
are great teachers and deserving of
some reward. In my discussions with
Mr Garrett I have asked him to work
with us, because Victoria already has
a precedent under the trials initiated
by the previous government, where
30 per cent of participating teachers
in those trials have received reward
payments. That can be distributed
even further and more fairly across
Victoria’s many great teachers.
I am disappointed in the scheme
proposed by the federal government,
which is costly in its establishment
and distributes little money. We can
do better, because we need to reward
the many great teachers we have in
this state.
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
2 May 2012

Gellibrand pile
light: relocation

Raised with the Minister for
Planning on 6 December 2011
REPLY:
The dome and lantern are all that
remain from the Gellibrand pile
light, which was struck by a vessel
and burnt in 1976. The ports and
harbours division of the Public Works
Department then gifted the lantern
and dome to the National Trust of
Australia (Victoria).
The remnant dome and lantern
and are not included in the Victorian
Heritage Register. Consequently
they are not currently subject to the
provisions of the Heritage Act 1995 or
other heritage controls.
As the National Trust is a
non-government, independent,
community-based organisation I
suggest that those who wish to have
the pile light located at Williamstown
negotiate directly with the National
Trust.
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COUNCIL | Adjournment
3 May 2012

Regional Rail
Link Authority:
road closures

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— It was a pleasure to listen to Mr
O’Brien, as I played for the Warrion
under-14s some years ago.
I direct my matter to the attention
of the Minister for Public Transport,
Terry Mulder. It concerns a problem
that has developed as a result of the
building of the regional rail. This
problem involves residents of the
suburb of Albion, which is next to
Sunshine. The suburb has only three
sides to get out from, and it currently
has four exit points. The current plan
is to close off one of those points
permanently, which would severely
restrict access to another, and a third
is too dangerous to use because it
means that people who want to turn
right have to drive into the centre of
the Western Highway and hover there
until there is a break in traffic. I have
to say that that is taking your life into
your own hands at the best of times.
This is a particularly important
issue that affects some 3680 residents,
so it is not something that can be
dismissed easily at all. I am reliably
informed that there has been no
community consultation on this
matter, and the Regional Rail Link
Authority did not tell the Albion
resident stakeholders about the
permanent closure of King Edward
Avenue, which is happening this
month, until a letter drop this week.
We can see there are some major
problems, and I am particularly
concerned about the Anderson Road
Child Care Centre on Anderson
Road in Albion. These changes will
effectively close the entrance to the
kindergarten section of the childcare centre. We can see how that is
going to cause a number of problems.
It will affect 110 families and 20
staff members. Some of those staff
members have been employed at the
centre for 10, 15 or 17 years.
It is a problem, but I believe it can
be relatively easily resolved. I ask the
minister to use his influence and his
contacts within the Regional Rail Link
Authority to facilitate a consultation
process between the authority
and locals with a view to finding a
solution. I can understand why local
residents are very concerned. They
have asked for public meetings. One
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was scheduled for 11 April, but it was
cancelled at the last moment, so I
am concerned that these things are
occurring without any consultation
at all.
I should add that I am a very strong
supporter of the regional rail project,
and I am not suggesting in any way,
shape or form that that project should
be under a cloud, but I believe it is
time for the authority to speak to
locals. I ask the minister to facilitate
such a meeting.
COUNCIL | Second Reading
3 May 2012

Disability
Amendment Bill
2012

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise with a great deal of pleasure
— and after a lengthy wait, I might
say — to support the Disability
Amendment Bill 2012. This bill will
enable the following improvements:
it will strengthen people’s rights; it
will cut red tape, which is something
I am always very fond of; it will clarify
unintended consequences of the
principal act to align with the original
policy intention; and it will address
technical and administrative issues
that have arisen since the act was
introduced.
The welfare and the rights of people
with disabilities has been something
that has been of great interest to
me for many years. I believe the
rights of people with disabilities are
extraordinarily important. It has to be
said that over recent years — probably
over the last 20 years — it has been
very gratifying to see that people with
disabilities are being accepted more
and more into the community. They
are being regarded more as valuable
members of the committee than
perhaps they had been prior to that.
That is a very good thing.
When I was a schoolkid I broke
my leg. You might think that getting
around on crutches is pretty minor
compared to somebody who is in a
wheelchair for life, but when you are
a 14-year-old or 15-year-old and you
are on crutches and it is the only way
you can get around, even if it might
be for just six or seven weeks, that is a
pretty fair disability.
I remember way back then — it
seems a long time ago now, mainly
because it is — that I had enormous
trouble making my way around,
because back in those days, the olden

days, we did not have the attitude we
have today towards ensuring disabled
access into buildings, food courts and
football grounds. I remember being
on the crutches way back then and
having enormous difficulty just trying
to get around to do my daily chores,
to visit the supermarket or to go to the
football because everywhere there
were stairs.
Unless you have been in that
situation you have absolutely no
idea what an impediment stairs are
to somebody who is disabled in a
way that does not allow them to get
around in the way that the rest of us
can. It has been very gratifying to see
that change over the last 20, 25 or
maybe even 30 years. It is certainly an
improvement and one we can all be
proud of.
This bill is about strengthening
the rights of people with disabilities,
and that is very important. Even
more important is changing society’s
attitudes towards people with
disabilities. Mrs Coote hit the nail on
the head when she said that people
with disabilities had got used to being
treated as second-class citizens.
Organisations that help people with
disabilities have got used to being
treated as second class in many ways.
They are used to accepting crumbs
from the rich man’s table, if I can use
that phrase. That must surely change.
The attitude of society that people
with a disability are somehow not
entirely human — that they are in
some way inferior to those of us
who are able bodied, able minded
or both — has to change. I see it
quite often. We have to accept and
enthusiastically adopt the idea that
every person, irrespective of ability
or disability, has an innate value by
virtue of their humanity.
If they are human beings, we must
respect them and give them the rights
that they deserve, irrespective of
whether they are in a hospital bed,
a wheelchair or whatever it may be.
Each and every one of those human
beings has the same rights and must
have the same respect as the rest of
us.
I would give Mr Scheffer a pat on
the back, but he has left the chamber,
which is disappointing. I will give
him a pat on the back in his absence
because he was referring to ‘people
with disabilities’. In discussing this
particular subject we hear a lot of
people talking about the disabled and
disabled people. We have to always
ensure that the person comes first.
We are talking about people with
disabilities, not disabled people.
Sure, they have disabilities, but they
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are not disabled to the point where
that disability overtakes the fact that
they are people. It might seem to be a
matter of semantics, but think about it
for a moment and you will realise that
what I am saying is true.
By putting the disability before the
person we are in fact relegating those
people to the position I was speaking
of a moment ago, where they are
somehow inferior, maybe less human
than the rest of us. I was pleased to
hear Mr Scheffer refer to people with
disabilities.
There are still some places where
attitudes need to change, even within
government. I cannot help but think
of the Western Autistic School out in
the western suburbs. In my members
statement this morning I spoke about
how for some years now children in
the western suburbs who are autistic
have been relegated to a secondclass education by virtue of the fact
that they live in the western suburbs.
Everywhere else in Melbourne — in
the northern, southern and eastern
suburbs — children with autism have
been able to work through a 12-year
education. In the western suburbs it
has been and is still at the moment a
four-year education. Obviously a lot of
parents are very upset about that and
understandably so.
It is one of the great achievements
of this government to this point that
we are in the process of overcoming
that, because we are building a P-12
school for children with autism in the
western suburbs.
That is something that gives me
enormous satisfaction, but there has
been some considerable resistance
from within the educational
establishment because it is change.
I do not care about what the
establishment thinks. I care about
providing the best education possible
for these children and providing
the best support possible for their
families. I do not care about people in
grey cardigans sitting in public service
offices, because they are there to
provide a service. It is the person, the
child in this case, who is important.
We should never forget that, and
unfortunately in this particular case
many people have. We really have to
hammer home to the bureaucracy in
a very big way that the thinking has to
change.
As I go around to special schools I
see in many cases that their physical
condition is second rate. They have
been allowed to accept those crumbs
from the rich man’s table that I spoke
of earlier. They have been allowed
to accept whatever is left over after
everybody else has finished, and in a

civilised society that is just not good
enough.
I well remember in a previous
life when I was the member for
Tullamarine in another place how
good it felt when we replaced what I
regarded as a physically substandard
building in Sunbury. We replaced the
Sunbury special school and built a
new one up at Jacksons Hill, which is
still going to this very day.
Seeing just how much of a
difference the new physical
conditions made to those children
made me very proud to be part of the
government that made it happen,
just as I am proud to be part of a
government which today is providing
an autistic school for children in the
western suburbs that will provide an
education they have sorely needed for
so very long.
The attitude towards people with
a disability goes right to the medical
profession. The situation is that a
diagnosis of disability in a child prebirth is often a death penalty. That is
something that worries me, because
if a doctor regards a child before he or
she is born as somebody who should
be killed because he or she has a
disability, what is their attitude going
to be to a child with a disability a week
after birth, a year after birth or as an
adult down the track? It seems to me
that that thinking is flawed in a very
basic way, and we really have to do
something about it.
I am fast running out of time, but
I want to say a few words about the
national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) and in particular the rally
held last Monday. I would have been
at the rally if I had known about it. If
somebody had sent me an invitation,
I would have been there with bells on,
but it seems to me that last Monday’s
rally was used by the Prime Minister
to prop up her position. We all know
she is in more strife than the early
settlers. We all know her position is
untenable and that both the foxes and
the hounds are at her door. Yet she
used this most important program to
prop herself up, to make herself look
prime ministerial for a very brief time
last Monday.
I cannot begin to tell you how
angry I was when I watched the
rally on the television last Monday
afternoon, particularly knowing the
Prime Minister was not going to do
anything about the NDIS until the
federal Leader of the Opposition,
Tony Abbott, prodded her into doing
something.
Until Tony Abbott raised the issue,
she was silent on it, and she is still
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silent on where the money is coming
from. It concerns me, as it concerns
Mrs Coote, that the NDIS will become
— as seems to happen to everything
else that Ms Gillard touches — just
another political issue she will botch.
This is far too important and this
matter affects far too many people.
Disability has too much of an impact
on too many lives for it to be used
by a desperate politician to prop
herself up, and that, I fear, is what is
happening at the moment with the
NDIS and particularly the position the
Prime Minister has taken on it.
What we need to do as a society is
concentrate not on disability but on
ability, because irrespective of the
disability they may carry, everybody
has some sort of ability — even Julia
Gillard, believe it or not, and that is
hard to believe just at the moment.
Everybody, irrespective of their
ability, has a huge contribution to
make in some way. It has to be said
that just because your legs do not
work and you are in a wheelchair does
not mean your brain is not working.
I am bemused when I hear people
yelling at people in wheelchairs
because they think that will get the
message through in some better way.
They do not understand that people
in wheelchairs are the same as the
rest of us except they have a bit of
trouble getting around. Even children
with Down syndrome, who are so
maligned in our society, have a way of
bringing unconditional love into our
lives. Whilst society may condemn
these children in many ways, I have
seen time and again the magnificent
love they radiate; it spreads. It is so
important for their families and for
our society to accept that even these
little kids have something to offer.
My speaking time on this particular
bill is almost at an end. I would like
to congratulate the Minister for
Community Services on the job she
is doing. I will leave it there and say I
support this bill and wish it a speedy
passage.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
3 May 2012

