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COUNCIL | Members statements 
10 February 2015

East-West link
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 

— Yesterday the West Gate Freeway 
was blocked. As a result thousands of 
motorists were sitting in their cars all 
wondering the same thing. Today traffic 
throughout the rest of Melbourne was a 
total mess. Traffic on the West Gate and 
Princes freeways was banked back almost 
to Geelong. The Western Freeway was at 
a standstill. Traffic on the Tullamarine 
Freeway was crawling bumper to bumper. 
Many thousand more motorists were 
thinking the same things as those stuck 
in traffic the day before: one, why will this 
wretched government not give us another 
river crossing; and two, is this wretched 
government totally loopy in throwing 
away $1.2 billion in compensation for 
the cancellation of the east–west link 
and getting absolutely nothing in return? 
Three, why did the Premier lie to us before 
the election when he said that the east–
west link contract is not worth the paper 
it is written on? All damn good questions 
— exceptionally good questions. I have 
to say to the house that the people of 
Melbourne’s west deserve answers to 
those questions. They also deserve the 
east–west link.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
10 February 2015

Sunbury 
municipality

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter on the adjournment 
this evening with the Minister for Local 
Government, and it concerns the decision 
by the former coalition government to 
allow a stand-alone Sunbury council 
from the middle of this year. As the house 
would be aware, this follows some 20 
years of campaigning by local people. 
Labor promised both in 1999 and in 2002 
that it would allow a vote of local people 
to decide the municipal future of Sunbury. 
On both occasions the promise was not 
kept; indeed, some might even say it was 
broken.

The coalition government finally 
granted the vote during the course of 
the last government and there was a 
resounding yes vote for Sunbury out 
of Hume. It was not just the people in 
Sunbury but people from other areas 
within the city of Hume who voted for 
Sunbury to have a stand-alone council.

The former government respected the 
voice of the people and announced last 
year that there would be a new council 
from 1 July this year. But since the 
election of the new Labor government 
there has been silence — we have heard 
the crickets. Indeed the newly elected 
member for Sunbury, Mr Josh Bull, has 
refused to meet with locals to discuss this 
matter. I would have thought for a newly 
elected member that is probably not a 
good start, and I would advise him to 

begin meeting with some local people and 
having a chat.

An honourable member — He should 
get out more.

Mr FINN — He should get out more, 
and we will try to get him out altogether at 
the next election.

The campaign against Sunbury out 
of Hume has been run by a number of 
individuals associated with the ALP, 
including one prominent councillor. 
Members of the Australian Services Union 
have been very active in campaigning for 
Sunbury to stay within the city of Hume. It 
should not be of any surprise to anybody 
to learn that Sunbury people are indeed 
very worried, and they may be worried 
with good reason given the silence of the 
government on this particular matter.

I ask the minister to reassure the good 
people of Sunbury that the planned new 
council will go ahead from 1 July, and I 
ask her to give that assurance as soon as 
she possibly can. Obviously people need 
to make plans, and we need to look to the 
future with confidence. At the moment 
nobody can say with any confidence what 
exactly the government has in mind. I ask 
the minister to make it clear for the people 
of Sunbury that the Sunbury council will 
go ahead from 1 July. I ask that she show 
Sunbury the respect it deserves and stop 
the contempt that the ALP has shown 
Sunbury for some years.

COUNCIL
11 February 2015

Production of 
documents

Debate resumed from earlier this day; 
motion of Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South 
Eastern Metropolitan):

That this house—

(1) notes—

(a) the Premier’s broken promise to 
release the east–west link contracts in 
the first week of a Labor government;

(b) that Labor has breached 
Partnerships Victoria guidelines by 
failing to release the east–west link 
contracts within 90 days of financial 
close; and

(2) requires the Leader of the 
Government to table in the Legislative 
Council by 12 noon on Thursday, 12 
February 2015, all contract documents 
entered into by or on behalf of the state 
of Victoria with the East West Connect 
consortium, in accordance with 
Partnerships Victoria guidelines.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
will speak particularly briefly on this 
motion.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — I would love to speak at 

much greater length, I have to say, but 
given the importance of this motion and 
the desire of those of us on this side of the 
house to have the debate on the motion 
come to a conclusion at some stage this 
century, I will keep my comments to the 
bare minimum.

Needless to say, this is a particularly 
important motion. We need to see what 
the government is apparently hiding 
from us at the moment. It is particularly 
important that we get hold of the 
documents as soon as we possibly can. 
I urge the house to strongly support this 
particular motion and hope that members 
will do so.

COUNCIL | Adjournment 
11 February 2015

St Albans Level 
Crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter for the attention 
of the Minister for Public Transport. It is 
an issue that I have raised in this house a 
number of times. Purely by coincidence 
it just happens to be the same matter 
that Mr Eideh raised in the previous 
contribution. It involves possibly the 
longest saga in the history of public 
transport in Victoria — that is, the Main 
Road, St Albans, level crossing.

It is interesting to note that on three 
occasions Labor has been elected on 
a promise of a grade separation at this 
particular level crossing. The Cain 
opposition promised it before the 1982 
election, the Bracks opposition promised 
it before the 1999 election and the 
Andrews opposition promised it before 
the 2014 election, even though the then 
Premier and then Minister for Public 
Transport had been out in St Albans 
earlier last year announcing that $220 
million was going to a grade separation, 
a new premium station and a new bus 
interchange at St Albans.

Let us not beat around the bush here. It 
was the previous government that found 
the $220 million for this particular level 
crossing, after decades of neglect by the 
Labor Party. There were a number of 
rumours circulating during the campaign. 
When the then shadow Minister for Public 
Transport made some comments casting 
doubt over whether the project would go 
ahead, there were some definite concerns 
among a lot of people in the St Albans area 
that the project might not go ahead if the 
Labor Party came to power.

As it turned out, as we know, there was 
a change of government in November. 
What we are now keen to know from the 
minister is that this project will indeed 
go ahead. I am talking about not just the 
grade separation; I am talking about the 
new premium station at St Albans, and I 
am talking about the new bus interchange. 
I am talking about the whole project, as 
planned by the previous government. The 
whole $220 million that would be spent on 
this project by the new government must 
be spent and needs to be spent on this 
project. I ask the minister to reassure us or 
perhaps assure us, as she has not assured 
us to begin with, that this project will go 
ahead — that the new premium station, 
the grade separation and the new bus 
interchange will go ahead — as planned 
and paid for by the previous Liberal 
government.
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We heard Ms Shing talk about how the last 
Parliament had dissent. What a dreadful 
thing to have dissent in a Parliament! Ms 
Shing should give it a rest. It is not the 
old Soviet Union. I know there are a few 
over there who would love to return to 
those days, but dissent in a democracy is 
a very good thing. That is the reason — for 
that reason alone in fact — we should 
be rejecting some of the proposals put 
forward by the government today.

I will leave it there, but I have to say that 
I have never in all the years I have been 
in this Parliament heard a government 
that has started off — particularly new 
members — displaying such gross 
arrogance in the face of the will of the 
people. If you want to talk about the will 
of the people, it is this chamber which is 
the more democratic of the two. This is the 
one that more accurately reflects the will 
of the people, so those opposite should 
not come in here lecturing us about what 
is happening in the other house and have 
us then bow down to what they do over 
there and do it over here. It does not work 
that way. It will not work that way. I will 
not allow and we will not allow — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) 

— Order! I ask Mr Finn to hold his breath 
for a minute. Mr Dalidakis is not in his 
place, so he cannot interject. If he wishes 
to make a contribution, he should sit in 
his place and put himself on the speakers 
list. Ms Shing cannot interject as she is 
not in her place. Again, if she wishes to 
interject or make a contribution, she 
should put herself on the speakers list and 
sit in her place. I understand Mr Finn was 
summing up.

Mr FINN — I am indeed summing up, 
Acting President. Mr Dalidakis and Ms 
Shing learnt a valuable lesson from you 
just a moment ago, and it is the first of 
many, because they may have a great deal 
to learn in this place as they go along.

What we are debating here today is 
an important thing in any democracy, 
being the right of people — the right of 
everybody — to get up in the Parliament 
and have their say. Members opposite do 
not seem to care about that. We do. That is 
the difference between the two sides.

COUNCIL | Questions without notice
12 February 2015

Road congestion
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 

— My question is to the Minister for 
Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 
and I hope his answer is better than 
the last one. As the minister is aware, a 
growing number of small businesses in 
Melbourne’s west, Geelong and Ballarat 
are losing a significant amount of business 
due to increasing traffic congestion. 
What will the Andrews government do to 
assist the small business operators and 
employees who are stuck on our roads 
and continuing to lose business?

Mr Leane — On a point of order, 
President, I would have thought that that 
particular question should have been 
directed to the Minister for Roads and 
Road Safety.

COUNCIL | Business of the house
12 February 2015

Sessional orders
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 

— Given the pained expression on Mr 
Jennings’s face when my name was called, 
I will make this brief, out of Christian 
charity to the Leader of the Government. 
I must apologise to new members of 
this house, particularly to crossbench 
members, because they will not be aware 
of what this Parliament is usually like. 
What the Parliament is usually like is 
not what they have seen this afternoon, 
because in the almost 16 years I have been 
in this Parliament I have never seen the 
outrageous arrogance the Labor Party has 
displayed this afternoon.

Here is a bloke who is on exceptionally 
good terms with himself, it has to be 
said. He gets up here, and as far as he is 
concerned democracy is about ‘winner 
takes all’.

Mr Jennings — On a point of order, 
Acting President, as you well know, you 
encouraged the house to listen to Mr Finn 
in silence. Mr Finn may be quick, but he 
may also be abusing the fact that we are 
trying not to respond when he is acting 
in a very provocative way. For the good 
working order of the chamber, as you were 
trying to bring our attention to, I would 
encourage you to give him some direction.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) 
— Order! I must say I have some sympathy 
with Mr Jennings’s point of order. The 
volume of Mr Finn’s contribution was 
rising almost to a crescendo level and he 
was almost inviting some interjection by 
those opposite. I appreciate the member’s 
passion and his need to make a very short 
contribution.

Mr FINN — The depth of my feeling 
about this place and about the Parliament 
is such that when somebody threatens it, 
particularly in the way that Mr Dalidakis 
did earlier, it pretty much sickens me — —

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) 

— Order! I ask Mr Dalidakis not to 
interject and to allow Mr Finn to finish his 
contribution. I ask Mr Finn to speak to the 
motion at hand.

Mr FINN — Acting President, I am 
responding to what I heard in this 
Parliament this afternoon. We have heard 
from a government that believes it can do 
anything. We were told about mandates. 
We were told about how the people of 
Victoria have spoken and how because 
the people of Victoria have given the 
government a mandate it can do whatever 
it likes. Let me tell you, Acting President, 
that if you look around this house, there 
is no such mandate for the government 
to do whatever it likes. In fact it is the 
smaller of the two major parties. We have 
representatives from right across the 
political spectrum — and I do mean right 
across the political spectrum — so there is 
no mandate for the government to come 
in here demanding to do whatever it likes.

I was not going to speak in this debate 
this afternoon, but I was so appalled by 
what I heard that I thought I would enter 
the chamber and put in my 2 cents worth. 

Mr FINN — On the point of order, 
President, this question is clearly 
addressing the issue of the effect on small 
business of this particular matter. If it were 
to be directed to the Minister for Roads 
and Road Safety, everything relating to 
everything on roads would have to be 
directed to that minister as well.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I must 
say I tend to agree with Mr Leane’s 
position in respect of this question. It is 
an extraordinarily long bow to suggest 
that the Minister for Small Business, 
Innovation and Trade ought to be talking 
about congested roads. On this basis 
perhaps we should be directing questions 
to the man on the moon and his effect on 
small business. At any rate, I will allow 
the question to stand because I think the 
minister is able to discuss it but, as was 
brought up in a point of order yesterday, 
these questions need to be relevant to 
a minister’s jurisdiction. Whilst there 
is, quite possibly, a consequence of 
congested roads for small business, I do 
not believe this minister is to be held to 
account for congestion. The minister to 
respond as he sees fit.

Supplementary Question

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 
That was a fascinating response from 
the minister. Given the clear harm 
constant traffic gridlock is doing to 
small businesses across Victoria, will the 
minister now do his job and go in to bat 
for small business people by lobbying the 
Premier to change his mind and build the 
east–west link?

Mr Jennings — On a point of order, 
President, based on the long bow we 
have previously commented on. The 
construction of this question is based 
upon some assumptions, but Mr Finn 
has not been able to demonstrate the 
connectivity between his argument and 
what he is asking the minister to do.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Jennings — I will give him one clear 

example. In the last Parliament the former 
member for Prahran in the Assembly, 
a good colleague of the member, was 
elected in the name of supporting small 
business because of his opposition to 
clearways that had been established 
within that electorate. In fact that was 
done in the name of reducing congestion. 
Mr Finn’s logic does not connect to 
the argument and the truth that he is 
purporting.

Mr Finn — That is a long bow.
The PRESIDENT — That is debating.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order, 

President, Mr Finn’s question was very 
specific: it asked the minister if he would 
lobby on behalf of small business to 
reduce road congestion. It was a very clear 
question.

Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, 
President, I know that as a very keen 
follower of small business interests 
you would be well aware of the 
Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission’s inquiry into the impact 
of congestion on business and its 
productivity, so clearly it is a key area 
impacting on small business. I believe the 
question the member has asked is entirely 
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car. That causes great problems on Horne 
Street, and on Gap Road for that matter, 
for people who are exiting and entering 
businesses in that area.

I ask the minister to take what I have 
said tonight into consideration. I can 
assure him that the overwhelming 
majority of people in Sunbury are very 
keen for this roundabout to be replaced 
with traffic lights. I ask the minister to 
direct VicRoads to investigate this as a 
matter of urgency, and hopefully we will 
see traffic lights at the intersection before 
very long.

COUNCIL | Members statements
24 February 2015

National security
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 

rise to commend the Prime Minister’s 
statement yesterday on new security 
arrangements in Australia. It is the 
beginning of a recognition by the 
commonwealth government that Australia 
is but one country at war with radical 
Islam. It is a war that impacts almost 
every nation on Earth. It is a war we did 
not start. It is a war we do not want, but 
it is a war that all governments have a 
responsibility to protect their people from. 
Whether federal or state, it is our job.

It is a war that we must win. Radical 
Islamist terrorists have shown themselves 
to be ruthless, heartless, cruel, and 
without conscience or mercy. Whatever 
our politics, we must band together 
to defeat and destroy this evil. It is the 
greatest threat the world has seen or is 
likely to see this century. If radical Islam is 
allowed to prevail, Australia as we know it 
will be no more.

I commend the Abbott government for 
beginning the process to protect Australia 
and Australians. It sets an example we 
all should follow. The lives of millions of 
people depend on it.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
24 February 2015

Taylors-Kings 
roads, Delahey

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter for the attention of 
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I 
should perhaps apologise to the minister 
at this point because he will be hearing a 
lot from me in the adjournment debate 
over the next period as the area I represent 
is the fastest growing in Australia. When 
one travels down through the Melton and 
Wyndham areas it is quite extraordinary 
to see that often new subdivisions have 
gone up just in the previous few weeks. I 
want to direct the attention of the minister 
to one particular intersection. It is the 
intersection of Taylors Road and Kings 
Road in Delahey, adjacent to the Delahey 
shopping centre.

At the moment it is a roundabout, and 
because of the extraordinary growth in 
places such as Burnside Heights, Taylors 

in order and that the minister should be 
responding to it.

Ms Shing — On the point of order, 
President, it would appear that the long 
bow has in fact broken.

The PRESIDENT — Order! On the 
points of order, the matters raised by Mr 
Jennings and Mrs Peulich were matters 
of debate rather than of the actual order 
and whether this supplementary question 
has standing. Mr Ondarchie was closer to 
that matter. I inform Ms Shing that we do 
not do commentaries on points of order. 
I am of the view that the supplementary 
question was more in order than the 
substantive question. I think it had more 
relevance to the minister’s portfolio than 
the original question, which was obviously 
the set-up.

Mr Finn — Set-up?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not 

being disparaging now. I am saying the 
member was setting up, or constructing, 
an opportunity for the supplementary 
question. As I said, in that sense I think 
the supplementary question was better 
than the original.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
12 February 2015

Horne Street-Gap 
Road, Sunbury

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
raise a matter for the attention of the 
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. It 
concerns the roundabout at the corner of 
Horne Street and Gap Road in Sunbury. 
It should be pointed out — and I am sure 
that anybody who has visited Sunbury 
in recent times would be aware — that 
Sunbury is no longer a country town. It 
has not been a country town for quite 
some time. In fact, when I first went 
to Sunbury some almost 40 years ago, 
Sunbury was a small town; it was a town 
of a little under 10 000 people. There was 
a big cricket ground opposite the school 
that I attended. That is now occupied by 
a very large shopping centre, and half the 
property of the school that I attended is 
now housing.

Over recent years in Sunbury we have 
seen a huge population boom, and 
Sunbury now has in excess of 40 000 
residents. Many people from the Macedon 
Ranges visit Sunbury to shop, given that 
it has a large shopping centre. Sunbury is 
very much the regional heart, if you like, of 
the Macedon Ranges. Needless to say, the 
number of vehicles on Sunbury roads is 
significant and has increased enormously 
over the last 10 or 15 years.

That brings me to the point of this 
adjournment matter this evening. The 
roundabout that I mentioned earlier on 
the corner of Horne Street and Gap Road 
needs to be replaced. We need traffic 
lights at that intersection. I have travelled 
through that roundabout on many 
occasions, and on many occasions I have 
taken my life into my hands, as indeed 
have many others who have attempted 
it. It is a miracle that so many vehicles 
get through without collecting another 

Hill, Caroline Springs and Kings Park, on 
many occasions we see queues banked 
back for kilometres to get through this 
particular roundabout. It is obvious 
to anyone, even Mr Melhem — and I 
am sure he would agree — that it is an 
unsatisfactory situation for the thousands 
of residents who have moved into that 
general vicinity. It is intolerable to have 
thousands of cars on roads when those 
roads are not up to the mark. It is bad 
enough that the government would deny 
the people of the western suburbs the 
east–west link, but to have all those goat 
tracks carrying cars banked back for many 
kilometres at peak hour and at other times 
is appalling.

My suspicion is that this particular 
roundabout needs to be replaced with 
traffic lights, but not being an expert 
on this matter I am requesting that the 
minister direct VicRoads to conduct an 
investigation and report to him, and I 
would not mind seeing a copy of the 
report as well. I request that VicRoads 
report to the minister about what can 
be done to help people who are stuck in 
traffic on Taylors Road, Delahey.

COUNCIL
25 February 2015

Production of 
documents

Debate resumed from 11 February; 
motion of Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern 
Metropolitan):

That this house requires the Leader 
of the Government in the Legislative 
Council to table in the Legislative 
Council,  by  12 noon on 16 March 2015, 
a copy of all documents in relation to 
the West Gate distributor including, but 
not limited to —

(1) the business case;

(2) interim or final traffic and traffic 
management studies, reports or 
briefings;

(3) environmental studies, reports or 
briefings including historical studies, 
reports or briefings relating to Stony 
Creek;

(4) Aboriginal cultural heritage 
studies, reports or briefings;

(5) advice on compliance with the 
Hobsons Bay planning scheme and 
Maribyrnong planning scheme and 
proposed consultation on required 
planning approvals;

(6) departmental advice and briefing 
documents; and

(7) evidence of consultation on the 
above.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 
As this house is aware, I am a man of 
charity and compassion. I am feeling very 
charitable and compassionate towards 
Mr Melhem because he has been dealt 
a rough deal today. He has been dealt a 
rough deal by the leaders of the Labor 
Party because they know his background 
in supporting the east–west link project. 
Mr Melhem has left the chamber. Out the 
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and who will this project impact upon the 
most? Will this project make traffic worse 
in the inner west? I have been dealing 
with people in Yarraville and Footscray for 
quite some time, and I was very excited 
about the east–west link, because apart 
from the fact that it would ease congestion 
on the West Gate, Tullamarine and Calder 
freeways, at long last we had a solution 
for the truck problem in the inner west of 
Melbourne — at long last Francis Street 
would be truck free, trucks would be out 
of Footscray and those people suffering 
in the inner west of Melbourne would be 
free of the nightmare of trucks in the inner 
west.

Of course Labor got in, and it scrapped 
the east–west link. I understand that as we 
speak the Premier is still trying to rip up 
the contract — —

Mr Ramsay — And 7000 jobs.
Mr FINN — Indeed, 7000 jobs; we 

will get to the jobs a little bit later on, Mr 
Ramsay, but that is a really important 
point.

But I really want to concentrate on the 
impact that this West Gate distributor will 
have, because we had one option that 
would have solved the truck problem in 
the west, but these 5000 trucks that will 
allegedly be removed from the West Gate 
Bridge will have to go somewhere. You 
just cannot make 5000 trucks disappear. 
I do not care how many votes you win an 
election by or how clever you are; you just 
cannot make trucks disappear. They have 
to go somewhere, and it seems to me that 
they will be going through the inner west.

We have a situation where places like 
Francis Street in Yarraville are already 
overburdened with trucks, and they 
will have more. That is just so typical of 
how the Labor Party treats the western 
suburbs of Melbourne. That is something 
we have come to expect. I recall that in 
the 2010 election campaign the slogan 
‘Labor neglects the west’ was used to great 
effect. The truth is that Labor does indeed 
neglect the west. The slogan resonated 
with the people of the western suburbs, 
because everybody in the western suburbs 
knows that Labor neglects the west of 
Melbourne. There are no greater examples 
of that than the scrapping of the east–west 
link and the adoption of this weird and 
unknown beast called the West Gate 
distributor.

Then of course we have the added 
question of how much this will cost. Mr 
Melhem went on at some length about 
how it was necessary to get the federal 
government to kick in even though 
apparently the project had previously 
been entirely funded. I had a bit of trouble 
following what Mr Melhem had to say on 
that. It is either fully funded or you need 
federal government funds; it is one or 
the other. But if we as a state are going to 
put our hand out to Canberra for some 
money, we should do it pretty quickly, 
because there has already been a $180 
million blowout in the cost of this project 
before one sod of dirt has been turned. So 
if we want to get money out of Canberra, 
or indeed if Canberra wants to give us 
money, it had better happen quickly, 
before the project cost blows out some 
more, because we know what Labor’s 
record on major projects is — if you can 

door he goes. It is the most exercise he has 
had in a year. He is out of here!

The leadership of the ALP is aware that 
Mr Melhem was — and I hazard a guess 
that he still is — a very strong supporter 
of the east–west link when he was state 
secretary of the Australian Workers Union 
(AWU), one of the people who ran the 
Labor Party. He has taken a few steps 
back but he is hopeful of getting his status 
back at some stage. We all remember the 
statement he put out when he was state 
secretary of the AWU saying, ‘Build the 
thing’. You would think he was a Liberal 
MP from the eastern suburbs. He was 
saying to build the thing. We remember 
that very well. Here he is today being 
thrown the job of trying to defend what 
the ALP has done on the issue of the 
east–west link and putting up some sort of 
argument in support of some mysterious 
beast called the West Gate distributor.

I would be tempted to say — and I will 
clean my speech up a bit — that today Mr 
Melhem has been chomping on a fertiliser 
sandwich. I do not think there is a lot of 
bread in that sandwich. I feel sorry for 
him because of the job he has been given, 
and I can understand why his heart was 
clearly not in it. I can only wish him better 
luck next time, because the arguments he 
put forward today were second rate, to say 
the very least. It is being very generous to 
describe them as being second rate.