Autism: western
suburbs schools

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— Tuesday’s budget brought the
realisation of a dream a step closer
for hundreds of parents throughout
Melbourne’s west. The further $4
million announced by Treasurer Kim
Wells for the construction of a P-12
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autism-specific school in the western
suburbs, on top of the original $4
million allocation last year, is part
of the commitment by the LiberalNationals coalition to provide a
proper education for children with
autism in the west. When this school
is opened, no longer will children
with autism in the western suburbs
be subject to discrimination and a
substandard education.
For years parents have been
pleading with government to provide
a full education for their children. The
previous Labor government ignored
the suffering of these families and
continued to support the four-year
education regime, which was all
children with autism in the west were
allowed. No more!
Children on our side of town will
now be able to access the same
quality of education as children in
the eastern, southern and northern
suburbs of Melbourne. Add in the
integrated disability, education
and awareness program, and these
children and their families will enjoy a
world-class education.
I will never forget the father of a
child in his final year at the Western
Autistic School who sat opposite me
with tears in his eyes. He told me he
just did not know where, or if, his
son would be able to go to school the
following year. He begged for my help,
and I told him I would do everything I
could — and now we are delivering.
When this school is complete,
these children and their families
will, sadly, still have to cope with
the affliction of autism, but they will
be free forever from the burden of a
cold-hearted education system that
placed their needs a distant second to
a discredited educational ideology.
At long last, justice, a fair go and a
better future is at hand!
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
22 May 2012

Carbon tax: local
government

Raised with the Minister for Local
Government on 19 April 2012
REPLY:
Local government financial
sustainability is an ongoing issue
that every Australian jurisdiction is
grappling with. There are no easy fixes
and it will require the joint efforts
of all three levels of government to
find solutions that are realistic and
achievable.
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Cost pressures on local councils
are expected to be exacerbated by the
introduction of the federal carbon tax
and I join the member for Western
Metropolitan Region in his concern
about the impact this will have on
local councils.
The member will be aware of
estimates produced by the Municipal
Association of Victoria which assess
the impact of the carbon tax on
council expenses at between 0.3 and
1.9 per cent, with the median being at
0.8 per cent. This is broadly consistent
with the federal Treasury’s estimate of
the economy-wide impact.
I would like to assure the member
for Western Metropolitan Region that
I will always seek the best outcomes
for Victorian local governments in my
capacity as minister in my discussions
with the commonwealth.
I am pleased to advise that I have
already approached the federal
Minister for Climate Change and
Energy Efficiency on the need for
funding assistance for Victorian
councils.
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
22 May 2012

Maltese
Association
Hobsons Bay:
funding

Raised with the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship
on 27 March 2012
REPLY:
I write in response to a matter you
raised in the adjournment debate
on 27 March 2012, in relation to the
Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay.
The Maltese Association of Hobsons
Bay is one of the many important
community organisations that
support the cohesive, multicultural
society we enjoy in Victoria.
The Victorian government has
provided the association with a
number of community strengthening
grants in recent years.
I am advised that the association
has applied to the Office of
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship
for a building and facilities
improvement grant through the 201213 community grants program.
I understand the application is
for funding to build a performance
stage at the council owned hall in
Altona East. I am informed that

the application is currently being
considered and that the association
will be advised accordingly.
Thank you for raising this matter
with me.
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
22 May 2012

Duncans Road,
Werribee: traffic
management

Raised with the Minister for Roads
on 8 November 2011
REPLY:
I am advised that the construction
of westerly oriented ramps at
Duncans Road to complete a full
diamond interchange was one of five
recommendations arising from the
Werribee Street/Cottrell Street study.
The study was completed by VicRoads
in 2008 to identify short, medium
and long-term options to alleviate
congestion in Werribee and more
broadly in the municipality.
Over the next two years, the
Department of Planning and
Community Development and the
Department of Transport, on behalf of
the coalition government, will prepare
the new metropolitan planning
strategy which will consider the
impacts of Melbourne’s population
growth in the decades ahead.
Melbourne’s growth will be
undertaken in a sustainable way by
addressing future settlement and
transport needs. Planning for any
improvements to the Duncans Road
interchange will be considered in this
context.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
22 May 2012

Point Cook:
swimming pool

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. I am aware that Minister
Delahunty is certainly no stranger to
the growing suburb of Point Cook,
and he is aware that it is a thriving
metropolis. I know that the minister is
also aware that the lack of services in
Point Cook is a result of the failure of
the previous government to provide
for the needs of the people of that
suburb as it has been allowed to
grow. There are a huge number of
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families suffering under the legacy
of the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments, which took the money
and ran. They took the land tax,
they took the stamp duty, they took
everything they could get their hands
on, but they gave precious little back.
I know that the minister cannot
fix the daily gridlock on Point Cook
Road or on any of the other roads
throughout Point Cook and that he
cannot provide more public transport,
but he can help with something that
is very much on the list of wants in
Point Cook. There is an overwhelming
demand for a swimming pool in Point
Cook, and that was made obvious
to me, Mr Elsbury and Minister Guy
when we met with Wyndham City
Council last Thursday afternoon.
Furthermore, it is made
overwhelmingly clear to me when
I walk through the streets of Point
Cook and speak to shopkeepers,
shoppers and those on the streets of
Point Cook. It is very clear to me that
a swimming pool is something that
is highly desirable for the Point Cook
area. I am aware that the government
has provided a little over $3 million
for a swimming pool in the city of
Wyndham, but that is on the other
side of Wyndham. The people at Point
Cook will not really get an opportunity
to avail themselves of that pool when
it is opened.
It is important to keep in mind that
Wyndham is now the fastest growing
municipality in Australia. As a result,
obviously there are a number of
young families in particular who are
moving there to start a life and buy
their first homes, and they are in need
of the sort of services and facilities
that people in more established areas
perhaps take for granted. I am really
thinking at this point that it is time
to right the wrongs of the past, to put
the years of neglect by the Bracks and
the Brumby governments behind us
and to give the people of Point Cook
— and the children of Point Cook
in particular — a wonderful leisure
facility. So I ask the Minister for Sport
and Recreation to give favourable
consideration to providing funding
for the building and the opening of a
swimming pool in Point Cook as soon
as is humanly possible.

COUNCIL | Members Statements
23 May 2012

COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
24 May 2012

Planning: Point
Cook

City of Brimbank:
elections

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise to rejoice in the fact that the
people of Point Cook now have a
state government that actually cares
about them. Unlike the previous
government, which allowed Point
Cook to grow into a bustling suburb
without the slightest concern for the
needs of its residents, we now have
a government that is making Point
Cook a priority.
Last week’s visit by the Minister
for Planning, Matthew Guy, is a
classic example of what I am talking
about. No fleeting visit for a photo
opportunity for Minister Guy; he
stayed for the afternoon and well
into the night. Along with my friend
and colleague Mr Elsbury, we
toured the trouble spots of Point
Cook created by the previous Labor
government. We met with Wyndham
council representatives and then
held an extended meeting with local
residents.
These meetings displayed to
all present that Minister Guy is
acutely aware of the problems
Labor left behind in Point Cook and
is determined to fix them. It was
uplifting for all involved.
The only tinge of mystery for the
day was an attempt by a discredited
minister of a discredited and defeated
government to gatecrash an event
that Minister Guy spoke at that
evening. Of course the minister was
most welcoming of the member for
Tarneit, but the feeling did not appear
to be reciprocated when Mr Guy
pointed out to Mr Pallas that, as roads
minister for the previous four years,
Mr Pallas was responsible for the daily
gridlock in Point Cook. Mr Pallas was
reminded by Minister Guy that Mr
Pallas was the roads minister as the
population exploded and did nothing
to ease the traffic horror that is Point
Cook Road. The locals knew what Mr
Guy was saying is true, and I suspect
their local MLA did too.
As a further sign of friendship, I
suggest to Mr Pallas that he think
again before he tries such a cheap
stunt that was always going to blow up
in his face. But if he still wants to go
ahead, I reckon he should get himself
a beanie — or was it not the cold that
caused him to shake so badly last
Thursday night?
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Raised with the Minister for Local
Government on 26 October 2011
REPLY:
On 22 May, I introduced a bill
to extend the administration at
Brimbank City Council.
I am aware of deep-seated
community concerns about the
possible return at the 2012 elections
of individuals and factions who were
the subject of damning criticism by
the Ombudsman in his 2009 report.
However, while lack of community
confidence is a key factor, I also
sought independent expert opinion
about the impact of elections this year
on Brimbank City Council’s capacity
to deliver effective local government.
Two independent reports, by Mr
Bill Scales and Mr Doug Owens
respectively, found that while the
administrators have made much
progress in rebuilding council’s
governance capacity, there were
serious risks in a premature
return to an elected council. I am
confident that an extension of the
administration until elections in
March 2015 will provide Brimbank
with its best chance of stable and
effective local government in the long
term.
I will expand more fully on these
matters in my second-reading speech.
COUNCIL | Papers
24 May 2012

Conduct of 2010
Victorian state
election

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
presented report, including
appendices, 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 very great pleasure and
distinct honour to present the
Electoral Matters Committee report
entitled Inquiry into the Conduct of
the 2010 Victorian State Election and
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Matters Related Thereto. Given the
general lack of community knowledge
or interest in the electoral system,
those of us who do take more than a
passing interest can at times feel like
the much-referred-to shag on a rock.
Taking into account the rich history
and robustness of our democracy
in Victoria, it may well be that we
should think ourselves the lucky
shag. As Victorians we should be very
proud of our electoral process and
parliamentary system. It is a great
shame that apathy and ignorance are
all too often the order of the day with
regard to these matters.
The committee’s inquiry covered a
wide range of matters relating to the
2010 state election, and I take this
opportunity to publicly thank those
who made submissions or appeared
as witnesses. In my view, four main
issues arise from the report. One
of those issues, obvious to anyone
involved in the electoral process,
is the substantial increase in early
voting in recent elections. Since 2002
there has been an explosive increase
of 202 per cent in early voting in
Victoria. While further work is needed
to establish the case for and against
liberal rules on early voting, it is clear
that we are rapidly approaching the
point when a major decision must be
made. Do we stay with the traditional
election day, or do we free up the
process to the extent that a movement
occurs to an election fortnight?
This was one of the many questions
raised in this inquiry, and it will be
examined in further detail by the
committee in its next inquiry, which is
an inquiry into the future of Victoria’s
electoral administration. In this
inquiry we will consider all aspects of
Victoria’s electoral architecture, and it
will be, interestingly, the first inquiry
of its kind by any parliamentary
electoral matters committee in
Australia.
Another issue that arose during the
course of this inquiry was concern
about the number of informal votes
cast in 2010. It is important that as
many voters as possible cast a formal
vote; that is a very basic part of voicing
an opinion in a democratic society.
A system which disenfranchises
many by its very nature is flawed.
A number of expert witnesses gave
testimony that optional preferential
voting, a system that has already been
employed in New South Wales and
Queensland elections for some years,
would significantly reduce informal
voting and enable more voters to
effectively have their say in Legislative
Assembly elections. I agree. This
matter will be examined in greater
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detail in the committee’s next inquiry.
Likewise, community recognition
of the role of this chamber will come
under scrutiny in the next inquiry.
The time has come to face reality.
Despite the vital role this chamber
plays in providing good and
responsible government, the vast
majority of Victorians have not the
first idea of what the Legislative
Council is or what it does. When
introduced as an MLC, the average
person is more inclined to think we
are an insurance salesman than a
member of the Victorian Parliament.
Recently I was at a function with two
other members of this house. I was
introduced as the local member,
another member as a member of the
House of Representatives and the
other as an MP. That is not the first
line of a joke but a very sad reflection
on the lack of understanding within
our community.
A solution has been suggested.
In order for the general public to
better understand what we do in
this place, it has been proposed that
the Legislative Council become the
Victorian or state senate and each
of us becomes a state senator. This
would not be a huge culture shock,
as I am already often introduced as a
state senator.
In many overseas jurisdictions
a state senate is the norm. People
understand the concept of a senate,
and they certainly have a far greater
understanding of a senator than
they do an MLC. Personally I believe
this proposal has merit, and the
committee will further investigate it as
a tangible possibility.
The committee regards the integrity
of the electoral roll as fundamental
to the perception and reality of a
fair electoral system. Allegations
that a newspaper may have in some
way compromised the integrity of
the roll during the course of the
last election give reason for deep
alarm. The refusal of that newspaper
to cooperate with the committee’s
initial inquiries on this matter raises
natural suspicions. I wrote to Paul
Ramadge, editor-in-chief of the Age,
and two Age journalists, Royce Millar
and Nick McKenzie, requesting
information and their cooperation
in our investigation into the alleged
improper access of the ALP database
in the lead-up to the 2010 election.
Messrs Millar and McKenzie are yet
to respond, while Mr Ramadge’s reply
was entirely unsatisfactory.
Offensive, dismissive and
contemptuous are some of the
terms I would use to describe it. The