We were told by the Premier before the 
election and then again after the election 
that this mysterious beast called the West 
Gate distributor was shovel ready. I do 
not know what the Premier’s definition 
of ‘shovel ready’ is, but I have a fair idea 
of what the Premier is shovelling, and it 
is not entirely unrelated to what is in Mr 
Melhem’s sandwich. In fact he can shovel 
as much as he likes, he ain’t going to 
build no roads anywhere with that sort of 
material! But he will no doubt continue 
down that path.

I have a very genuine interest in seeing 
this motion pass. In fact I think this is a 
crucial motion, because it will hopefully 
answer a question that I and the people 
in Western Metropolitan Region have — 
namely, what the hell is the West Gate 
distributor? We have seen a few drawings, 
animated depictions and suggestions of 
what it might be and where it might go, 
but it is all airy-fairy and pie in the sky, 
quite literally. Nobody quite knows what 
it is. I am hoping that if this motion is 
passed — and I am very hopeful that it will 
be passed — we will be able to find that 
out, that these documents will enable us 
to learn what this beast called the West 
Gate distributor is. Nobody actually seems 
to know, and that includes the members 
of the government.

This motion will enable us to know what 
the beast — the West Gate distributor — 
will do. At the moment I am not sure. The 
government tells us it will take 5000 trucks 
off the West Gate Bridge and extend its 
life for evermore. So eternal life for the 
West Gate Bridge and the removal of 5000 
trucks a day from the West Gate Bridge 
— —

Mrs Peulich — And where are they 
going to go?

Mr FINN — That is the next question, 
Mrs Peulich — where will those trucks go, 

call this a major project — and if anyone 
thinks this one is going to be any different, 
clearly they are wrong.

This has already blown out. We need to 
know; we need the documents to know 
exactly how much this project will cost. 
We do not want to go down the path of the 
last Labor government in this state which 
gave us a whole range of projects that 
were way over budget and way beyond 
schedule and — as the desalination 
plant has turned out — entirely useless. 
We do not want that, but unfortunately, 
when you look at Labor’s record, that is 
inevitably what it will give us.

Mr Melhem kept using the word 
‘consultation’. He said that he would be 
very keen to consult — —

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — I think it might have been 

tongue-in-cheek, Mr Ramsay. I have to 
say I laughed myself fit to burst because, 
quite frankly, to say that the Labor Party 
has consulted anybody on this project 
is a total nonsense; it is an absolute, 
total nonsense. Nobody knows what this 
project is, nobody knows what it does 
and nobody knows who it will impact. 
There has been no consultation, so for 
Mr Melhem to get up here and say, ‘We 
have consulted’ is just ridiculous; it is 
absolutely ridiculous. He got up here and 
said, ‘We will sit down and we will talk 
to the councils’. No, Labor will not talk 
to the councils; it will tell the councils 
what to do because with the exception of 
Maribyrnong it is in total control.

I will give you an example. Wyndham 
City Council ran a campaign — surprise, 
surprise! — in the months leading up to 
the state election last year. ‘Get Wyndham 
moving’ it said. Many hundreds of 
thousands of dollars were spent on this 
particular campaign. I understand the 
entire campaign was $2 million all up, 
which seems to me to be an amazing 
waste of ratepayers money, but that is 
nothing new for Wyndham council, I 
have to say, or indeed any Labor council 
because nobody wastes money quite like 
Labor. It has two things that it is good at 
— one is wasting money and the other is 
stuffing things up. We have to bear that in 
mind.

Wyndham council ran this campaign. 
You would have thought that if it was 
fair dinkum about getting Wyndham 
moving, it would be throwing its support 
wholeheartedly behind the east–west 
link. Oh, no, not a chance! It made some 
sort of obscure reference somewhere to 
the fact that, yes, it did support the east–
west link, because it could not have done 
otherwise. Anybody who is serious about 
removing the traffic congestion problem 
in the western suburbs has to support the 
east–west link. Anybody who wants to be 
seen as serious about removing the traffic 
problem in the western suburbs has to be 
a supporter of the east–west link.

So Wyndham council — controlled 
by the Labor Party — made that obscure 
reference to its support for the east–west 
link but then went on a campaign to attack 
the Liberal Party, which was, strangely 
enough, proposing and supporting the 
east–west link. Talk about having six of 
one and half a dozen of the other! But 
that is what we have come to expect 
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scrap the east–west link. I can assure 
members that if Mr Andrews had been at 
the football at Chirnside Park, Werribee, 
on that particular day, they would have 
strung him up.

Mr Morris — He would not have got out.
Mr FINN — He would not have got out; 

Mr Morris is spot on. They were absolutely 
ropeable. Clearly the message got back to 
the then opposition leader and the Labor 
Party that its base — which it likes to take 
for granted, likes to call its own and in fact 
likes to believe it owns — was unhappy 
with the decision. Labor decided it would 
throw the west a bone. The trouble is 
there is no meat on this bone. This is the 
boniest bone you have ever come across. 
My dog would not eat off this bone. This is 
just a pathetic attempt at subterfuge. It is 
a pathetic attempt to say, ‘We are actually 
caring about the western suburbs’. In fact, 
we know that they do not.

This morning we saw gridlock on the 
West Gate Freeway, the Tullamarine 
Freeway and certain sections of the Calder 
Freeway, and we will see the same thing 
tomorrow morning, the morning after 
that and every morning. Does anybody 
seriously suggest the western distributor 
will do a single thing to solve that? 
We need to pass this motion, because 
thousands of people will be stuck in traffic 
coming in from the west and north-west 
of Melbourne tomorrow, and they want 
answers. They are entitled to answers, just 
as this Parliament is entitled to answers. 
They are the people who were sold a 
pup at the last election. They were sold 
more than a pup; they were sold a dog of 
a project. This one is a real woofer. They 
want to know what it is about. They want 
to know how it will affect them. These 
documents will enable us to inform them 
what is going on, and I urge the house to 
pass this motion at the first opportunity.

COUNCIL | Questions without notice
25 February 2015

Public holidays
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 

My question is to the Minister for Small 
Business, Innovation and Trade, and I 
refer him to comments by the National 
Retail Association chief, Trevor Evans, 
warning that the new Easter Sunday 
public holiday would mean the retail 
sector would ‘basically shut for four days 
straight’ over the Easter period. Is this also 
your official departmental advice?

Supplementary question

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Is 
the Easter Sunday public holiday just poor 
public policy, as indicated by the Victorian 
Employers Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry, or is the minister just catering to 
union demands, including that of his own 
union?

from some councils out in the west, and 
unfortunately some councils in the east 
and indeed some in regional and rural 
areas.

I say to Wyndham council that if it was 
fair dinkum about looking after the people 
of Wyndham, if it was fair dinkum about 
removing the problems that the people of 
Wyndham face, it would have supported 
the east–west link. I heard on the radio 
this morning that there was a prang at 
Laverton this morning on the inbound 
freeway and the traffic was again banked 
up almost to Geelong. This is not unusual; 
this is almost becoming a daily event. 
If the Wyndham council and the Labor 
Party were fair dinkum about fixing the 
problem, they would be throwing their 
wholehearted support behind the east–
west link.

But the Wyndham council did not. 
It was playing politics with ratepayers 
money. It has to be said that this 
government is doing exactly the same 
because the Andrews government — or 
the Andrews opposition, as it was then — 
opposed and promised to scrap the east–
west link for one reason and one reason 
alone, and that was to save a few seats 
in the inner city of Melbourne. That only 
partially worked, it has to be said.

The Labor Party felt the heat of the 
Greens in its inner city Assembly seats. It 
felt the heat of the Greens in Melbourne, 
it felt the heat of the Greens in Richmond, 
it felt the heat of the Greens in Brunswick 
and indeed it even felt the heat of the 
Greens in Prahran. Indeed we felt the heat 
of the Greens in Prahran as well. But you 
have to remember that those members 
in Brunswick, Richmond and Melbourne 
are all members of the Socialist Left 
faction and they have a factional alliance 
with Dodgy Dan — I am sorry, I mean 
with the Premier. I am sorry, Acting 
President; one should not refer to the 
Premier as ‘Dodgy Dan’ because that 
would be unparliamentary, and that is not 
something that I would ever — —

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — I would not call him 

Dictaphone Dan either, Mr Ramsay, or 
anything similar, because that would be 
grossly unparliamentary But it has to be 
said that a lot of people in the electorate 
are referring to him in those terms, and I 
am quick to bring them into line, as you 
would understand.

But that is what all this is about. It is 
about sandbagging the Premier’s political 
base; it is about saving a handful of seats 
in the inner city of Melbourne — and to 
hell with the outer west of Melbourne, to 
hell with the people of Wyndham, to hell 
with the people of Melton, to hell with the 
people of Hume. Labor has never cared 
about the west of Melbourne, and yet 
again it is showing it does not care. It just 
does not care.

This western diversion, the western 
distributor, is more of a diversion than a 
distributor. While the Premier, or the then 
opposition leader, was trying to save a few 
seats in the inner city of Melbourne, he 
was being accused of all sorts of things by 
people in the west — and understandably 
so. I recall being at the footy at Werribee 
one day. It was just after the then 
opposition leader announced he would 

COUNCIL
25 February 2015

Police resources
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It 

gives me a great deal of pleasure to rise 
to support the motion moved so ably and 
capably by my friend and colleague Mr 
O’Donohue, because he is a man with 
considerable experience in this area. I 
am delighted he was able to share that 
experience with us this afternoon, and 
I have no doubt he will be able to share 
his experience with us for many years to 
come.

While I applaud Mr O’Donohue’s 
contribution, I have to say that Mr 
Herbert’s contribution was a little 
bit confusing. I understand there 
was something about toilets on the 
Hurstbridge line and people dashing up 
and down the Hurstbridge line to get to 
the toilet, but I am going to have to wait 
until I read Daily Hansard tomorrow to get 
the full gist of exactly what he was talking 
about. Given Mr Herbert’s contribution 
to toilets on the Hurstbridge line over a 
long period of time, I am sure it will be 
worth reading about it tomorrow. That 
will give me a reason to get out of bed in 
the morning, let me assure members of 
that. That is something I am particularly 
looking forward to.

As members of this house who have 
been around here for a while would 
know, I have enormous respect for the 
police. I know that without police — and 
this is not a belief but knowledge — our 
society would be uncivilised and barbaric. 
Those who have no conscience and no 
respect for others would be let loose to do 
whatever they would do. I thank God for 
the members of Victoria Police, the men 
and women on the thin blue line, who do 
a magnificent job and have been doing a 
magnificent job for a very long time.

It has been my view for many years 
that Victoria has the best police force in 
Australia. I have no hesitation in saying 
that. Despite what some have said over 
the last few years, Victoria Police really 
should hold its head high and its members 
should hold their heads high as they are 
our protectors. They make an enormous 
contribution to our way of life and make 
our way of life possible. I place on the 
record here today my very deep gratitude 
to each and every member of Victoria 
Police for the work they do in keeping us 
safe and in protecting us from people who 
would otherwise do us harm.

While I have enormous respect for the 
police, that respect is not always shared. 
Mr Herbert spoke earlier about having 
a bipartisan approach to the matter. 
Unfortunately, respect for law and order 
and respect for police are not bipartisan 
matters in this state. I do not think it 
ever has been a bipartisan matter. The 
left faction in this state has shown total 
contempt for the — —

Mr Herbert — On a point of order, 
Acting President, I know Mr Finn did 
not hear all of my speech, but he has just 
verballed me. I am not sure what the 
crime is, but I did say there was bipartisan 
support on eradicating family violence.
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initiatives, clearly the PSO initiative was 
an outstanding success. Everybody would 
agree on that, and I note that members of 
the Labor Party went from condemning 
the PSO initiative to almost claiming the 
idea as their own, as they are wont to 
do from time to time. In opposition Mr 
Merlino referred to the PSOs as ‘plastic 
police’ — this coming from a bloke 
who is known around the place as Lord 
Farquaad. To refer to the PSOs as plastic 
police is — —

Ms Shing — On a point of order, 
Acting President, Mr Finn’s reference 
to the Deputy Premier is, at its highest, 
uncharitable and, at its more realistic, 
absolutely insulting and beneath him. I 
ask that he withdraw that comment.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 

— Order! There is to be no conversation. 
The point of order has been raised. I ask 
Mr Finn to come back to the motion.