committee has reserved the right to
revisit this extremely serious matter
when Victoria Police concludes its
current investigation.
I wish to express my deep
appreciation to my fellow committee
members: deputy chair Adem
Somyurek, MLC; the member for
Bayswater, Heidi Victoria, and the
member for Mitcham, Dee Ryall,
in another place; and Lee Tarlamis,
MLC.
The committee was most fortunate
to have a magnificent secretariat —
hardworking, always helpful and
knowledgeable. Every member of
the committee is most grateful to
the executive officer, Mark Roberts,
the research officer, Nathaniel
Reader, and the administrative
officers, Victoria Kalapac, Bernadette
Pendergast and Maria Marasco. I
thank members and staff alike for
their cooperation and good humour,
coupled with a real commitment to
enhancing the electoral system and
democratic traditions of this great
state of Victoria.
COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
5 June 2012

Regional Rail
Link Authority:
road closures

Raised with the Minister for Public
Transport on 3 May 2012
REPLY:
Regional Rail Link works between
Footscray and Deer Park are being
delivered by an alliance comprising
Thiess, Balfour Beatty, Parsons
Brinckerhoff, SKM, Metro Trains
Melbourne, V/Line and the Regional
Rail Link Authority.
Following feedback from
community consultation sessions in
late 2011, the alliance has gathered
further data about traffic movements
in Albion and has recently completed
traffic studies in this area. The traffic
data collected will help the alliance
understand the potential changes
to local traffic movements affected
by the permanent closure of King
Edward Avenue.
I have asked the Regional Rail Link
Authority to meet with you to discuss
the project in the coming weeks.
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COUNCIL | Adjournment (Reply)
5 June 2012

Tourism:
Werribee signage

Raised with the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events on 18 April 2012
REPLY:
The government recognises that the
Werribee Park tourism precinct is an
important Victorian tourist attraction
in terms of attracting visitation and
economic contribution to the local
area.
Tourism Victoria is currently
working with VicRoads and other
stakeholders, such as businesses in
the Werribee Park tourism precinct to
implement a signage plan to improve
visitor navigation and promotion of
the precinct.
I understand from Tourism Victoria
that the signs will provide a higher
profile of the tourism precinct
from the Princes Freeway in both
directions. I had the opportunity
to see first hand some of this work
earlier this year when I visited the
precinct on the invitation from Mr
Finn.
Currently over half of the work has
been done, and it is anticipated that
the rest of the signage will be finalised
by 30 June 2012.
COUNCIL | Second Reading
5 June 2012

Police And
Emergency
Management
Legislation
Amendment Bill
2012

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise this evening to speak in
support of the Police and Emergency
Management Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012. In doing so, I express
my strong faith and confidence in
Victoria Police. As Mr Ondarchie
so rightly pointed out earlier this
evening, we had a classic example of
our police at work as they protected
a group of members of Parliament
as they crossed Spring Street to
attend the Israel Independence
Day celebrations across the road. A
number — probably about 200 or

300 — of ratbags were at the front of
the Windsor Hotel, and the police
did a great job, as they always do,
in ensuring that we were able to get
there.
In support of the moves to give the
Chief Commissioner of Police the
ability to determine standards as to
grooming and clothing accessories,
I point out what a marvellous
improvement we have seen in
the police force under the current
chief commissioner. Here is a chief
commissioner who is a real copper.
Here is a chief commissioner who
actually understands policing. What
a marvellous difference it has made.
We have seen police walking the beat;
we have seen more police cars on
the roads in the last 12 months than
we have seen in the last decade; we
have seen police showing us what
policing is all about. I think that is
very important.
In my extraordinarily short
contribution this evening I make
the point that this government is
supportive of our police. Our police
are the backbone that holds our
society together. Without our police
and without our police having
the support of our government
and society, the whole show
would just fall to pieces. Ken Lay
is doing a sensational job as chief
commissioner.
He is getting the Victoria Police
force back to what it was before the
Nixon and Overland days, and I
commend him on the wonderful job
he is doing. I strongly support this bill,
particularly for the reason that it gives
him the powers that he needs. I say to
him and to those around him, thank
you very much.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
6 June 2012

Royal Yacht Club
of Victoria: world
disabled sailing
championship

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events, Louise Asher. I bring to the
attention of the minister a media
release that came across my desk
the other day from the Royal Yacht
Club of Victoria. It is headed ‘Another
major sailing event set for Melbourne’
and states:

... is very proud and honoured to
be selected by the International
Association for Disabled Sailing to
host the IFDS world championships
2015.
The IFDS world championships
will bring the ‘best of the best’ of
disabled sailing to Port Phillip as
athletes fight for their spot in the
2016 Paralympic Games.

I was excited at the prospect of such
an event coming to the Royal Yacht
Club of Victoria in Williamstown, and
then I read the next paragraph, which
says:
The bid by the club is subject to the
event being financially secured by
October 2012 ...

This is where the matter I raise with
the minister comes in. I am informed
by the general manager of the club,
Alex McGillivray, that the event will
tie into the ISAF Sailing World Cup,
will draw more than 90 per cent of
its competitors from overseas to
Melbourne for approximately three
weeks and, in the belief of many,
will be worth about $5 million with
approximately 500 visitors for three
weeks following the Spring Racing
Carnival. We could have racing on the
land and on the bay.
This event is something that I
believe would be very beneficial to
Melbourne.
It is obviously something that would
not only bring people and money to
Melbourne but would also promote
Melbourne overseas, and that has to
be a very good thing. Anybody who
has visited the royal yacht club knows
what a delightful place it is. It will be
a major asset for Melbourne if this
event goes ahead.
I ask the minister to undertake
every possible examination of the
proposal to secure this event and
to give favourable consideration to
its funding. It would be a tragedy if
the Royal Yacht Club of Victoria and
Melbourne missed out on this event
due to lack of funding. There is a great
deal of enthusiasm and excitement,
and this yacht club is already heavily
involved in the sport of sailing for
disabled people. This event would be
the crowning glory. I ask the minister
to give her favourable consideration
to securing this event.

The Royal Yacht Club of Victoria
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COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
6 June 2012

Planning: coastal
management

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice is
directed to the Minister for Planning,
and I ask: can the minister advise
the house what action he has taken
to provide greater clarity in coastal
planning across Victoria?
Mr Tee interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) — I thank Mr Tee for his
interjection. We have to give him
some relevance, do we not? I am
waiting for the time when I walk out
the front of my office and find Mr
Tee with an organ and a monkey and
a handle going around trying to get
some attention, but at the end of the
day here we are talking about coastal
planning.
I thank Mr Finn for his very
important question, because this
government has recently made some
very significant changes when it
comes to coastal planning in Victoria
that will provide a great deal of
certainty to those in — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Are you okay?
I can keep going, or are you back to
your thespian past, Mr Jennings?
Would you like us to hold ‘6 out of 10’
for that interjection, ‘3 out of 10’ for
that one?
As I am trying to inform the
chamber, the government has made
some very clear announcements
when it comes to its coastal strategy.
We have ensured that the 1-in100-year flood event level plus
the precautionary principle of 20
centimetres is the default level across
all of regional Victoria.
What that will do is bring common
sense back into the planning system
and into coastal communities, which
have for too long suffered under
the prescriptive moratoriums of the
previous government, which used
statutory planning to finish strategic
planning work in locking out many
Victorians from the ability to simply
build on a block of land when
precautionary principles had been
taken.
Mr Tee — Not in Lakes Entrance!
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Tee says, ‘Not
in Lakes Entrance’. Mr Tee clearly
does not understand this issue, and
that is part of the problem. He likes
to make comments, but he does not
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understand it.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Lenders is
becoming a comedy unto himself. He
has gone from being the sourest man
in the chamber to stand-up comedy.
I am not sure where to go — a fruit
shop to a comedy routine! He is one
and the same.
We have made sure that the 1-in100-year flood event level plus
the precautionary principle of 20
centimetres will bring certainty to
those communities — Port Albert,
Toora, Queenscliff, Port Lonsdale,
Narrawong, Lakes Entrance and
Port Fairy. These are places across
the state which for too long have
had a prescriptive regime based on
hysteria, locking those communities
out from being able to build sensible
development according to their own
council’s strategic planning work
along the coast.
Mr Finn, who asked me this
question, has come into this chamber
a number of times and talked about
those like Tim Flannery or others
overseas like Al Gore who live on the
coast themselves and have made
comments about Victorians never
being able to build near the coast
again, when in fact sensible planning
policy should apply. That is what we
have put in place.
Councils will now be able to get on
with proper strategic planning work
that says they can manage a 1-in-100year flood event plus a precautionary
principle which will be consistent
with the national framework, which
is well documented and has welladapted flood level documentation in
place so that all Victorians can have
certainty once more.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
6 June 2012

Charlie Sutton

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise to join thousands of my
constituents across the western
suburbs as we mourn the loss of a
legend of the west. Charlie Sutton
died yesterday afternoon at the
Western Hospital at the age of 88.
Charlie was a champion of Footscray
Football Club and the Western
Bulldogs, captain-coach of the 1954
premiership team, coach of the
Bulldogs Team of the Century, an AFL
Hall of Fame inductee, the inaugural
Bulldogs Hall of Fame inductee and a
legend of the club.
Like E. J. Whitten, he was very much
a symbol of the western suburbs and

Bulldog determination. His passing
yesterday marked the end of an era
and was very sad for many people
across the west and indeed Victoria
and Australia. David Smorgon,
president of the Bulldogs, summed it
up best when he said:
To me and thousands of Bulldogs
fans, Charlie Sutton is ‘The Bulldog’
— typifying the Bulldog spirit.
One of our great club legends, he
will be forever remembered for the
massive contribution he has made to
the Bulldogs over the past 70 years.
Captain and coach of our
premiership side in 1954 and club
president 1978 to 1981 — Charlie
had red, white and blue in his heart.
There is no doubt that Charlie
Sutton is the best example of a
Bulldog ‘through and through’ and
he will be greatly missed.