Mr FINN — The now Deputy Premier 
referred to the PSOs as ‘plastic police’. 
What disrespect he showed for those 
people who are out there on our railway 
stations every night doing a brilliant 
and magnificent job. Right across the 
suburban network and in the country 
areas, through Ballarat, Bendigo and right 
through Victoria, the PSOs are doing a 
brilliant job. But true to form, members 
of the Labor Party were slapping them 
down, which did not come as a surprise 
to me and should not come as a surprise 
to anybody who has taken even a passing 
interest in how the Labor Party treats 
police in this state.

We just have to go back to the early 
days of the Bracks government. The year 
2000 — a space odyssey — I think it was 
at that point when we had a situation 
where a police commissioner was forced 
out through various means that I do not 
have time to go into at the moment, and a 
new police commissioner was appointed. 
The new police commissioner was not 
so much a police chief commissioner as 
a social warrior. She led the experiment 
that, as she said, would destroy the fabric 
of the Victorian police force. She came 
into this state from New South Wales, 
which undoubtedly had the most corrupt 
police force in Australia, and she made 
it clear — I think in one of her very first 
speeches — that her belief at that time 
was that Victoria Police was as corrupt as 
the police force of the state from which 
she came. That is just an outrage. Those 
opposite talk about insults, but that was 
the greatest insult a Chief Commissioner 
of Police could offer the men and women 
under her command.

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — She was out to dinner, 

and we will get to that a bit later on. The 
police under her command were offered 
the most despicable and dishonest insult 
— smear — I have ever heard. Is it any 
wonder so many police in Victoria got out? 
I think at one stage in the space of one 
month under Christine Nixon over 1000 
years of experience walked out the door. 
They said, ‘No more. We are out of here’. 
That is the way the ALP treated the police. 
The ALP was not interested in policing, it 
was not interested in law enforcement and 
it was not interested in crime prevention; 

Mr FINN — On the point of order, 
Acting President, I appreciate what Mr 
Herbert has said. There is no way I would 
suggest that there is a bipartisan approach 
to respect for police and law and order, 
because those on this side of the house 
have respect for police and law and order, 
but those on the other side perhaps have 
less. That is something I would never 
suggest, because in my experience that 
is not the case. I hope Mr Herbert does 
not take me the wrong way. Everybody 
is aware that the left of politics does not 
respect the police.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! Mr Finn, to continue.

Mr FINN — I am very glad that Mr 
Herbert raised the point of order to make 
that position very clear. I did not think Mr 
Herbert would go out of his way to help 
me in the way that he just has — that is, by 
making it very clear to all and sundry that 
respect for our police and respect for law 
and order is not a bipartisan matter in this 
Parliament or in this state. But let me say 
that those of us on this side of the house 
dip our lids to members of Victoria Police 
and all associated with Victoria Police 
because the — —

Ms Shing — On a point of order, 
Acting President, I note that Mr Finn’s 
contribution has gone from what would 
appear to have been an acknowledgement 
of Mr Herbert’s concerns at the outset 
to a further misrepresentation of the 
statements Mr Herbert made earlier 
in relation to family violence and law 
and order more broadly. I seek that, if 
nothing else, Mr Finn at least rein in his 
comments.

Mr FINN — On the point of order, 
Acting President, that is clearly not a point 
of order; that is a debating point.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! Ms Shing, I understand what 
Mr Finn has just said, and I ask him to 
continue. I again ask Mr Finn to continue, 
and I do not uphold the other point of 
order.

Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting 
President. You are a great Australian. I can 
say to you, Acting President, that those 
on the other side of the house — and I 
include our friends from the Greens — —

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — We have a coalition 

government in this state. Let us not mince 
our words here. We have a coalition in this 
state. They hate each other with a deep 
embedded passion, but the Labor-Greens 
coalition is one that governs this state. On 
this particular issue they have in common 
a total and entire disrespect for the police 
and indeed a total disrespect for law and 
order.

This is not new. It has been going on for 
years. If we look back through the 1960s 
and 1970s, well before I knew exactly 
what was going on in the world, we can 
see when the left in this country showed 
disrespect for the police, for authority and 
for law and order, and unfortunately it is 
continuing today. We just have to have 
a look at what Mr Merlino — the then 
shadow police minister, now education 
minister and Deputy Premier — had 
to say about the protective services 
officers (PSOs). It has to be said that, 
of the Baillieu government’s many 

it was interested in putting one of its own 
in as chief commissioner as some sort of 
weird and wild social experiment.

Ms Tierney — On a point of order, 
Acting President, I believe the member 
needs to be drawn back to the motion. 
The last 7 minutes of his contribution 
have moved far beyond the realms of the 
motion before the house.

Mr O’Donohue — On the point of 
order, Acting President, it is clear that 
the Minister for Training and Skills 
significantly expanded the scope of the 
debate with his extensive contribution 
about the Hurstbridge train line, as Mr 
Finn referred to. This is quite a broad 
debate, in accordance with the very nature 
of the motion I moved. It canvasses a 
number of justice-related issues. Minister 
Herbert sought to expand that into the 
realms of public transport and other areas 
of public policy. I note he did not actually 
say he has fixed those problems since 
he has been in government — that is a 
separate issue. Mr Finn is still addressing 
issues of community safety that are justice 
related — —

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! I think the member is debating 
now. I listened to Minister Herbert’s 
contribution and I am now listening to Mr 
Finn. I think the point of order has some 
merit, and I ask Mr Finn again to come 
back to the motion.

Mr FINN — I fully appreciate what you 
are saying, Acting President. I believe 
this motion is widely concerned with 
the attitudes of the opposition and the 
government toward policing and law and 
order in this state. They were certainly 
areas that I was addressing. If we are 
going to debate this matter properly, we 
have to look at what Labor did last time 
it was in government — the 11 years of 
the Bracks and Brumby governments, the 
last time Labor occupied the Treasury 
bench in the state. Unfortunately the 
police force suffered very badly under 
Labor. It is no secret that as a result of 
Labor’s appointment of Christine Nixon 
as chief commissioner and the further 
appointment of Simon Overland, who 
perhaps knew even less about policing 
than Christine Nixon, Victoria Police 
suffered significantly. Indeed the police 
force is still suffering.

Ken Lay faced this situation, a major 
challenge, head-on. I think Ken Lay was 
doing a superb job as chief commissioner. 
I was saddened that he left the job when 
he did and for the reason he did. I wish 
him and his wife, Chris, all the very best 
for their retirements, and I wish Chris a 
full recovery as quickly as possible. There 
is no doubt that when Ken Lay left the 
chief commissioner’s job we lost a top 
cop. We lost a very good police officer 
and somebody who was really committed 
to law and order and protecting the 
community, particularly in terms of 
family violence. He turned attention on 
family violence in a way that no other 
chief commissioner had done before. 
For that he should be commended and 
congratulated, and we should be very 
grateful that he held that position.

Ken Lay was in a very difficult position 
as chief commissioner because in this 
state — and I do not think it is revealing 
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Ms Mikakos — On a point of 
order, Acting President, Mr Finn has 
inadvertently reflected on the judiciary. 
If he is saying that the bench was stacked, 
he is suggesting that members of the 
judiciary have a particular ideological 
bent or a particular view of the world. I 
ask you to ask him to withdraw any such 
insinuation.

Mr FINN — On the point of order, 
Acting President, the standing orders are 
very clear — that is, that no member can 
refer to or reflect on an individual judge or 
member of the judiciary, and I certainly 
did not and would never do that. The 
point of order taken by Ms Mikakos is a 
nonsense.

Ms Mikakos — Further on the point of 
order, Acting President, Mr Finn referred 
to every member of the judiciary who 
was appointed by a previous Attorney-
General, Rob Hulls. In effect he has 
identified a number of individuals who 
are and were very capable and credible 
individuals appointed as members of the 
judiciary.

Mr FINN — Further on the point of 
order, Acting President, Ms Mikakos is 
drawing a very long bow here, and she 
knows it. You can tell by the smile on her 
face that she knows it. I am very hopeful 
that you, Acting President, will not be 
sucked in by Ms Mikakos on this matter. 
I did not say at all what she is suggesting, 
and if you wish to have a look at Hansard, 
you will see that I did not say it.

Mr Melhem — On the point of order, 
Acting President, Mr Finn was very clear 
when he said that a former Attorney-
General stacked the bench. I understand 
him to be referring to those people. If Mr 
Finn did not mean it, he should simply 
withdraw his comments and that will be 
the end of the matter.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! I will not take any further points 
of order. I understand where everyone 
is coming from. Mr Finn has already 
indicated to the house that he did not 
mean anything by his comments. While 
there is merit to the points of order, I will 
accept Mr Finn’s word, but I ask him to 
come back to the motion.

Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting 
President. It is essential to make the point 
that the authority of the police force and 
members of the police is very important 
so that they are allowed to do their 
jobs. Without that authority, both from 
government and the judiciary, they are 
put in an extraordinarily difficult position, 
and we are all put in a very unsafe 
situation. I believe that is something that 
should be addressed.

It is sad that Labor had done away 
with the crime prevention portfolio, 
because it was a great success of the 
previous government. One bloke who I 
have worked with very closely out in the 
western suburbs, and somebody who 
works with a great number of young 
people, is Sir Les Twentyman, the youth 
worker. Yes, Les got a knighthood. Over 
many years Les Twentyman has done 
a great deal of work. I have seen the 
contributions he has made to ensuring 
that young people in the west are kept out 
of trouble. From this point on I suggest 
that Les Twentyman is consulted on any 

any secrets to discuss this in the house — 
there are two police forces. There are those 
police officers who I think you would 
call genuine police officers, committed 
to law and order and to protecting the 
community. Then there are the Christine 
Nixon police, who are more into social 
engineering, pushing a political barrow 
and many of the unfortunate aspects 
of policing that we came to see under 
Christine Nixon.

I had hoped that that would fade out 
in time, but with Ken Lay’s retirement 
the government will undoubtedly 
appoint somebody who reflects its 
political perspective and I assume we 
will see a renewal of what we have seen 
before. It worries me a great deal, and 
it might even scare me a little bit, to 
think that Labor is going to appoint a 
new chief commissioner after the last 
two it appointed. All I can say is God 
help Victoria Police, because with Labor 
calling the shots Victoria Police will be 
in more strife than the early settlers. It is 
something that none of us will be pleased 
to see. I wish each and every member of 
Victoria Police well as they come to grips 
with life under Labor, because it is no 
secret that the Labor Party does not like 
police or law and order.

I could talk about the move-on 
legislation and about a whole range 
of other things, but that might be pre-
empting debate on that legislation. I 
would hate to do that, so I might just leave 
it alone at the moment. It goes without 
saying that Labor, the Greens and the left 
in general are not keen on authority or law 
and order, and they are certainly not keen 
on the police.

In my view the police anywhere, but 
particularly the police in this state because 
it is our responsibility, need two things 
to do their jobs properly, and I have said 
this over a number of years. They need 
the resources — they need the manpower 
or the woman power, the police stations, 
the cars, the mace, the handcuffs and 
the whole kit and caboodle — to do 
their jobs. They also need the authority 
to do their jobs. If they are out on the 
streets protecting us and they are being 
undermined by a government that is not 
giving them the authority to do their jobs, 
they will fail. They will not protect us, and 
they will not be able to do the job we want 
them to do, and that has worried me for a 
very long time. I have seen police spat on, 
I have seen police hit — —

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Horses punched, indeed. I 

have seen some dreadful things done to 
police, and they do not do anything about 
it because their view is that the courts will 
not back them. If they drag somebody into 
court for assaulting or abusing them, their 
view is that the judges will not back them 
up. That is the big problem we have in this 
area. If the police feel they do not have the 
authority to do their jobs, then we are all 
in a great deal of trouble. The Parliament, 
but certainly the government, should look 
at that very closely. This has happened 
after 11 years of Rob Hulls as Attorney-
General stacking the bench. Talk about 
branch stacking; this is bench stacking. 
That is what he did for 11 years.

crime prevention moves. He has hands-on 
knowledge, the ability and the experience 
to make a difference in young people’s 
lives.