There is no doubt about those
sentiments being expressed over and
over among people across the western
suburbs of Melbourne today.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
7 June 2012

Carbon tax:
manufacturing
industry

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter for
the attention the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade.
This is a matter that is of deep concern
to industry and business across
Victoria, particularly in Melbourne’s
west. Melbourne’s western suburbs
are the home of manufacturing. Many
thousands of jobs are dependent
upon the health of the manufacturing
industry in the west. Those jobs
ensure that families are able to look
after their children, provide education
for them and pay their mortgages. A
whole range of matters are dependent
upon the health of the manufacturing
industry.
In some 24 days a very black day for
Australia will occur when a carbon tax
is imposed on the people of Australia.
The thing that concerns me deeply,
apart from the fact that this was a
pre-election promise that was broken
by the Prime Minister and this is a
carbon tax that will create no end
of difficulty for many millions of
Australians, is that with just 24 days
to go we still do not know exactly
who will be hit by the carbon tax. We
understand that 250 companies have
been named, but there will be at least
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that number again affected by the
tax. To say that this is undermining
business confidence is somewhat of
an understatement.
Presumably by 1 July the polluters,
as the Prime Minister refers to them,
will be informed that they will be
slugged by this great big new tax on
everything that will achieve absolutely
nothing. Putting myself in the
situation of the polluters, I imagine
that at that point they will be in a state
of shock and confusion. Indeed it may
be that they are in a state of stress that
will put their businesses under a great
deal of pressure. This whole carbon
tax debacle is a dog’s breakfast. It will
create enormous difficulty for people
and may threaten the survival of
their businesses. I ask the minister to
provide advice and counsel through
his department to companies and
others who may be unexpectedly
hit by this dreadful new tax from
Canberra.
This is something that could be
absolutely devastating in the next 24
days as people are told that they are
direct targets of this most unnecessary
and grotesque tax from the federal
Labor government.
COUNCIL | Second Reading
19 June 2012

Local
Government
(Brimbank
City Council)
Amendment Bill
2012

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I rise with a great deal of pleasure
to support the Local Government
(Brimbank City Council) Amendment
Bill 2012, because this bill is about
giving the people of Brimbank what
they have asked for. This bill is about
giving the people of Brimbank
justice. This bill is about ensuring
that the people of Brimbank are not
again subject to the obscene abuses
endured under previous Brimbank
so-called elected councils where
myriad — I am loath to use the word
shysters but I cannot think of another
word at the moment — shysters took
full advantage.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — It may well have
been ruled as disorderly, but it is
appropriate. As I have gone around

Brimbank, as I know Mr Elsbury
has, over the past 12 months or so,
everywhere I have gone, whether it
was a sporting club, the local pub
for lunch or just walking down the
street between engagements, people
have stopped me and begged me to
keep the administrators in Brimbank.
They have begged us, and begged
the government, to do the right thing
by the people of Brimbank. Let me
assure this house that the Minister for
Local Government has well and truly
heard those words. I have made sure
the minister heard those words, and
I am sure Mr Elsbury has made sure
she has heard them. It is refreshing,
to say the very least, that we now have
a government that will listen to the
people of the western suburbs and act
on what those people want.
When I came into this place the
Brimbank City Council had been
running rampant for years. Anybody
and everybody you cared to ask in
the Brimbank region and surrounds
knew exactly what was going on in
Brimbank — everybody of course
except the former state government
— because the people running riot
in Brimbank were the same people
running the state government here in
Victoria. That is the simple fact of the
matter.
When I say that Minister Powell has
listened to the people of Brimbank
and the people of Brimbank thank her
for that, I say that with full knowledge
that those same people of Brimbank
were ignored for years by a Labor
government that had a vested interest
in keeping a corrupt and crooked
council in place, and now members
of the former Labor government want
Brimbank back. I cannot believe these
people say they represent the western
suburbs and then they get up in here
and say they want the council back.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr FINN — There is only one
member in here from the western
suburbs, and Mr Leane is only here
through sufferance. That is the truth
on both our parts. The truth is the
people of the western suburbs were
neglected and ignored by Labor when
they begged for their council to be
removed.
It was only when an election was
imminent and it was apparent to Do
Nothing Dick — Dick Wynne, the
former minister — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Poor Shauno! I
withdraw. I am sorry, Acting
President; I was just getting into what
the locals in Brimbank call the former
Minister for Local Government,
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the member for Richmond in the
Assembly. I bring that local flavour
to the house this evening. It was only
when the corruption and crookedness
of Brimbank was threatening the
electoral prospects of the Labor
Party that its members decided to
act. Mr Elsbury now occupies a very
important office that was almost
central to the Suleyman empire, as we
came to know it — Hakki Suleyman,
Natalie Suleyman and a whole range
of other Suleymans, I gather. Those
people ran the Brimbank council for a
good number of years.
They ran that empire out of
the office of Justin Madden, the
then Minister for Planning and
now member for Essendon in the
Assembly, although he did not know
it as he had never been there. He
would not know how to get there. If
you dumped him on the side of the
street, he would not know how to find
the place.
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr Dalla-Riva
points out, Justin Madden was very
much like Sergeant Schultz — he
knew nothing. I thought he was
having a lend of us, so I got to know
Mr Madden, and I know now that he
does know nothing about anything,
but that is beside the point. We had
a situation where all this corruption,
all this poisonous activity that was
hurting so many people in Brimbank,
was emanating from the office of a
local member of Parliament, and
that local member of Parliament just
happened to be a minister of the
Crown in the Brumby government.
It is staggering to take into
consideration the number of people
who have been drawn into this affair
by association. I am not just talking
about local members of Parliament,
people like George Seitz, who had
a fair bit to say about it. No doubt
George has openly supported the
move by the government to suspend
elections for a little bit longer, even
though he was lining up to be mayor.
I think when this announcement was
made a lot of Brimbank people got
down on their knees and gave thanks
to God for the fact that George will
not be there for quite some time, but,
knowing George, he may be around
for some years yet.
We have a number of local
members of Parliament who are very
powerful within this nation, and the
corruption and crookedness of the
Brimbank council went right up into
the federal cabinet room — names
like Shorten, Conroy and O’Connor.
These names cannot be avoided
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when we talk about who had their
tentacles involved in what was going
on in Brimbank and who would have
their tentacles involved in Brimbank
if the government had not stepped in
and put the elections off until a little
bit later this year.
We had an extraordinary situation
where the people of Brimbank were
being done over. We had paybacks.
Basically people were being bought
off for their support. Soccer clubs
were being denied funds. Various
community groups were being paid
extraordinary sums of money if their
members would support the right
candidate in a preselection or if they
would support the right candidate in
a particular ward election. This was
commonplace. Merit never came into
the argument.
Mrs Peulich — The Labor way.
Mr FINN — It is the Labor way. Mrs
Peulich knows about this because
she knows that out her way the Labor
Party acts in much the same way. I
must point out that whilst Brimbank
is a glaring example of how Labor
operates, it is not on its own — far
from it. Mr Leane knows what I am
talking about. He is over there with
a big smile on his face because he
knows exactly what I am talking
about. He knows that the Labor Party
acts like this wherever its members
go. This is a part of the Labor deal,
and it is a very strong argument, in my
view, to remove party politics from
local government.
That is very important, although
it is interesting to note that in the
last election the Brimbank council
had no endorsed Labor candidates.
Interestingly enough, for those who
were elected — Labor against Labor
all over the place — every election
was a factional brawl.
It had nothing to do with serving
the people. This was about the Conroy
faction, versus the Shorten faction,
versus the O’Connor faction, versus
the Seitz faction, versus — all sorts of
factions.
Mr Eideh interjected.
Mr FINN — Telmo gets a mention;
my word he does, don’t worry about
that. He is in there as well. I thank Mr
Eideh for reminding me about Mr
Languiller, the member for Derrimut
in the Assembly. I appreciate his
help and support, as I am sure Mr
Languiller will when he reads this.
There were these competing
factions, and the situation had
absolutely nothing to do with what
was good and what was right for the
people of Brimbank. And guess what?
It was all happening again. My office
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is right in the middle of Sunshine,
right in the middle of Brimbank.
Mr Elsbury’s office in Keilor is in
Brimbank.
We could see it happening.
Everybody could see it happening. We
could see the forces lining up. It was
like one of those Mel Gibson films.
It was like a scene from Braveheart
where both sides were lining up ready
to go into battle at the drop of the flag.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — There probably was
a bit of war paint, Mrs Peulich, but
we knew — everybody knew — that
given the opportunity, Labor would
do to Brimbank exactly what it had
done before, if not worse. I say again
advisedly ‘if not worse’, because you
have to take into consideration that
there has been an enormous amount
of desire for retribution that has built
up over the last few years. There are a
few rats in the ranks, as Labor likes to
describe them, out that way, and there
would be a few heads that would roll.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane again comes
in — come in, spinner — and I am
sure that he could tell us about this
in some detail, and I hope he does. I
hope he gets up after I sit down and
gives a blow-by-blow description of
exactly how the Labor Party operates
in the local government area — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — Mrs Peulich, it is. I just
want to point out, as I was saying
before, that whilst there were no
official endorsed Labor candidates at
the last Brimbank council election,
immediately after the election some
candidates met as a caucus. What
they said to the people was, ‘No, we’re
not in the Labor Party. No, we are
not Labor candidates’; however, the
minute they were elected, they were
all Labor councillors.
They met not so much in caucus
as in factional groups, and then they
went into battle. Anybody who has
been to a Brimbank council meeting
will know exactly what I am talking
about.
I remember Mr Guy and I went out
to a Brimbank council meeting one
evening, and it was one of the more
entertaining events that you would
ever hope to see if it had not been for
the fact that these people were playing
with the welfare and even the lives of
the people of Brimbank.
Mrs Peulich — And the money.
Mr FINN — And the money, indeed,
Mrs Peulich. It would have been
highly entertaining, but it was a very
expensive form of entertainment, and
when the former government finally

took the action it did, I think there was
a sigh of relief that that council had
been removed.
It was a little bit too little and a
little bit too late, and they sacked the
wrong council anyway. They sacked
the council that had not actually
done anything, because the report
was on the previous council, but that
is unfortunately something I do not
have time to go into right now. I have
to say to this house — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — If you could move a
motion for an extension, Mrs Peulich,
that would be a marvellous thing. I
could go for three or four days on this
without a worry in the world. There
is an enormous temptation to put the
council back from my own point of
view and I think from Mr Elsbury’s
point of view — and I would not want
to speak on his behalf. There was
an enormous temptation to put the
council back and let the Labor Party
wreak havoc all over again.
There was an enormous temptation
for us to say, ‘Okay, righto, let’s show
the people of Brimbank exactly what
the Labor Party is made of. Let’s
remind them of what the Labor Party
will do given the opportunity’.
But, no, we cannot do that. I
could not do that to the people of
Brimbank. The people of Brimbank
deserve better than they had before.
The people of Brimbank deserve
better than the Labor corruption
and the Labor crookedness that
destroyed the Brimbank council and
the municipality of Brimbank for all
those years. We see now two or three
coming out and saying, ‘Oh, no, we
need council elections back’. You
know the only people who have come
to me and said that are the ones who
want to stick their hands up and run
again. They are the only ones. The
only people — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — I don’t want you visiting
in the middle of the night, thank you
very much!
They are the only ones — two
or three — and that is it. But I will
tell you what, as I walk through the
streets of Sunshine and Keilor and a
number of other places throughout
Brimbank, I am constantly stopped,
and the pleading has stopped. Now
they say, ‘Thank you to a government
and thank you to a minister who has
listened’.
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COUNCIL | Committee Stage
19 June 2012

Local
Government
(Brimbank
City Council)
Amendment Bill
2012

Committee Stage Clause 1
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— To be of assistance to Ms Hartland,
to the minister and indeed to the
committee, it would be far easier if
we were to name the groups that did
not want the administrators to stay. It
is my experience that most resident
groups and community groups in the
Brimbank municipality are adamant
and enthusiastic about the need for
the council elections to be postponed.
There are some that want to take it
further and not have them return at
all. The government has obviously
not gone to those lengths, but I have
spoken to numerous groups as well as
individuals and, as I said in my earlier
contribution, they have pleaded with
the government to take the steps that
have been taken.
I can only suggest to Ms Hartland
that she might like to have a chat
to some of those groups because
they are very supportive of what the
government has done.
...
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) —
I just hope Ms Hartland is not going
down the same path as the member
for Keilor in the other place did during
an earlier debate when she became
insistent on some wild conspiracy
theory and basically made an
allegation about a very eminent local
resident in Keilor who is the president
of the Keilor residents association,
Mrs Susan Jennison — and yes, she
is a member of the Liberal Party. The
accusation was that this decision was
made because she is a member of the
Liberal Party and that she is going to
be appointed as an administrator, or
some vague accusation that was put
before the other place.
I just hope that Ms Hartland is not
going down that path. I know Susan
Jennison very well and she is a great
community-spirited person. I hope
Ms Hartland knows Mrs Jennison
as well, but that has nothing to do
with what we are debating here
today. Susan Jennison has made,

and continues to make, a great
contribution to the Keilor community.
But what we are debating here
today is the need to protect the entire
Brimbank community from the
shenanigans, the corruption and the
crookedness that has been going on
for years at a municipal level and is
promising to come back as Brimbank
2: the nightmare returns. That would
be a very real possibility if we were to
have council elections later this year
as proposed.
...
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— It is regrettable that Mr Tee has
not been in a position to witness the
Brimbank City Council in action.
On one occasion Minister Guy and I
attended a meeting of the Brimbank
council. We sat in the gallery with
representatives of various community
groups and members of the general
public.
They were calling out in
disgust at their so-called elected
representatives. The line of
questioning that Ms Hartland, Mr Tee
and Mr Barber have been following
would be unnecessary if they
were personally aware of and had
witnessed exactly what the Brimbank
council was before it was dismissed
and what it certainly promises to be
if it is returned later this year. The
minister may well like to inform Mr
Tee of what he experienced during the
course of that meeting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
We are in the committee stage of
this bill, and the committee stage
is specifically about going through
clauses of the bill, not reprosecuting
or arguing matters that would be
acceptable in the second-reading
debate. The clause we are dealing
with is the clause specifically relating
to the date for a future election, and
the purpose of the bill is to establish
that. I want to keep the questions and
discussion in the committee stage to
the relevant issues associated with
the committee stage of the bill. I
do not want to go down the path of
prosecuting historical information.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan)
— I am still waiting on an answer to
the question about the reference to
the residents in the second-reading
speech. I think Mr Finn might have
distracted the chamber and the
minister from answering the question.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) — Nice try, Humboldt! At
the end of the day — —
Mr Finn — He’s done better than
most.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Yes, I know. As
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I have said from the very start, the
minister has received correspondence
from people in that area, as is
obviously the case. Mr Scales has had
not just personal correspondence
from people in that area but has
utilised a range of mechanisms to
seek community consultation.
I, like Mr Finn, have witnessed
firsthand a number of community
groups in action and their view of
the council. I must say that I do not
remember seeing any other members
present in this chamber at any of the
Brimbank City Council meetings I
went to with Mr Finn.
COUNCIL | Members Statements
19 June 2012

Peter Singer

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— Recently I spoke in this house on
the Disability Amendment Bill 2012.
On that occasion I spoke of the need
for greater respect for people with
disabilities. I spoke about the need for
society to accept them as full human
beings and not as second-class
citizens. The fear I expressed that day
for the rights of those with disabilities
has now been institutionalised, with
the awarding of Australia’s highest
honour to so-called ethicist Peter
Singer in the Queen’s Birthday
honours list.
Peter Singer has long promoted
the view that dogs, monkeys and
other animals are more human than
children with disabilities. He has long
promoted the view that newborn
babies with disabilities can — maybe
should — be killed. I have personally
debated Singer on this subject. He has
told me so to my face, and of course it
is in his writings.
The awarding of a Companion of
the Order of Australia to Peter Singer
is a national outrage and an insult to
every Australian with a disability.
As the father of a child with a
disability, I was deeply offended
and felt physically ill when I heard
this individual had been honoured
in this way. Now I am just very
angry. What has happened to our
nation when somebody with such
appalling and destructive views
can be the recipient of an Order of
Australia award? Singer should be
stripped of his award as a sign that the
commonwealth of Australia does not
accept that children with disabilities
— or adults for that matter — are
subhuman. People with disabilities
in Australia deserve much better
than having hoisted onto a pedestal
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someone who believes such people
as themselves should have been
killed at birth. Prime Minister Gillard
should move today to reverse this
disgraceful decision and reassure
every Australian with a disability that
her government regards them as full
members of the human race.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
19 June 2012

Gas: Bulla supply

Raised with the Minister for Energy
and Resources on 1 May 2012
REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised
during the adjournment debate in the
Legislative Council on 1 May 2012 in
relation to developing a case for an
extension of the natural gas network
to the town of Bulla.
Under current natural gas
industry regulatory and ownership
arrangements, decisions to extend the
natural gas network are made by gas
companies on commercial grounds. It
is usually the case that they will only
extend the network if the investment
is supported by a commercially viable
level of demand.
Under these arrangements,
residents interested in having the
natural gas network extended to
unserviced areas are able to raise
the potential of network extensions
where it is believed that a commercial
case exists. The best way to do this is
through local councils which may be
able to coordinate a proposal to local
gas retailers, or provide information
that could assist in the economic
evaluation of extending the natural
gas network.
Direct council input may include
information on such aspects as
existing commercial activity or further
subdivision proposals in the area,
either of which may improve the
viability of extending the natural gas
network.
Your intention to conduct a
survey of residents’ gas needs and
their willingness to pay for the
necessary works is therefore likely
to complement any advice from the
local council.
To assist you in framing the survey
and in engaging with council and
gas retailers on the relevant issues,
you may wish to contact Regional
Development Victoria (RDV), which
is within the portfolio of the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development,
Hon Peter Ryan, MP. RDV is
responsible, in consultation with local
councils and the gas industry, for
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implementation of the government’s
current $100 million Energy for the
Regions program.
RDV may be able to provide useful
advice to you and your constituents
on your intention to pursue the
connection to Bulla. The suggested
contact in RDV is Mr Jim Demetrious,
program director, Energy for the
Regions, tel: 9452 5263.
Thank you for raising this matter
with me. I trust this information has
been of assistance.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
19 June 2012

Carbon tax:
health sector

Raised with the Minister for Health
on 17 August 2011
REPLY:
I am concerned that the cost
of health care will rise as a result
of the carbon price and that this
additional cost impost has the
potential to impact on the extent
and performance of health service
delivery.
Due to the range of causal factors
affecting emergency and elective
surgery waiting times and lists, it
is not possible to determine the
direct impact the carbon price will
have on individual health service
performance. It is, however, estimated
that the impact of the carbon price
at Western Health would equate
to approximately 106 elective
procedures based on the average
weighted cost of a surgical procedure.
The Department of Health
has made representations to the
Independent Hospital Pricing
Authority on the impact of a carbon
price on Victorian hospitals,
indicating that the additional cost
needs to be considered when setting
the national efficient price and the
rate of indexation.
The commonwealth’s clean energy
package does not provide equitable
support to hospitals compared to
other industries generating similar
levels of carbon emissions.
The government will continue
to call on the commonwealth to
actively consult with Victoria on
the implementation of the carbon
price and will continue to strongly
advocate on behalf of Victorian
hospitals to ensure that Victoria is
not disadvantaged compared to
other states or to industries that are
receiving support.

COUNCIL
20 June 2012

Production of
Documents

On the motion from Mr Barber
(Northern Metropolitan, The
Australian Greens): “I move: That
this house requires the Leader of the
Government to table in the Legislative
Council by 12 noon on Tuesday, 14
August 2012, a copy of the ‘Sinclair
Knight Merz’ report investigating the
effects of carbon pricing on Victoria’s
hospitals, commissioned by the
Department of Health and provided to
the Herald Sun.”
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— As has been pointed out by Mr
O’Donohue and Ms Crozier, the
government will not be opposing
this motion today. However, while I
was sitting here waiting for the call I
could not help but consider what a
pity it is that we had to have debate
on this motion today. We should not
be having any of this discussion. If the
Prime Minister had carried through
on the promise she made before
the last election, there would be no
carbon tax.
We remember, and I am sure Mr
Leane well remembers, the comments
made by the current Prime Minister in
the days before the last election. She
said — and we can all say it together
— ‘There will be no carbon tax under
the government I lead’. Those words
will go down in the history of this
nation as some of the most dishonest
ones that have ever been uttered by a
political leader, and rightly so.
It is interesting to have a look at
the history of the honesty of some
of the people who are involved in
this carbon tax creation, particularly
when one considers that the current
Prime Minister will have been in her
position for two years this Sunday.
It was two years ago this Sunday
that Kevin Rudd, the former Prime
Minister, felt the cold blade of steel go
through his shoulderblades. It was put
there by his loyal deputy, the woman
who said, ‘I will get a game as fullforward for Footscray before I will be
Prime Minister’, and, ‘I will fly to the
moon before I will be Prime Minister’.
The rest of Australia now says,
‘What a pity she didn’t fly to the moon
instead of becoming Prime Minister’.
What a disaster she has been and
continues to be. What an unmitigated
disaster this carbon tax is going to be.
We are already feeling the impact of it.
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In the area of health it will not be
just the hospitals that will be hit. I
have not read the report that Mr Davis
has. I think it will be very interesting
reading. It may well be that Mr Barber
will very much regret that he asked to
see this report when he gets hold of it.
I have not the slightest doubt that the
carbon tax will have a huge impact on
hospitals, the Royal District Nursing
Service, community health centres,
dental clinics and a whole range
of health services across Australia,
because this carbon tax is first and
foremost a tax on electricity. In the
last couple of weeks we have seen
small businesses warned that they
face increases in electricity prices of at
least 25 per cent.
If small businesses are going to
be carrying an increase in their
electricity bills of 25 per cent, of
course there will be similar increases
for hospitals, community groups
and others in the community who
are not ‘compensated’. I use the term
compensated in inverted commas,
because the compensation we have
seen from the federal government has
nothing to do with this tax at all.
This so-called compensation is a
dirty great bribe by a government
that has lost its base and wants to
get it back. It has nothing to do with
compensating people for the carbon
tax. It could not care less because
these hospitals that we are talking
about and the Royal District Nursing
Service and the community health
centres and so many other health
facilities across the country are not
being compensated by the federal
government because they cannot
vote, and that is what this comes back
to.
Money is being deposited into
people’s accounts at the moment, and
I must say I am not one of them. I am
not receiving a cent in compensation.
I do not know whether Mr Barber
is — I would be very surprised if he is
— but I am not receiving a cent in this
so-called compensation. Perhaps the
Prime Minister has realised that there
is very little chance that I will vote for
her at the next election.
Mrs Coote — She is losing sleep
over it.
Mr FINN — Yes, it has to be said,
Mrs Coote, that this Prime Minister
deserves to lose a lot of sleep over a
lot of things, but whether or not I vote
for her will not be one of them. I think
that would be safe to say. It would be a
fairly safe bet at the moment that I will
not be camping out to vote for her at
the next election. I will not be getting
to the polling booth at 4 o’clock in the
afternoon of the day before so that I