We have heard from Mr Herbert about 
unemployment and about the need for 
training for youth workers and a whole 
range of things, but here is somebody 
who with the 20th Man Fund does a 
brilliant job in setting young people’s 
lives right. My view is very clear. If 
something is working, you should adopt 
it. It is important that we recognise that 
what is happening out in the western 
suburbs with the 20th Man Fund and 
Les Twentyman is working and has been 
working for a very long time, and we 
should expand it. There are a number 
of groups around, some with high and 
mighty titles and with plentiful funding 
from government, but they do not do 
anywhere near the good work that the 
20th Man Fund does in the west. As I said, 
I suggest that the government might like to 
consult with Les Twentyman on any crime 
prevention strategy to deal with young 
people, and I am hopeful it will do that.

I conclude my comments on that note. 
I offer my support, respect and total 
admiration for members of Victoria Police. 
I hope at every opportunity members of 
Parliament show members of the police 
force that we admire them and that they 
have our respect and support. That is 
something they will appreciate. It will help 
them to do their jobs much better, and it 
will benefit the future safety and law and 
order of Victoria. I close with those few 
comments, and I hope the motion moved 
by Mr O’Donohue will be passed. It is 
regrettable that Mr O’Donohue no longer 
has the position that he had because he 
was an excellent minister. I have no doubt 
that the time will come when he will be an 
excellent minister once more, and I, for 
one, very much look forward to that.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
25 February 2015

Graffiti
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 

wish to raise a matter for the attention 
of the Minister for Police. The matter I 
wish to raise is a scourge of many parts of 
Australia, particularly the western suburbs 
of Melbourne. The matter is graffiti. I have 
driven around the western suburbs a great 
deal over the years, and I am constantly 
angered by new pieces of infrastructure 
that have been ruined by mindless hoons 
who have painted meaningless messages 
or garbled images on them. The suburb of 
St Albans is particularly afflicted by this 
problem.

I have been contacted by business 
owners and residents alike who have 
begged me to come up with a solution. 
I have offered as much of a solution as 
I can — some of it perhaps not entirely 
legal, but that is by the by. Programs were 
put in place by the previous government, 
including by Mr O’Donohue when he was 
a minister, to financially support local 
governments in the removal of graffiti 
and also to have offenders on community 
corrections orders remove graffiti.
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responsible for where I am now and just 
about everything I have done in my life. 
I know Mr Herbert has been looking for 
who is responsible. Mr Herbert may well 
say Mr Dunne is no longer here to defend 
himself and that is why I am saying it. But 
it is true: the education Ken Dunne gave 
me at Alvie is one that set me on the right 
path, and I will be forever grateful to a 
wonderful teacher.

It has to be said that I have always 
supported choice in education. To me it 
is about justice, because we hear from 
opponents of government funding of 
private schools — and thankfully they are 
very few these days — that the taxpayer 
should fund government schools and 
the parents can look after the private 
schoolkids. The reality is that parents who 
send their children to private schools also 
pay tax, and quite often they pay more tax 
than others, so they are well within their 
rights to have a degree of support from the 
taxpayer. It is extremely important.

I have to wonder what would happen 
if we had a situation where government 
funding was pulled and the independent, 
Catholic and Christian schools all closed 
tomorrow. What would happen to the 
state system? If all the children going 
to independent, Catholic and Christian 
schools came into the state system 
tomorrow, what would happen? The state 
system would not be able to cope. That is 
the reality. Members of the Labor Party 
are talking about big classes now, but 
imagine the influx if the closure of the 
independent schools were ever to happen. 
It is important to establish the point that 
we need to support independent schools 
financially via the taxpayer. I think it is a 
very important principle and one that is 
now established in Australia, despite the 
efforts of some.

Dr Carling-Jenkins made reference 
to a significant number of emails that I 
and a number of members have received 
regarding this bill and the concerns some 
people have about the possibility that 
the government may interfere with the 
funding of schools if the schools do not 
toe the line and do as the government 
dictates, and the possibility that the 
government may pull funding altogether. 
Given the history of the Labor Party over 
a very long time, that distrust is perfectly 
understandable.

It is fair to say that the Labor Party was 
the last party in this country to support 
state aid for non-government schools. If I 
could give the Democratic Labour Party a 
pat on the back, it was the DLP that led the 
way on this and worked with Sir Robert 
Menzies back in the late 1960s when I 
was a very young lad. Even then the ALP 
was fighting against state aid for non-
government schools.

We have to remember that there are 
certain sections of the ALP that have a 
very long and undistinguished history of 
opposing state aid for non-government 
schools. We only have to go back to a 
factional colleague of the current Premier, 
the last Socialist Left Premier of this state. 
I am sure anybody who lived through Joan 
Kirner’s reign will never forget it — and 
I will not anytime soon. Long before she 
became Premier, Joan Kirner was one 
of the founders of DOGS, the Australian 

I am very keen to know whether 
the minister is going to ensure the 
continuation of these programs, and if so 
whether he will allow these programs to 
have effect in St Albans. I believe we need 
a blitz — a war — on graffiti in St Albans. 
Given the frustration, annoyance and 
plain anger of so many people who live 
and work in St Albans, I am hopeful that 
the minister will come up with a strategy, 
now or in the future, to tackle this blight 
on the streetscape. Graffiti makes what 
can be a very nice place a very ugly place. 
It needs to be addressed. I ask the minister 
to provide a strategy to tackle this problem 
so we can prevent new graffiti and remove 
the graffiti that is already there.

COUNCIL | Second reading
26 February 2015

Education and 
Training Reform 
Amendment 
(Funding of Non-
Government 
Schools) Bill 2014

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — As 
keen as I am to hear the contribution of 
the Minster for Training and Skills, Mr 
Herbert, I feel it necessary to say a few 
words beforehand. I am the product 
of both state education and a Catholic 
education. I remember many moons 
ago being at St Brendan’s in Coragulac. 
I attended that school for a few years, 
starting at the age of four-and-a-half. That 
was at a time when we were in the dark 
ages.

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — It was pretty much in the 

horse-and-cart days, it has to be said, but 
it certainly was for Catholic education 
at the time, because there was little, if 
any, government funding for Catholic 
education. I well remember the size of the 
classes at that school; they were in excess 
of 50 students, which for a young lad by 
himself — first time out in the world — 
was a bit daunting. Anybody who did not 
keep up with the pack was doomed to fall 
behind it. I have to say that I would not 
want to see us go back to the days when 
there were two classes of education: the 
class funded by the taxpayer and the class 
that is totally ignored by government and 
left to its own devices.

The Catholic education system has 
done a particularly good job over many 
years. I certainly have had some points of 
contention with it recently, but if I were to 
go into them now, we might still be here 
this time tomorrow — and that might not 
be a good idea.

I then went to Alvie Consolidated 
School, which was a state school. I had 
the greatest educational experience of 
my life at that school. When he left us last 
year I raised in this Parliament the name 
of a teacher I had, Ken Dunne. He was 
a brilliant teacher and was very much 

Council for the Defence of Government 
Schools, which was vehemently against 
funding non-government schools from 
government coffers.

We can see in a number of instances 
over the years that very prominent 
members of the Labor Party have been 
extremely strong opponents of funding 
non-government schools. I can fully 
understand why there would be some 
distrust from parents who send their 
children to independent schools. I can 
understand why they would distrust this 
government, particularly with a Premier 
who is a member of the Socialist Left. If we 
had a Labor Premier from Labor Unity or 
even the shoppies, I would be a lot more 
comfortable. If we had Premier Somyurek, 
for example, I would be a lot more 
comfortable about this legislation than 
I am. Dr Carling-Jenkins’s amendments 
attracted my attention and may very well 
attract my support if they are moved. 
I would have considerable difficulty 
opposing those amendments if indeed 
they are put.

The bill is obviously necessary. 
It reinforces the view held by the 
overwhelming majority of Victorians that 
every child deserves a proper education 
that will set them up for a life journey 
that will provide a useful and productive 
life for them. Importantly, the bill also 
recognises the basic choice in education 
that every parent should have. As I said 
right at the beginning of my contribution 
I am a firm believer in that, and the bill 
reinforces it.

I support the bill, but I will be listening 
very closely to the Minister for Training 
and Skills summing up to hear if he allays 
the fears of those who have concerns 
about it. I will wait with interest to see 
whether Dr Carling-Jenkins feels it 
necessary to put her amendment, and I 
will almost certainly be supporting it if it 
is needed. I will sit down now, and I will 
let the minister deliver his prose in a way 
that only he can. I look forward to him 
clearing up the concerns that obviously 
many thousands of Victorians have about 
the legislation.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
26 February 2015

West Gate Bridge
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 

raise a matter for the attention of the 
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. As 
most people would be aware, I have been 
very concerned for quite some time about 
congestion on the West Gate Freeway and 
the West Gate Bridge, so you can imagine 
my horror this afternoon when I was 
directed to the website of a newspaper 
that I do not usually read where a headline 
states ‘Lack of rail link to port tipped to 
create truck “nightmare” on West Gate 
Bridge’. The article states:

A major expansion of Melbourne’s 
port due for completion late next year 
is tipped to funnel more than 6000 
extra trucks a day onto the West Gate 
Freeway —

I almost had kittens at that point; more 
than 6000 —
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responsible for the current uncertainty, 
will the minister now apologise to the 
Hume City Council for the slur she cast 
on it?

The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not 
sure that that question meets the spirit 
of constituency questions. It is a matter 
the member might get away with as an 
adjournment item, but in a constituency 
question to be calling on the minister to 
apologise for an action is quite different to 
getting a minister to provide some sort of 
action in respect of a local issue. On this 
occasion I will not rule it out because we 
are in the early stages of this process, but 
I warn the member that I will not accept 
that sort of constituency question at all 
in the future, and if the minister chooses 
not to answer on this occasion, I will 
also understand that position. As I said, 
constituency questions are very much 
about bringing up matters of concern 
in a constituency and asking a minister 
to take action. A question seeking that 
the minister make an apology is not 
appropriate in constituency questions 
going forward, and I do not believe that 
is the government’s intention. The sort 
of matter raised by the member might 
be given some careful consideration and 
pursued in an adjournment debate.

COUNCIL | Members statements
17 Mar h 2015

Government 
performance

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — A 
couple of weeks ago I visited the Whitten 
Oval for the return of AFL football — to 
see the Doggies play Richmond. There 
was a good crowd; there is no doubt about 
that. There was a very strong atmosphere. 
It all went very well until Treasurer Tim 
Pallas got to the microphone and spoke at 
length before the game, seemingly basking 
in what his government had done to bring 
football back to the west. That is all well 
and good except that the redeveloped 
Whitten Oval was not the child of any 
Labor government. Indeed this renewal 
was very much the legacy of the Howard 
government and the Napthine Liberal-
Nationals coalition government.

I was still shaking my head at the 
audacity of Mr Pallas when last week he 
took credit for the improved employment 
figures even though the Andrews 
government had done precisely nothing 
in its first 100 days to create any jobs at 
all. Mr Pallas should have credited the 
coalition government for its work last year 
and credited the abolition of the carbon 
tax, which was a real boon for jobs. I 
suggest to Mr Pallas that if he really wants 
to do something constructive for which 
he can claim credit, particularly for the 
west, he should talk the Premier, Daniel 
Andrews, into building the east–west 
link, which will create thousands of new 
jobs and earn the eternal gratitude of 
thousands of people across Victoria.

prompting a truck industry warning 
that congestion on the West Gate Bridge 
will become dramatically worse.