can be first in the queue to cast my
vote for the Labor Party at the next
election. That is a fairly safe bet.
It will be very interesting,
particularly for those of us who
watch these things, to see how long
the queues are before the polls
open at the next federal election. It
is reasonable to suggest that when
the swing is on, the swing is on, and
certainly at the next election the
swing will be on and people will be
getting to the polling booth nice and
early, as they did in 1975, as they did
again in 1983, as they did in 1996,
and as we will be seeing again in
2013. People will be getting there nice
and early to make sure their vote is
cast and counted, to throw out what
is undoubtedly the most appalling,
inept, dishonest government this
country has ever seen.
This carbon tax is very much a part
of the way Australians feel about the
Prime Minister and the government
of Australia. I could go through the
federal ministers — for example,
Anthony Albanese. I could go through
Craig Emerson — —
Mrs Coote — Julia went through
Craig!
Mr FINN — No, we will leave that
one alone. I think it was the other way
around, Mrs Coote, I really do, but we
will leave it alone. There is no shortage
of people in the federal ministry —
Penny Wong, the federal Minister for
Finance and Deregulation, is another
classic example — who have led us
astray on this particular issue, and the
Australian people are seething; they
are bubbling. The Australian people
want an election.
They do not want this carbon tax,
and I challenge Mr Barber or Mr
Leane or indeed Mr Eideh to get
up in this chamber today and tell
us that the Australian people want
the carbon tax that begins in 11 or
12 days time. I challenge each and
every one of them, including those
Labor and Greens members who
are listening in their rooms. I urge
them to come into the chamber and
get up on their haunches and tell us
that the Australian people want this
carbon tax and that they are delighted
that the current Prime Minister lied
to them just days before the last
election. As Mr Ondarchie says, we
are hearing crickets emanating from
the opposition benches — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — And there is a
particularly large cricket — it might
even by a cockroach — over in that
corner. But just at the moment we are
hearing crickets.
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Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr
Elasmar) — Order! Through the Chair,
Mr Finn.
Mr FINN — Acting President,
unfortunately Mr Leane gets my blood
up sometimes. It is most unfortunate,
and I will endeavour to avoid it. But
it should not surprise me because we
have heard from a variety of people
— and I have named some of them
here this afternoon — that this carbon
tax is not a tax at all. All of a sudden
it is not a tax any more. Members of
the federal Labor government talked
about it for 12 months as a carbon tax.
Then the big light appeared, and of
course when lights appear you have to
pay the tax.
They realised that the Australian
people were not at all keen on the
fact that this tax was coming so they
decided they would call it a carbon
price instead.
So the carbon tax has become
the carbon price just as global
warming has become climate change,
because again the light appeared
and they realised, despite what the
Prime Minister said about the earth
warming, that even the most ardent
of scientists has told us that there
has been no warming of the earth for
about 13 or 14 years now. Mr Barber
might be able to back me up on the
number of years. So it is not called
global warming any more. If we are
dependent upon global warming to
back up this carbon tax, the argument
is shot to bits because there has
been no global warming. So global
warming is out the window. That has
gone along with carbon tax, and now
we have climate change. And as I have
said in this house before: what exactly
is climate change?
Mrs Coote — Ask Tim Flannery.
Mr FINN — We will get to Tim
Flannery in a moment, Mrs Coote. I
can guarantee you on that! We need to
ask: what exactly is climate change?
Climate change can be anything the
Labor Party and the Greens want it to
be. If it is too hot, it is climate change.
If it is too cold, it is climate change. If
it is just right, it is climate change —
and that is without the three bears. It
is an extraordinary charade that the
left in this country and throughout the
world go on with to justify these new
taxes that they have been pushing for
some time.
Unfortunately we in Australia will
cop it in the neck because this carbon
tax that is imminent is the highest
carbon tax in the world, and you have
to ask: what have we, as Australians,
done to deserve that, apart from
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believing Prime Minister Julia Gillard
before the last election? Nobody can
tell me that if Julia Gillard had told
the truth before the last election —
indeed if she had told the truth at
any time, but particularly before the
last election — she would still be the
Prime Minister now. That would not
have occurred because she would
not have been in a position to cobble
together a coalition of misfits and nohopers to put her government on the
Treasury benches in Canberra.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — This Prime Minister
and the federal government are
based on a lie, and that lie will come
to fruition in 11 or 12 days time, and
every Australian will pay for that lie,
as Mr Ondarchie, by interjection, is
pointing out. Mr Ondarchie has some
experience in the area of energy. I
first met him many years ago when he
was working for an energy company
in my area, when I was a member
of the Assembly, so I know about
his vast experience in this area.
Irrespective of who they are or where
they are, everybody will pay this
great big new tax on everything that
will achieve absolutely nothing for
the environment and everything for
economic recession.
I can remember the last time we
had a government that deliberately
put the country into recession. You
might remember a bloke called Paul
Keating. Which party was he from?
What is it with the Labor Party? It
likes to put Australia into recession.
Its members like putting people
out of work and putting businesses
to the wall. They like people losing
their homes. What is it with the
Labor Party? What is it with the left
in this country? They like people to
suffer. That is what this carbon tax is
all about. It is about making people
suffer; that is exactly what it is about.
Age pensioners all over this country
will not be able to afford heating.
Many of them are struggling to heat
their homes now. When this tax is
introduced on 1 July there will be
many more aged pensioners who
will be going to bed in the middle of
the afternoon because they cannot
afford to turn the heating on in their
homes. Many of them will not be
able to afford to maintain a decent
standard of living as a direct result of
this carbon tax. Is that fair?
What have these people done?
These people served this nation. They
worked and paid their taxes all their
lives. They raised a family. They got
to a certain point in their lives where
they thought they should be able to
have a good standard of living to live

46

out their last few years in comfort,
and what happens? Along comes Julia
Gillard and slaps on the carbon tax.
They will be going to bed at 3 o’clock
in the afternoon just to keep warm.
That is what is going to happen with
this carbon tax. We can thank Julia
Gillard and Bob Brown for that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — You might ask what
happened to Bob Brown? I am glad
Mr Ondarchie asked that, because
what happened is that as this carbon
tax got closer it appears that the
former leader of the federal Greens
got more and more toey. He did a
runner. If you look at Canberra now,
there is no more Bob Brown.
He threw the biggest petrol bomb
he could find and he is now out of
there. When that well-known fan is
running overtime very soon — and
that is going to cost because that will
be an extra tax on electricity to run the
fan — Bob Brown will not be there to
carry the can. No, Bob Brown is down
in Tassie — —
Mrs Coote — Writing books!
Mr FINN — Is he catching fish?
No, he does not catch fish. I am not
sure what he is going to be doing,
but he is going to be in Tasmania. He
certainly will not be in Canberra to
face the heat of the reality he helped
create. In many ways that is a huge
pity, because it would be a justice if
he faced the people of Australia at the
next election and the wrath of people
from across this nation was served
up to him. I advise Mr Barber and his
colleagues in the Greens to enjoy their
current positions, because they will
not have them for too much longer.
The Greens have reached their peak.
Let me assure them: from here
on it is all downhill for them. It is
interesting because that will be a
direct result of the good old-fashioned
kicking the Greens and Labor are
giving the working people of Australia,
and Mr Barber, the leader of the
Greens in this Parliament, is laughing.
He thinks it is highly amusing that
people will be suffering as a result of
the tax his party and the Labor Party
have instituted in this country.
It is not just hospitals that will be
affected. We will be talking about
groupings like the Royal District
Nursing Service, dental services,
community health centres and other
health services that will suffer as a
result of this tax, because as we have
discovered over recent months local
government will feel the full force of
this particular tax. I have spoken to
a number of councillors and council
officials in the western suburbs — —

Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — We do not know. That
is the thing, and nor does Mr Barber
know. That is the problem. We can
have no faith in what the federal
government is telling us, because we
have been lied to before by the Prime
Minister of this country. When we
see her telling us what it is going to
cost local government and what it is
going to cost us personally we can
have no faith in the words that come
from her mouth, because we have
been lied to before, as indeed Kevin
Rudd was lied to. So many others
have been lied to, including Andrew
Wilkie, the Independent member for
Denison, on the gaming issue. As we
go along, so many have been lied to
by this Prime Minister. The Australian
people have got to this point. We hear
noises coming from Canberra that it
is not going to cost you and you will
be better off, and we know that in all
likelihood that is another Labor lie.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr O’Brien raises the
issue of the compensation ads. As
Mr O’Brien points out, they do not
actually mention why we are getting
the compensation. It is one of the
most extraordinary things I have
ever seen in my life, that you would
run a multimillion-dollar taxpayerfunded advertising campaign and
not mention why all this money is
forthcoming. It was ‘Do not mention
the war’. Now it is ‘Do not mention the
tax’.
Since announcing it proudly at one
end of the earth, the Prime Minister
has flown around the world to attend
all these great conferences and to
grandstand at all these environmental
forays, although I think she will not
be doing that again after this week
because she really bit off more than
she could chew there.
The Prime Minister stood up
proudly and said, ‘We are doing this;
we are introducing a carbon tax into
Australia’, but now the government
does not want to know about it. It
does not even want to mention the
word. All of a sudden ‘tax’ is a fourletter word in Australia, particularly
when it is a carbon tax. It is going to
be interesting in the next few weeks
because I understand — and Mr
Barber may well be off to this — there
is some sort of environmental gabfest
going on in Rio de Janeiro.
Mr Ondarchie — A love-in.
Mr FINN — It may well be a love-in.
That really curls your hair!
It is interesting to note that these
environmental conferences and
confabs are never held in Poland