I do not know how it could possibly 
become dramatically worse, but that is 
what they are talking about. The article 
also states:

The West Gate and Monash freeways 
will provide virtually the only link to 
and from Webb Dock, which is forecast 
to generate more than 10 000 daily trips 
within 10 years, putting further strain on 
a freeway that already struggles to move 
more than 170 000 vehicles a day.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — We are talking about the 

Age, so we cannot say it got its figures 
right.

Peter Anderson, the chief executive 
of the Victorian Transport Association, 
warned that the lack of rail access to 
Webb Dock will force thousands of 
heavy vehicles a day onto the West Gate 
Bridge, many of them laden with heavy 
loads that will limit them to speeds of 
just 25 km/h as they ascend the bridge.

‘We’ll get the first truck out, but 
when we get a run [of trucks], it’ll be 
a bottleneck, it’ll fair dinkum be a 
nightmare’, Mr Anderson said.

I think Mr Anderson is absolutely 
spot on the money. The government 
having decided that the east–west link is 
departed, deceased and no longer with 
us, is only going to make matters worse. 
We are told the West Gate distributor is 
going to take 5000 trucks off the West Gate 
Bridge. Here we have a situation where 
there are going to be another 6000 added 
— a net gain of over 1000 trucks a day. Is 
that not just fine and dandy for the people 
of the western suburbs!

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! 
There is no need to yell, Mr Finn.

Mr FINN — If we could get members 
opposite to quieten down a little, I will be 
very happy to be quiet. We already have a 
situation where people are stuck.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — If you get that boofhead to 

pull his head in, we will be in business. 
The people in the western suburbs and the 
people on the West Gate Bridge are sick of 
waiting. What they need, and what I am 
asking the minister to find, is a solution to 
the congestion problem on the West Gate 
Bridge. Of course we need a second river 
crossing, and I am asking the minister to 
provide that for the people of the west.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
17 March 2015

Sessional orders
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 

constituency question is to the Minister 
for Local Government, and it concerns 
ongoing worries that the government 
will scrap the Sunbury out of Hume 
process, which was announced by the 
previous government. Given that the 
minister has publicly blamed the Hume 
City Council for the apparent delay in 
the establishment of the new Sunbury 
local council when it is widely known 
that ministerial dragging of heels is 

COUNCIL | Second reading
17 March 2015

Cemeteries and 
Crematoria 
Amendment 
(Veterans Reform) 
Bill 2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
rise this afternoon, with a great deal of 
pleasure, to support this bill. I give due 
credit to both sides of the house for the 
work that has been done last year and 
this year in ensuring that this legislation 
has got to the point that it now has. As we 
approach the 100th anniversary of the 
Anzac landings at Gallipoli, it is probably 
a very appropriate time for this legislation 
to come into law, as it clearly will, because 
the Anzac story is very special to Australia 
and to Australians.

Every veteran is very special to 
Australians, whether they fought at 
Gallipoli, in World War II, in Korea, in 
Vietnam, in Iraq or in Afghanistan. It is 
important that we respect those who 
have fought for us and for freedom, 
because Australia has a great legacy of 
fighting for freedom. Whenever freedom 
has been under attack anywhere in the 
world, Australia has sprung to its defence. 
That is something we should all be very 
proud of. It is something I do not think we 
appreciate quite enough sometimes, but 
it is something we as Australians should 
be particularly proud of and for which we 
should show particular gratitude to our 
veterans.

It is a pity that my old mate Bruce 
Ruxton is not here to see this legislation 
go through, because he would be rapt 
to the back teeth. He would be very 
pleased. Bruce and I go back a few years. 
Unfortunately he has left us now, but he 
was a great character and also a great 
champion of veterans. Whatever one 
thinks of some of the more outrageous 
comments he made from time to time, 
there is no doubt that Bruce Ruxton would 
always put veterans first, second and 
third. I remember him with his hands in 
his pockets many times — I do not know 
how many times — going out of his way to 
help veterans’ families, and as Victorians 
we can be particularly proud of him. Yes, 
he served his nation in war, but he served 
his nation to a far greater extent and 
perhaps even to a more important extent 
in his capacity as president of the RSL here 
in Victoria over such a long period of time.

It is a great pity for a number of reasons 
that Bruce Ruxton is not here. It is St 
Patrick’s Day, and I remember that he 
used to come when we had the St Patrick’s 
Day dinners here years ago. He used to 
come into this place, and we would all 
have a beer or two — we might even have 
had a beer or 20 — and we would all 
celebrate — —

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — No, it was before Daniel 

Andrews brought in the breathalyser. We 
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Some have said over the years that these 
places and events are about glorifying 
war, but that is an absolute nonsense. 
Nothing could be further from the truth. 
Whether it be Anzac Day, Remembrance 
Day, a war cemetery or giving veterans a 
special place in legislation, it is not about 
glorifying anybody, it is about showing 
gratitude. It is about saying thank you to 
those who in many cases have given their 
lives for us. The very least we can do is to 
show gratitude for the enormous sacrifice 
they have made.

Many of the veterans who returned 
to Australia after both world wars, and 
even as recently as the Afghanistan and 
Iraq wars, are suffering from a number of 
different diseases as well as psychiatric 
disorders because of what they have seen 
and what they have been put through. 
They too are people who we should 
respect and hold in the highest esteem.

This very important bill is about 
protecting the cremated remains of 
veterans in cemeteries in Victoria. It 
brings into law something that we all 
know and feel — that those who have 
fought and died for Australia and for the 
Australian way of life are very special and 
deserve our gratitude and our respect.

COUNCIL | Second reading
17 March 2015

Summary Offences 
Amendment 
(Move-on Laws) 
Bill 2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
was going to say that it gives me pleasure 
to rise to speak on this bill, but sadly it 
does not because this bill is a vote for 
intimidation. It is a vote for thuggery and 
bullying — things that the ALP in this 
state has unfortunately become almost 
synonymous with in very recent times. 
That is unfortunate in itself.

As I told the house when the move-on 
laws were first put before the chamber 
around 2013, a couple of years ago, I have 
been involved in a peaceful march which 
I organise every year with my committee. 
This is a bill that would have been very 
handy for the March for the Babies that 
was hijacked and ambushed by thugs 
in the streets two years ago. It would 
have been very handy for preventing the 
physical violence that occurred — the 
assaults on women and children, as well 
as men I have to say — at that march. 
I recall very well a policeman turning 
around to me on the lines and saying, ‘If 
we had move-on laws, we would be able 
to do something about this.’ That is what 
the police officer said to me, and I will not 
forget it.

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr FINN — I do not know why Mr 

Dalidakis is laughing. I do not know why 
he would find that funny. I do not know 
why Mr Dalidakis would find assaulting 
women funny. I do not know why he 
would find assaulting children funny. 

celebrated the great wonder that the Irish 
contributed to Australia, and we have 
to accept that many Australians of Irish 
heritage are the veterans we are talking 
about. We show them gratitude as well.

Those of us who have been to war 
cemeteries overseas will know just how 
moving they are. Ms Mikakos is sitting 
on the other side of the chamber, and I 
recall that some years ago, when we were 
in Israel with a delegation, we visited a 
war cemetery. It was Beersheba, from 
memory. I was overwhelmed — —

Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — I was an extremely proud 

Australian, but I was overwhelmed with 
the realisation of the sacrifice of those 
soldiers. I was going to say men, but they 
were not men; many of them were boys. I 
saw graves in that cemetery in Israel that 
showed that those kids were the same age 
as my eldest child — 16 or 17 years of age 
— when they went over there to fight for 
Australia. They did not come home, and 
they lie in graves, whether in Beersheba, 
in Gallipoli, in France or in Egypt — in 
a whole range of places overseas — and 
they are given the respect that is their due. 
It would be ironic to say the very least, 
given the enormous respect the mortal 
remains of our soldiers are given overseas, 
if they were not given that same degree of 
respect in Australia.

If one goes to Arlington National 
Cemetery in Washington, DC, as I have — 
I do not know how many other members 
of the chamber have — one sees that it is a 
moving testimony to the great respect and 
gratitude the American people have for 
their veterans. It is not just a place where 
John F. Kennedy, his family and Robert 
Kennedy are buried or where the space 
shuttle Columbia has a memorial; it is a 
place where acre upon acre of veterans’ 
graves are located. I remember visiting 
the cemetery and seeing the sign that 
says it is an operating cemetery and to 
show respect. It is not a tourist park; it is 
a cemetery. The American people show 
enormous respect, and they would be 
quite surprised to see that we have a need 
for such legislation as we are debating 
today, because I am sure they would take 
it almost as given that you would never 
scatter the ashes of a veteran at any time, 
and that is an important component of 
this bill.

Cemeteries are special places. I visit 
the graves of my parents at the Colac 
Cemetery, and there are three if not four 
generations of Finns in that cemetery. 
They are very special places for the 
families and loved ones of those who have 
gone before us. They are places we can 
go to remember and perhaps shed a little 
tear from time to time in memory of those 
who were close to us and are now gone. 
The final resting place of anybody is a 
special place, but our veterans take that to 
a higher plane, if you will, in that the final 
resting place of a veteran is somewhere 
each and every one of us has the 
opportunity to show our gratitude for the 
contribution they have made to Australia 
in protecting the Australian way of life.

War cemeteries and days like Anzac Day 
and Remembrance Day are all part of the 
process of remembering and honouring 
those who have fought for Australia. 

I do not know why he would find these 
things funny because I certainly do not. I 
do not find them even slightly amusing. 
I believe in protest. I believe in peaceful 
protest. I believe everybody has the right 
to express their view in a peaceful and 
lawful manner. Everybody has that right in 
a democratic society. Whatever our view 
is, we have the right to hold a protest if we 
are desirous of doing so.

It is a very simple proposition, and as 
I indicated I lead a march every year at 
which thousands of people protest against 
the obscene abortion laws in this state. I 
will be doing it again on 10 October this 
year, and if any members would like to 
come along, they would be very welcome. 
I do not oppose the right to demonstrate. 
I do not oppose the right to protest at all, 
but I do oppose intimidation, thuggery 
and bullying and I oppose physical 
violence, which this bill will allow if it is 
passed.

Of course we know whom members of 
the ALP are really out to protect with this 
bill. It is their mates in the trade union 
movement, and we have seen over recent 
months what their mates in the trade 
union movement are capable of doing. 
I do not know whether it was United 
Firefighters Union of Australia members 
— I do not know whether it was genuine 
firefighters; I doubt that very much — but 
my understanding is that it may well have 
been Construction, Forestry, Mining and 
Energy Union (CFMEU) members dressed 
as firemen who were out at the pre-polling 
booths and at the polling booths on the 
day of the election assaulting Liberal 
workers. I see that there are members of 
the Labor Party who are smiling. They 
know what I am talking about, and they 
are only too happy to accept that their 
people were involved.

I am actually in the process of preparing 
a dossier on incidences where Liberal 
campaign workers were assaulted, 
intimidated and bullied at polling booths 
in the lead-up to the last state election. I 
am told by my friends in Queensland that 
exactly the same thing happened in the 
lead-up to the Queensland election, and 
believe it or not — you would not read 
about this — as late as yesterday I was told 
by somebody in New South Wales that 
the union heavies were out throwing their 
weight around and literally belting people 
around at the pre-poll booths in New 
South Wales.

They are the people this bill is aimed 
at. They are the people who were out 
supporting the Labor Party prior to the 
last election. They are the people who 
conducted themselves in a despicable 
manner. They conducted themselves in 
a way that has no place in a democratic 
society. I challenge anybody on the other 
side of the chamber to get up and defend 
those people who assaulted Liberal 
campaign workers and intimidated others. 
I challenge members of the Labor Party to 
do that.