FEBRUARY 2012 - JUNE 2012

IN
FINN THE
HOUSE

in winter. They are never in East
Germany. They are never in the back
blocks of Scotland. Where are they
off to for this next one? They are off
to Rio! I do not know who from the
Greens has got the budgie smugglers
out and is preparing to head off to
Rio for this, but you have to wonder
exactly why we go through this
charade. It has apparently been 20
years that we have been going on with
this nonsense, and the only thing
that has been achieved with these
environmental conferences in the last
20 years is that a lot of people have
gotten very rich as a result of scaring a
lot of other people.
Look at Al Gore. There is a man
whose personal wealth has doubled
as a result of trying to scare the living
suitcases out of every person he
possibly can on this planet.
He has been proven in court to be a
shonk — a total and complete shonk
— but that does not stop him. Then
we have Tim Flannery. Tim Flannery
has told us that it is never going to
rain again. He has told various state
governments around this country
that it is absolutely necessary for the
future of their states that they have a
desalination plant. Guess what? Those
Labor governments fell for it.
Mr Leane — It was your policy!
Mr FINN — If Mr Leane wants to
talk about the desalination plant
pertaining to climate change — global
warming — I am very happy for him
to do that, because here we are as
Victorian taxpayers, yet again victims
of this global warming con. Here we
have Tim Flannery — ‘Sandbags’, as
they call him, because since he made
that prediction all we have had is
floods — on $180 000 a year for a parttime job of just two or three days a
week. He is getting it totally wrong on
every occasion for $180 000 a year.
I will make the Prime Minister an
offer here today: I can get it just as
wrong for half that. If she wants to
take me up on it, for $90 000 a year I
will get it totally and absolutely just
as wrong as Sandbags Flannery, and I
will work for half the time too, just to
be totally consistent.
On this issue of greenhouse gases,
global warming, climate change
and all the things that people who
get together in places like Rio like to
talk about, you have to wonder how
they get there. They are obviously
worried about the impact on us all of
the carbon footprints that they like
to rabbit on about, yet you have to
wonder how these people are actually
going to get to Rio.
Mr Ondarchie — Rowboat!

Mr FINN — I do not think so.
It could not possibly be that
these people will fly to Rio in jets
— predominantly, I would suggest,
in business class, if not first class in
the case of many of them — because
that would put dreadful things in the
air, create dreadful climate change,
dreadful global warming and create
the situation where it might never rain
again!
We have heard this time and again
from those people, and I am delighted
to say that the people — not just
in Australia but around the world
— have had enough. They do not
believe it anymore. They have been
told enough lies to last a lifetime.
It is not just a lie about the carbon
tax, it is a lie about the whole global
warming and climate change thing.
We have seen universities and the
United Nations caught out fabricating
evidence to support climate change
and their global warming theories and
global warming business, because
it is a huge industry. A lot of people
are making huge sums of money
because of climate change and global
warming, because if global warming
does not exist — if climate change
does not exist — those people will not
get their millions of dollars in grants
from the government. They will not
get to live the lifestyle which they have
enjoyed. They will not get to fly to Rio
in first class — and we cannot have
that, can we?
Mrs Coote — Did Tim go?
Mr FINN — I would be interested
to know, Mrs Coote, if Sandbags is off
to Rio. I have been distracted ever so
slightly. I am coming to the end of my
time, very sadly, but I want to make
the point — —
Mr P. Davis — You have more to
say?
Mr FINN — I assure Mr Davis I
have much more to say. I just want
to make the point that this tax — and
it is a tax — will have a huge, savage
and deleterious effect on millions
of Australians. At the last election
and the election before we heard the
Prime Minister of this country talking
about working families. This tax
proves that the federal government
could not care less about working
families. It proves that the Greens
never have cared about working
families.
An honourable member — Or
people.
Mr FINN — Or people. We could
go on for another couple of days on
the Greens’ attitudes to people. We
saw that dreadful individual Peter
Singer getting a Medal of the Order of
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Australia just the other day.
His views on people are horrifying,
but we will go there another day.
As I say, the government will not
oppose this motion. I will not oppose
this motion, but what I will oppose is
those who are making a lot of money
out of lying to us. It has been going on
for far too long, and it has to stop. This
country has to get back on an even
keel. We have to say to these shysters,
‘No more; we will not put up with the
nonsense that we have been peddled
for far too long’. I say to those people
who will be hit hard by this carbon
tax — to those working families, to
those who work in hospitals, to those
who work in local government, to
those who work in schools, to those
community groups around Australia
who will be hit hard by this appalling,
vicious and unnecessary carbon tax —
that they should remember who has
done this to them, and they should
never let them do it to them again.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
20 June 2012

Tourism:
Werribee

Raised with the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events on 24 November
2011
REPLY:
As tourism and major events
minister, I was pleased to have visited
the Werribee Tourism Precinct on the
8 March 2012 at your invitation.
As you are aware, during my visit I
met with local tourism operators and
Wyndham City Council.
I also visited local tourist attractions
such as Werribee Mansion, the State
Rose Garden, Shadowfax Winery, the
Mansion Hotel and Spa, Werribee
Open Range Zoo and the National
Equestrian Centre.
Werribee offers a wide range of
attractions and provides visitors with
a rich experience in close proximity
to both Melbourne and Geelong.
Werribee Park has also developed
a strong platform of events which
highlights the significant tourist
potential of the area.
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COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
20 June 2012

Technology
sector:
government
initiatives

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice
is directed to the Minister for
Technology, Mr Rich-Phillips, and
I ask: can the minister provide an
update on how the government is
supporting Victorian companies to
gain access to foreign markets?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS
(Minister for Technology) — I thank
Mr Finn for his question and for
his interest in this very important
issue. The Victorian government is
committed to assisting Victorian
companies with international
engagement and export development.
It is committed to helping Victorian
companies to develop new
international markets. That is one
of the four key pillars of the Baillieu
government’s economic statement.
Indeed, it is reflected in this year’s
budget with additional funding
through the Victorian international
engagement strategy under the
auspices of my colleague the Minister
for Innovation, Services and Small
Business.
We have already heard this
year about a number of ways in
which the Victorian government is
assisting Victorian businesses with
international engagement. Of course
we had the very successful India
super trade mission back in February,
which created an opportunity for
a large number of delegates and
companies — of the order of 200-plus
— to visit India for the first time to
have exposure to the Indian market.
The sheer critical mass of that trade
mission provided opportunities to
those companies to open doors which
would not otherwise be available.
The government has flagged a further
super trade mission to China later this
year, and of course we have support
for a number of smaller missions
through the course of the year as
well through the Technology Trade
and International Partnering (TRIP)
program.
I am very pleased to advise the
house that this week the Victorian
government is supporting a mission of
Victorian biotechnology companies to
BIO 2012 in Boston. I am very pleased
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that His Excellency the Governor has
accepted the Premier’s invitation
to lead this mission to BIO 2012 on
behalf of the Victorian government.
This is an ideal opportunity for
Victorian biotechnology companies
to be exposed to the global
biotechnology market. One of the
key challenges for biotechnology
companies in Victoria, and life
sciences more generally in Victoria,
is gaining access to capital and
gaining access to capital and venture
capitalists, and BIO 2012, which
is the international biotechnology
convention, is the key event for these
companies to participate in if they are
to have exposure to venture capital
opportunities.
The Victorian government is
delighted to be supporting the
participation of more than 60
Victorian biotechnology companies
led by the Governor of Victoria.
This event is supported across
Australia. The commonwealth is also
participating in this event, and the
Victorian government is pleased to
have a high-level delegation, led by
the Governor of Victoria, participating
in the event.
We are also pleased to be
supporting a mission by 12 small
Victorian technology companies to
Europe from the small technologies
cluster here in Melbourne.
Small technology is an emerging
opportunity for the Victorian
technology sector, and we have 12
companies that are being supported
through the TRIP program to
participate in this delegation to
Europe for access to markets in
Europe. The European market is
recognised as one of the key markets
for the small technology sector, and
the Victorian government is again
pleased to be supporting Victorian
companies as they show their
products and seize opportunities
around the world.
COUNCIL | Adjournment
20 June 2012

Sunshine
Football Club:
ministerial visit

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I wish to raise a matter this evening
for the attention of the Minister
for Sport and Recreation, Hugh
Delahunty. I am sure the minister
would be aware, as most members
of the house are, of the importance

of Australian Rules football to
communities in the western suburbs.
Tonight I refer to a visit I made
recently to the Sunshine Football
Club at the Kinder Smith Reserve in
Braybrook.
I point out to the minister that
the Sunshine Football Club was
established in 1959 and has occupied
the Kinder Smith Reserve since 1962.
It is situated in Braybrook, which is
Victoria’s second-most disadvantaged
suburb. The club delivers a structured
sporting environment to teach
football and life skills to local kids. It
does a great job of doing so. The main
purpose of the club is to deliver health
and social benefits to the Braybrook
and Sunshine communities.
It has 900-plus members and is
the largest sports club in the broader
Braybrook and Sunshine area. It
is the only football club with a full
complement of junior teams. The
junior participation rate has been
growing by 5 to 10 per cent annually
for the past three to four years.
Currently the club organises two
weekly Auskick sessions and fields
under-9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 16 and 18
teams, under-12 girls teams, reserves,
seniors and AFL masters. The club
competes in division 1 of the Western
Region Football League. As members
can see, it is a club which has quite a
bearing on the local community and
a considerable impact on the football
community of the western suburbs.
Demographic changes forecast in
the Sunshine and Braybrook areas
indicate we will see a doubling in the
number of children under 12 years of
age in the region in the next 10 or so
years.
Those are the figures according to
Maribyrnong City Council research.
So there is a challenge for a club such
as Sunshine Football Club in keeping
up with the demand to provide the
service it has provided for so long —
certainly since 1959. It is a challenge
to provide young people in Braybrook
and Sunshine with an outlet and a
way of showing that they want to
belong to the community — basically
to keep them out of trouble.
I ask the minister to join me and
again visit Sunshine Football Club to
meet with president Bas Tensen, the
committee and the local community.
Whilst we are there he might also
like to meet with Albion Football
Club members, who need lights at
their ground as they want to play
some night games to get some extra
revenue, which might be a good thing
as well. These clubs are certainly
important for our local western
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suburbs community, and I invite the
minister to join me.
COUNCIL | Second Reading
21 June 2012

Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill
2012 and Budget
Papers 2012-13