This bill is part of — I say part because 
there is a lot more involved — paying back 
their mates at the CFMEU, other trade 
unions and various other organisations 
that supported them in the lead-up to 
the last election. You can say one thing 
about members of the Labor Party: they 
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and confidence in Victoria Police is 
unshakable.

Mr Rich-Phillips — Tell us about 
Christine Nixon.

Mr FINN — I could tell you about 
Christine Nixon, Mr Rich-Phillips, but I 
have only 4½ minutes left, and I would 
need about three and a half weeks — —

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — She might be out to dinner, 

and I might go and get a bouffant at some 
stage or even write a book.

Our friends opposite have a basic 
contempt for law and order in this state 
and for the police. They believe the police 
are against the workers. I say to them that 
the people they are supporting are not the 
workers. The people they are supporting 
are the union bosses and union hacks 
who send their mates out to harangue, to 
harass and to belt people up if need be. 
They are the people this government is 
supporting.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr 
Finn, there is no need to shout.

Mr FINN — Your shout? I am sorry; I am 
going back to St Patrick’s Day.

It comes back to a government that has 
total contempt for police and an attitude 
that is entirely soft on crime and owes big 
time to mates who deal in intimidation, 
thuggery and bullying as a part of their 
modus operandi and daily activity. That 
is what they do. They do not mind if they 
break the law, because that is what they 
do. The supporters of this government 
are happy to again be in a situation 
where they can go around harassing, 
intimidating and producing the sort of 
anarchy I have witnessed, resulting in 
assaults and the most appalling acts I have 
seen on the streets of Melbourne.

I urge members, even members of 
the government, as late as it is, to have 
a further think about this legislation. I 
ask them to think about the impact this 
legislation will have on law and order in 
this state. I ask them to think about what 
this legislation will do to the safety of the 
law-abiding citizens of this state. I ask 
them to stand up for ordinary Victorians, 
who just want to be protected by the 
law and have a police force that has the 
authority to do its job. This legislation is 
removing that authority from our police 
force, and that is wrong. As I have often 
said in this house, there are two things our 
police need to do their job properly: they 
need to be properly resourced, and they 
need the authority of the government and 
the Parliament to do their job.

Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr FINN — Christine Nixon wasn’t a 

real copper; she was one of your hacks, 
and you know it.

The police in this state deserve far better 
than what this bill provides, just as every 
decent hardworking Victorian deserves 
far better than this bill provides. I urge 
members of this house to reject this bill. 
The people of Victoria will thank them 
enormously for doing so.

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — As you say, Mr Ramsay — 

you are spot on the money, as always — all 
Victorians deserve better than what this 
government is providing through this bill. 

remember their mates. They remember 
those who went out there and supported 
them through fair means and foul, and I 
have to say there was a hell of a lot more 
foul than there was fair. The ALP knows it 
got into government on the back of these 
activities, and this bill is about supporting 
those individuals and organisations who 
got the Labor Party elected last November.

The thing we have to remember about 
the laws that this government is seeking to 
repeal tonight is that if you are behaving 
yourself, there is nothing to worry about. If 
you are conducting yourself in a peaceful 
and legal manner, you have nothing to be 
concerned about. You will not fall foul of 
the law. If you protest against abortion, 
yellow trams or whatever you would like 
to protest against — —

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr FINN — You can protest against any 

number of things. You can protest against 
newly elected members of Parliament 
with huge egos, if you like. Mr Dalidakis 
may care to do that. I will provide the 
mirror for him to do that. You can protest 
against anything you like, as long as it 
is done in a peaceful and law-abiding 
manner.

That is the nature of a democracy, and 
that is the case with the current laws. 
This bill is unnecessary to allow peaceful 
demonstration and peaceful protest in 
any way, shape or form. This is about 
allowing people who do not respect the 
law and who do not behave themselves 
to have free rein to do whatever they like 
whenever they like with whomever they 
like, and that is something this Parliament 
should take a strong stand on. The 
situation now allows peaceful protest but 
draws a line and says we will not allow 
people to abuse the system, to be violent 
or to be disruptive in an illegal manner. 
That is a very reasonable thing, and I 
cannot possibly work out why anybody 
would think otherwise, unless they have 
debts to pay, and that is what we are 
talking about here tonight.

We have heard from the Greens tonight, 
and it is always lovely to hear from the 
Greens — that may have been a lie — —

Ms Shing interjected.
Mr FINN — Let me assure Ms Shing 

that the green tie is purely as a result of 
the Finn, O’Keefe and Darcy heritage that 
I hold, which is very Irish indeed, so it 
is a delight to stand here on St Patrick’s 
night and not be at the Celtic Club with 
about 3000 others downing any number of 
chilled refreshments that may be passed 
my way.

This bill also brings to mind the fact 
that the Greens and elements of the left 
within the ALP, and possibly some of the 
right as well, are soft on crime. They have 
always been soft on crime and always will 
be soft on crime. I see across the chamber 
that the Minister for Training and Skills is 
shaking his head, but we know what some 
of these jokers think, and it is not pretty. 
Basically their view is that the police 
are somehow corrupt and will do the 
wrong thing. They automatically believe 
the police will do the wrong thing, but I 
do not accept that. I have seen Victoria 
Police in action over a long period of time 
in many different ways, and my support 

I urge all members to reject this piece of 
legislation.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
17 March 2015

Sunbury 
municipality

The PRESIDENT — Order! Top o’ the 
evenin’ to you, Mr Finn.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — An’ 
the rest of the day to yourself, President.

I raise a matter for the attention of 
the Minister for Local Government. It 
follows on from a constituency question 
I asked earlier today and your advice, 
President, and I particularly want to 
thank the Leader of the Government who 
offered me the advice that this particular 
criticism needs a lot more than I was 
able to deliver today, so I thank him 
for that. It concerns the Sunbury out of 
Hume process, which it has to be said 
is a huge issue in the Sunbury area. The 
deep concern as to whether this will 
actually happen has become a major 
worry since the minister announced last 
week — I think she announced last week 
— that the new Sunbury council will in 
fact not come into being on 1 July as the 
previous government had gazetted. It was 
fascinating to hear the minister blame the 
Hume City Council for this delay.

Like the rest of us, the Hume City 
Council did not know what was going on, 
and it told us that. The minister had not 
told anybody. She had not been able to 
make any decision, let alone make any 
decision public, and she was dragging her 
feet. We could not quite work out whether 
this was a deliberate dragging of her feet 
or something that just comes naturally to 
her. The Australian Services Union and 
the local ALP branch oppose the new 
Sunbury council, and up until last week 
the government had been stony silent on 
the matter, leaving a great many people to 
wonder out loud exactly what was going 
on.

It took a media conference attended 
by David Davis, Bernie O’Farrell, the 
president of the Sunbury Residents 
Association, and me to flush the minister 
out. It was an extraordinary thing because 
within hours of the press conference 
the silence of months prior had been 
smashed, with the minister blaming 
Hume City Council — and I should point 
out that of course the Hume City Council 
is a Labor-dominated council — and 
informing us that it is Hume City Council’s 
fault. That flies in the face of what the 
community knows and what Mr Davis 
and I had been told at a meeting with the 
Hume council the day before.

My understanding of Hume council is, 
and in fact it has told us, that it is prepared 
to respect the will of the people as 
expressed at the ballot box. It is prepared 
to accept that Sunbury needs to get out of 
Hume. To accuse the council of sabotage 
is a foul slur on that council, and I ask the 
minister to make an apology to the Hume 
City Council forthwith.
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COUNCIL | Constituency questions
19 March 2015

Tullamarine 
Freeway

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is directed to the 
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The 
Tullamarine Freeway was again choked 
with traffic for its entire length this 
morning. As the north-western suburbs 
continue to grow, the situation will only 
worsen. It is now a regular event. My 
constituents can look forward to chronic 
traffic congestion on the Tullamarine 
Freeway for many years to come. Given 
that the government has scrapped the 
much-needed east–west link, what hope 
can the minister give motorists on the 
Tullamarine Freeway that their needs are 
on the government’s agenda at all?

COUNCIL | Governor’s speech
19 March 2015

Address-in-reply
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 

too would like to express my gratitude to 
Mr Leane, because it has to be said that 
over the past eight and a bit years one 
of the delights I have had in this place is 
following Mr Leane frequently in debate.

Mr Somyurek interjected.
Mr FINN — No, it is true. I have always 

found that whenever I follow Mr Leane in 
debate I am never short of anything to say, 
because even if I do not have the faintest 
idea of what I was going to say before I 
make my contribution, by the time Mr 
Leane has finished I have usually got three 
or four pages of notes.

Mr Leane — I am here to help.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane is here to help, 

and he is doing a marvellous job. It is 
great to see him back in the chamber, and 
I congratulate him on his new position as 
parliamentary secretary to — who is it? He 
does not know and I do not know either, 
but we congratulate him nonetheless; it is 
a marvellous thing.

I also want to thank the Governor 
for his speech and to reassert my 
loyalty and allegiance to Her Majesty. 
The overwhelming majority of people 
throughout the world cannot help but be 
inspired by the commitment and hard 
work Her Majesty has put into leading us 
over such an extraordinarily long period 
of time. A dwindling number of people 
in this country believe that we should 
ditch the monarchy and go to a republic, 
but the last figures I saw showed that 
support for Australia becoming a republic 
is at the lowest number since the 1930s. 
Those who proclaim that we should be 
ditching our constitution and ditching our 
constitutional monarchy are barking up 
the wrong tree.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) 
— Order! I ask government members to 
keep their voices down.

Mr FINN — There is a full meeting 
going on over there. They are doing the 

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
17 March 2015

Sunbury 
municipality

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— My constituency question is to the 
Minister for Local Government. Given 
the confusion and total lack of clarity 
surrounding the establishment of a new 
Sunbury municipality — created by the 
minister I might say — will the minister 
now issue a time frame for the delivery of 
the Andrews government election promise 
to respect the vote of the residents of 
the city of Hume, not just Sunbury, to 
establish the new council this year?

COUNCIL | Adjournment
18 March 2015

Werribee 
Cemetery

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter this evening for the 
Minister for Health. In this community 
I think the importance of cemeteries is 
underrated. As we discussed in this house 
at some length yesterday, cemeteries hold 
more than the mortal remains of those 
who have left us; they hold memories 
and are places where we can pay tribute 
to our loved ones who have passed. The 
physical appearance of cemeteries is 
very important. A poorly maintained 
cemetery can be deeply distressing for 
visitors, giving the feeling to those who are 
paying tribute to their loved ones in such a 
cemetery that they are being neglected by 
the powers that be.

I have been contacted by people in 
the Werribee area as well as in the Point 
Cook area about the Werribee Cemetery. 
As a result of these complaints, last 
week I visited the Werribee Cemetery. 
Fortunately I had never had reason to visit 
there before, but I did so last week. Whilst 
I was there I spoke to a constituent. He 
recognised me and stopped and spoke 
about his dissatisfaction with the physical 
appearance of the cemetery. I have to say 
I was not impressed myself. It reminded 
me very much of the state of the Sunbury 
cemetery some years ago when I was in 
another place and we ran a campaign to 
clean that up, which was very successful. 
Here is hoping that history can repeat 
itself.

I ask the minister to investigate who 
is responsible for the condition of the 
Werribee Cemetery and to take whatever 
action is necessary to ensure that the 
Werribee Cemetery is brought up to a 
respectable and, I should say, respectful 
condition.

numbers, and we will find out tomorrow 
afternoon exactly what they are doing the 
numbers for, which could be the highlight 
of the week. I go back to what I was saying, 
which is that the republic in this country 
is dead, so that is something we should 
celebrate.

As has been highlighted by other 
members, there have been a few changes 
around here over the last few months. 
Those of us on this side of the chamber 
have shifted sides, and we have also seen 
Mr Somyurek become a minister of the 
Crown, and as a good minister of the 
Crown he has taken to wearing blue ties. 
That is a marvellous thing. I suspect Mr 
Somyurek was sick of getting beaten up in 
question time and he thought wearing a 
blue tie would give him a free pass.