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— I am always disappointed when
I follow Mr Leane in debate in this
house because inevitably there
are matters that I wish to discuss
but in his contributions Mr Leane
always raises matters that I feel it
necessary to comment on and that
may divert me from my original
plan. Today, unfortunately, it is no
different because he spoke about
broken promises and a whole range
of nonsense that he is fond of going
on with, but I remind him that in
the term of the Bracks government
the very first promise broken by that
government was in the north-west
of Melbourne. The promise to build
a rail line to Tullamarine airport was
broken. It was only a matter of weeks
after the 1999 election when the then
Premier, Steve Bracks, said he could
not do that.
If Mr Leane wants to get up today
and talk about broken promises,
then perhaps we could talk about the
tollway in his electorate. Remember
Steve Bracks saying, ‘No tolls on the
Scoresby’, or EastLink as we now know
it. Remember that?
It was one of the great broken
promises of our time, or at least until
the carbon tax came along anyway.
It is very tempting to talk for the next
13 minutes purely on the matter of
law and order and police in this state,
because I do not know where Mr
Leane has been if he thinks things
have not improved. Has he not
noticed the number of police who are
out and about? Has he not noticed
the number of police who are visible?
Has he not noticed that as a result
of the increased police presence on
our streets it is safer for all of us? I
hope Mr Leane will open his eyes,
take a look around and see what is
happening, not just in his own area
but around the state generally.
It is a truism of economic life in
this country that whenever a Labor
government is elected it will make a
mess. Throughout my life whenever
Labor has been elected disaster has

followed. Back in the 1970s Prime
Minister Gough Whitlam created
the sort of economic disaster that
led Australia to a situation that in
some ways perhaps we still have not
recovered from.
After that we had Paul Keating
as Treasurer; we remember him.
He gave us the recession we had to
have, a million unemployed and a
degree of misery this country had not
experienced. Then we had the Cain
and Kirner governments in Victoria.
Thank God for Jeff Kennett, otherwise
Victoria would have gone under as a
result.
Then we had the Bracks and
Brumby governments. We were told
throughout the course of its 11 years
that Labor had learnt. We were told
by John Brumby, first as Treasurer
and then as Premier, that Labor had
learnt its lesson and was economically
responsible. He said Victoria was in
good hands economically, but we
found out after the 2010 election
that Labor had been having a lend
of us the entire time — for the entire
duration of its government. We found
out that Victoria was on the ropes
economically and that the money
Labor had told us about was not there
— another Labor lie.
Of course there is only one thing
that Labor does better than stuffing
up the economy, and that is spinning
lies; it does it better than anybody else
imaginable. In 2012 we can look back
at the 11 years of Labor, and once
again are faced with the situation of
having to pick up the pieces and put
them together. We have done it before
federally.
At the minute the Queensland
government is in the process
of picking up the pieces after
Labor wrecked Queensland. The
government in New South Wales is
in the process of doing so after Labor
wrecked New South Wales. I think
Premier Colin Barnett is picking
up the pieces quite successfully
in Western Australia after Labor
wrecked Western Australia. No doubt
the federal opposition leader, Tony
Abbott, will have to do the same
thing when he is elected at the next
election — that is, when the people
get a chance to have a say and remove
the most incompetent and dishonest
government this country has ever
seen.
The point I make on this occasion
is that the only difference between
the Bracks and Brumby governments
and the Cain and Kirner governments
is the speed at which they wrecked
things. Cain and Kirner did a
sensational job of dragging Victoria
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down, but they did it very quickly.
Bracks and Brumby just took a little
bit longer. Nonetheless, they left a
mess, and now we have to fix it.
What the Liberal-Nationals
government will build here in Victoria
will be wonderful for every Victorian,
but first we have to lay the foundation.
It is no use building a great edifice
of economic joy if the foundation is
shaky, and unfortunately that is the
situation we are in today as a direct
result of the 11 years of the Bracks
and Brumby governments. For Labor
members — and the Greens, for that
matter; what is the difference? — to
come into this chamber and lecture
us about the promises that we have
not kept and tell us what we should
be spending more on is all well and
good, but if they had not left the state
broke, we might be in a situation
where we would be able to do what
we said.
The economic situation in Australia
will deteriorate very rapidly very
soon, particularly here in Victoria, the
manufacturing heart of Australia. We
are going to be hit particularly hard by
the carbon tax, which I believe is just
10 days away from hitting us.
Victorian business and industry will
be hit particularly hard, and we will
see a lot of our industry either move
offshore or go broke. Either way, there
will be a lot of jobs lost. When you
hear members of the Labor Party get
up and talk about ‘working families’,
you should keep in mind that the
working families they talk about will
not be working for a lot longer. That
is the unfortunate fact of the matter,
and it will be so because this carbon
tax is the most regressive, appalling
tax, on business in particular, that this
country has ever seen. The carbon tax
is an extraordinary attack on business,
jobs and working families the likes
of which we have never seen in the
history of this country.
It is worth pointing out at this point
that the carbon tax is not a tax even
remotely related to the environment.
There will be some — Mr Barber may
be one of them — who will talk about
the environmental benefits of the
carbon tax, but there are none; it is a
total nonsense. What the carbon tax is
about is income redistribution; it is an
economic reform.
That is what the federal government
is talking about now, economic
reform. What it is talking about is
slugging those who have got it and
——
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Some of it — only
some — goes to those who have not
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got it, but a good portion of it goes to
the government, and some of it even
goes overseas. Unfortunately that is
something the federal government
has been most successful in hiding.
As Victorians and as the Victorian
government, we are acutely aware
that we have some very difficult
times ahead. They will be difficult
as a direct result of, firstly, the
economic mess left by the previous
Labor government and, secondly,
the carbon tax, which is being been
thrust upon us from Canberra, even
though the Prime Minister of the day
promised solemnly to the Australian
people before the last election that
there would be no carbon tax under
any government that she led. We all
remember that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — There would be, Mr
Ondarchie, no carbon tax. Here
we are, just days away from this
destructive and unnecessary great
big tax on everything which is going
to create so much misery for so many
people across this state. This tax will
present some real challenges for
the Victorian government, as it will
for every government throughout
Australia. We are already seeing
the challenges facing the federal
government as a result of the backlash
from the people of Australia who
do not want this tax. The Australian
people do not want this tax, and they
are making that view known. The
Australian people have been making
that view known for quite some
time now, but they have been totally
ignored by the Labor-Greens coalition
government in Canberra, and we have
to put up with that until those same
Australian people get the opportunity
to throw this mob out at the first
chance they get.
The western suburbs I represent are
in much need of infrastructure and
government and taxpayer support. In
fact every cent of this budget could
very easily have been spent in the
western suburbs. We could talk about
the needs, for example. Mr Leane
talked about level crossings needed in
the eastern suburbs.
I know we have some level crossings
in the west that need attention,
particularly one in St Albans, which
is in the process of being addressed
and will be addressed before the end
of our first term, but a whole range of
matters need to be resolved as a result
of the neglect of the west that Labor
perpetrated over its 11-year term.
We have spent many millions of
dollars on schools and hospitals.
Mr Davis has spoken about the
extraordinary situation where the
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intensive care unit at the Sunshine
Hospital was used as a film studio.
We as a government decided that
that is probably not the best use for it.
Instead of shooting a television series
in the hospital, we decided we might
treat sick people. This is novel for
Labor. This is something that Labor
probably had not thought of; indeed
it is quite radical. But under our
government we will see more people
being treated at Sunshine Hospital
where the intensive care unit will
go ahead instead of the space being
used as a backdrop for Stingers or
something similar.
Another substantial contribution
is for works at the Melbourne zoos
and in particular at the Werribee
Open Range Zoo, which is one of
my very favourite places. I suggest
that anyone who has not been there
should get there. If you have children
or grandchildren, you might like to
take them during the coming school
holidays. I will certainly be going
down at some stage, because it is a
magnificent place, and the work and
the planning they have been doing
there over the last couple of years
is making it even better. I was at the
opening of the gorilla enclosure, and
that alone is worth going to see. Those
gorillas are big and fairly strong —
and pretty stroppy too the last time I
was there. We have put $13.7 million
into works at the Melbourne zoos and
a good portion of that will be going
to the zoo at Werribee. My son loves
the place; I reckon he would live there
given half a chance.
There are many other things that we
could talk about. We could talk about
the autistic school in the west, which
is coming along very nicely.
We could talk about the upgrade to
the West Gate Bridge. We could talk
about the upgrade to the West Gate
Freeway. We could talk about the
$14 million upgrade to Galvin Park
Secondary College, and I know my
friend and colleague Mr Elsbury has
been most enthusiastic about that
project for quite some time. There
has been quite substantial funding
of infrastructure and projects in the
western suburbs, but we need more.
We have been neglected for a very
long time.
I give a commitment here today to
the people of the western suburbs that
this government will serve the best
interests of the people of the west in
a way that the previous government
never did. No more will the people of
the western suburbs be ignored. No
more will they be taken for granted.
No more will they be used and
abused. This government actually

cares about them.
COUNCIL | Questions without Notice
21 June 2012

Food
manufacturing:
Asian markets

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
— My question without notice
is directed to the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade,
and I ask: can the minister inform the
house of new export opportunities
which will see food manufacturers
grow their businesses in the markets
of Asia?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister
for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade) — I thank the member for his
question and for his interest in the
expansion of food manufacturing into
the export markets of Asia. Recently I
was at Parwan Valley Mushrooms in
Bacchus Marsh, where we officially
opened — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — It is
interesting that those opposite seem
to be able to relate to mushrooms.
On a serious note, we opened a $10
million automated production facility.
This facility will produce over 2500
tonnes of mushrooms a year and
employ more than 80 people. This will
enable Parwan Valley Mushrooms not
only to increase its production output
but also to improve its capacity and
increase its domestic market share
up to 7 per cent. It will also increase
its capability to seek new export
markets in the emerging Asian area.
I was also very pleased to see that
the company is investing in hightech manufacturing processes that
increase productivity — for those
who do not understand it — increase
diversification and generate job
growth. It also has a fully automated
irrigation system, a customised
prepacking line and multiple climate
control systems.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA —
Opposition members will have to
read Hansard because they will not
understand what that means.
We know how important the food
industry is in Victoria, and regional
Victoria is extremely important. That
is why recently we were with the
Deputy Premier to announce a $90
million upgrade for SPC Ardmona
to secure the future of its Goulburn

FEBRUARY 2012 - JUNE 2012

IN
FINN THE
HOUSE

Valley operations and create 45 new
jobs. Not only will it do that but it will
reduce its processing costs by $12.5
million and cut annual water use by
242 megalitres.
This major investment in SPC
Ardmona will improve — dare I say
it — productivity in its operations.
It will provide greater certainty to
the employees and it will enable the
region’s fruit and vegetable growers
to move into new product ranges
and create new jobs, generate future
employment and secure future export
opportunities into Asia.
SPC Ardmona has 870 full-time
equivalent staff.
I was also at the Seven Fields
facility. This is a manufacturing plant
that is developing and designing
capacity for processing fruit more
efficiently — dare I say it — and being
more productive. That will enable,
for example, the packing of 3 million
cartons of citrus fruit per season.
While I was there I saw they were also
developing a machine for export to
the United States.
I was also at Tripod Farmers. They
provide clean and washed lettuce.
You see it as a complete product in
the supermarkets. They are currently
cutting and delivering into Singapore
within 24 hours. Just as you see it
when you go to the supermarket, it is
going into Singapore in bulk. It was
fascinating to see the manufacturing
process behind a really efficient
productive environment for the mass
production of lettuce varieties.
Where is the Labor Party in terms of
its approach to food manufacturing?
We see that the Mildura Labor Party
branch president, Ali Cupper, has
publicly supported plans for the
Murray-Darling Basin plan — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order,
President, the minister was asked to
answer a question on government
administration, and now he is straying
to commenting on the internal
operations of a branch of a political
party.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I uphold
the point of order. I felt the minister
was doing well in his provision of
an answer to the question until he
started on a press release rounding
up on the opposition, which is not
what we are to do in question time.
That is against the standing orders
and established principles in respect
of question time, particularly when
it refers to internal party matters.
That is what we have established
as part of the rules of this house. I
ask the minister to continue, but
without reference to the opposition’s

branches.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I am
pleased to announce that we are
committed to the manufacturing
sector here in Victoria. We are
committed to export markets for our
$50 million trade engagement. We are
focused on improving manufacturing.
Those opposite want to talk it down.
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