Mr Somyurek — It didn’t happen today.
Mr FINN — Today it actually worked! 

I suspect Mr Somyurek will be down at 
Target tomorrow and he will buy out the 
entire collection.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — No, he will not be there as 

small business minister; you can forget 
about that! He will be down at Target 
buying out their collection of blue ties, 
and that is something Target can look 
forward to.

As I was saying, there have been a few 
changes around here, and one particular 
change that I am very proud of is my 
appointment as shadow parliamentary 
secretary for autism spectrum disorder. 
I have held a great deal of interest in 
this area for many years. It is something 
that has been ignored for far too long, 
and it has not been given the attention it 
deserves. Autism is a growing problem 
within our community, with an increasing 
number of children born with autism. 
Autism occurs across the socioeconomic 
spectrum; it does not differentiate 
between people of different races or 
anything else. It is a mystery to us all.

We do not know what causes autism 
and we do not know how to cure it, but we 
can work to help those who are afflicted 
by autism, and I am not just talking about 
children and others with autism; I am 
talking about their families as well. The 
suffering they go through can be quite 
severe at times. I am not just talking about 
the parents; quite often the grandparents 
and the siblings of the autistic child 
are affected in a significant way. I look 
forward to getting my teeth into my 
portfolio area. I will be visiting every 
autism group across the state over the next 
few months to get their perspective on 
what we can do in this place to make their 
lives better.

I am particularly proud that it was the 
coalition which gave autism spectrum 
disorder a portfolio area, and to my 
knowledge that is a first for any party in 
the world. The announcement of that 
portfolio very much goes to the vision of 
the man who made it happen, and that is 
the new Leader of the Opposition in the 
other place, Matthew Guy. I have known 
Matthew for a long time. I like him and 
he is a friend of mine, but more than that 
he is somebody who is going to be a great 
Premier of Victoria. He will be a Premier I 
can get excited about. He is going to be a 
Premier who will rejuvenate Victoria, and 
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Australia will open its doors to Christians 
who are being persecuted — for example, 
the Coptic Christians in Egypt and other 
Christians in that region. They have been 
the victims of enormous persecution. 
Many thousands have died.

Islamic State and other scum around 
the world have set out to deliberately 
destroy Christianity, worldwide if they 
can. Australia has a role in standing up 
for persecuted Christians. We have a role 
in taking a good number of them in as 
genuine refugees. Those people we hear 
screaming about asylum seekers and the 
evils of the Abbott government policy are 
never heard talking about the need to 
take persecuted Christians in to protect 
them from what is going on. You never 
hear them talking about the suffering of 
Christians throughout the world. There 
is a double standard there and a level of 
hypocrisy that I find despicable. I suggest 
to those people that they have a good, 
hard think about where their priorities 
should lie. We should be helping those 
who genuinely need our help, and 
Christians who are being persecuted 
— who are being slaughtered in their 
thousands in places — need our support. 
We should open our arms to them.

I have been in this house now for 
coming up to nine years, and I was in the 
other place for seven years, so I have been 
around here for a little while. It is good 
to have people here like Mr Melhem, for 
example, who complement this place. 
They — —

Mr Ramsay — Is it?
Mr FINN — It is a delight to have 

somebody like Mr Melhem here. He 
brings a totally different perspective 
to mine. I represent the workers of 
the west. I do not think I can put the 
difference politely, but we are talking 
about a perspective that has perhaps 
led the workers astray on more than one 
occasion. I am very aware of the difference 
of opinion in this chamber, and I think it 
reflects well on our democracy.

I am hopeful that when this house 
changes its name to the State Senate, as it 
will hopefully do in this term, we will be 
able to tell our story to Victoria, because 
after 150 years Victorians still do not know 
what the Legislative Council is. I believe 
that if we were to change our name to the 
‘State Senate’, we would automatically 
tell people exactly who we are and what 
we do. There would be no need to tell the 
story, although we do have a very good 
story to tell. It is important, because all 
the action happens in this chamber. Let us 
face facts. We should be getting out there 
and telling the people of Victoria who we 
are, what we are doing and that we have 
their interests at heart.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
17 March 2015

Essendon level 
crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— I raise a matter for the attention of 
the Minister for Public Transport that 
concerns an issue in the Assembly 

after four years of Dodgy Dan we are going 
to need somebody to rejuvenate the place. 
Victoria is in for a rough few years, but 
I have no doubt that after 2018 the Guy 
government will go a long way towards 
making Victoria a very exciting place to be 
once more. That is something I am very 
much looking forward to.

I would like to thank the people of 
the western suburbs for electing me to 
represent them in this house for a third 
term. I am deeply regretful that my 
colleague Andrew Elsbury is not joining 
me on this occasion, but I am sure he will 
remain active in the Liberal Party — in 
fact I know he is remaining active in the 
Liberal Party. You just never know where 
he is going to pop up next, and we will 
keep an eye out for him.

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — We will keep an eye out for 

him, Mr Ramsay. Nobody can doubt that.
I want to assure the people of the west 

that I am totally committed to the western 
suburbs of Melbourne. I am totally 
committed to the people of the western 
suburbs because they are good people. 
Some of them may be misguided in terms 
of which way they vote, but they are good 
and hardworking. They love their families, 
pay their taxes, pay their mortgages, go 
to work and do all the things that have 
made Australia great. I want to pay tribute 
to those people, whether they be from 
Werribee, Sunbury, Footscray, Point Cook, 
Williamstown, Braybrook — where my 
new office is — or any of those — —

Mr Ondarchie — Newport.
Mr FINN — Newport is another one 

— any of those places that are in the 
western suburbs. I want to pay tribute to 
the people in the west because they are 
the salt of the earth. They are very good 
people indeed.

Going beyond our shores, I want to 
make reference today to something that 
distresses me enormously on a daily basis 
and has done for some years, and that is 
the persecution of Christians throughout 
the world. As recently as an hour ago I 
was speaking to somebody in Pakistan 
who told me that the children she looks 
after in an orphanage had been attacked 
by an Islamic mob and beaten up. That 
happened just today. That is one of the 
milder incidents I have heard about 
lately, because this is something that is 
happening right across — —

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) 
— Order! If members would like to speak, 
they should keep it down or take their 
conversations out of the chamber.

Mr FINN — I hope members take note 
of this because I think it is extremely 
important. It is something every 
Australian should be concerned about. 
What we are seeing across the world is the 
persecution of Christians on a scale that 
has not been seen for probably a couple 
of millennia. It is inconceivable in its evil. 
We are seeing children being crucified, we 
are seeing women being raped and sold 
into sex slavery, we are seeing men being 
stoned and we are seeing beheadings. We 
are seeing all manner of savagery inflicted 
on Christians throughout the world, and 
that is something Australia needs take 
a strong stand on. As I have said in this 
house before, I am very hopeful that 

electorate of Essendon. Whenever I go 
to Essendon or speak to people from 
Essendon there is one issue that is always 
the source of huge complaint, and that 
is the Buckley Street level crossing. I do 
not know how many members in the 
house are familiar with the Buckley Street 
level crossing, but it is adjacent to the 
Essendon railway station and is close to 
a number of schools — significantly large 
schools, I might say. It is near Mount 
Alexander Road, the Rose Street shopping 
precinct is across the road and Russell 
Street is adjacent to it. It is on the busy 
Craigieburn line, which is also used by a 
number of country trains, so members 
can understand why at certain times of 
the day there is total bedlam. People have 
been asking for some years for this level 
crossing to be removed.

I am very much hoping the people of 
Essendon do not have to wait for as long 
as the people of St Albans did to have 
their level crossing removed. I am hopeful 
the people of Essendon will not have to 
wait for the government of Matthew Guy, 
the Leader of the Opposition, after the 
next election to have this level crossing 
removed, because it is a source of 
enormous inconvenience to many people, 
many of whom have told me they have 
been stuck for up to half an hour as they 
have tried to get across it.

I am hopeful that when this magical 
list of level crossings the government 
keeps talking about is produced — if 
indeed it is produced — the Buckley 
Street level crossing will be high on the 
list. I ask the minister to ensure that she 
makes herself familiar with the Buckley 
Street level crossing and that she uses all 
her influence as a senior member of the 
government to ensure that the particular 
hazard that is the Buckley Street level 
crossing is removed for the people of 
Essendon in the not-too-distant future.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
14 April 2015

Werribee level 
crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
direct my constituency question to the 
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to 
the ongoing need to address the problems 
associated with the railway crossing at 
Cottrell Street in Werribee. I have raised 
this matter before, and I can assure the 
minister that I will continue to push for a 
satisfactory resolution to it. This has been 
a nightmare for locals in the Werribee area 
for many years, and I ask: will the minister 
disclose when work will begin to remove 
this level crossing?

COUNCIL | Members statements
14 April 2015

Western suburbs
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 

— Why does Daniel Andrews hate 
Melbourne’s west? As I travel around 
the western suburbs I hear that question 
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aware of their obligations is a very good 
thing indeed.

This bill is predominantly about 
veterans and the patriotic funds of the 
RSL, and it makes life easier for many 
of our ex-servicemen. I commend Mr 
Drum for the work he did as Minister 
for Veterans’ Affairs in the previous 
government. It is a pity he is not in a 
position now to take the bill through the 
house, because he is largely responsible 
for it and he deserves every congratulation 
for his stance and for the work he did.

It is appropriate that the bill goes 
through in the shadows of Anzac 
Day and the 100th anniversary of the 
landing at Gallipoli. I want to make the 
important point that on Saturday week 
— 25 April — we will not be celebrating 
anything. We will not be celebrating the 
landing at Gallipoli and we will not be 
celebrating the First World War; we will be 
commemorating, and there is a very big 
difference. There is nothing to celebrate in 
war. There was nothing that happened at 
Gallipoli that we can celebrate. Many men 
on both sides died at Gallipoli — —

Ms Crozier — And brave nurses.
Mr FINN — And brave nurses, as Ms 

Crozier points out. That is true in all wars, 
and I will get to that in just a moment. The 
bottom line is that wars are not something 
we should celebrate. We have Anzac Day, 
Remembrance Day and the Shrine, and 
we have war memorials scattered around 
the suburbs and country towns and even 
along tracks — in travelling you will see 
war memorials. They are not things that 
are about celebration; they are about a 
memory and great gratitude for those 
who paid a huge price for our freedom. 
Freedom is such an important part of our 
lives. Freedom is not free, and the bottom 
line is that many of those who went 
overseas and fought in years gone by paid 
for our freedom with their lives, and for 
that we should show our eternal gratitude.

Just last week I spoke at a dinner at the 
Altona RSL and introduced the federal 
Minister for Veterans’ Affairs, Senator 
Michael Ronaldson, who is very much 
involved in the events leading up to 
the commemoration of the landings at 
Gallipoli. The dinner was organised by 
the Altona Liberal Party and was very 
well attended. I was delighted to stand 
amongst the memorabilia and among 
those who have made sacrifices in order 
for us to be free. I always regard it as a very 
great privilege to mingle amongst them 
and to thank them for the work they have 
done. My gratitude is unending because 
without them we would not have the 
Australia we know and love right now. 
I take this opportunity to wish Senator 
Ronaldson and his team all the very best 
for the work they are doing. It is going to 
be a big effort to pull it all together over 
the next couple of weeks. They are a little 
nervous, and I can fully understand that, 
but I wish them all the very best. They do 
us proud.

I do not know if any members of the 
house saw in the newspaper yesterday 
the 10 war widows who will be at Gallipoli 
next week. Apparently they are the only 10 
who are fit enough to take on the journey, 
and it is wonderful that the federal 
government has seen fit to take them to 

on a daily basis. As I crawled down the 
Tullamarine Freeway this morning at the 
speed of a snail, I asked myself the same 
question: why does Daniel Andrews hate 
Melbourne’s west? As I thought about the 
thousands of motorists stuck on the West 
Gate and Princes freeways, queued as they 
were from the other side of Werribee, I 
knew the question they would be asking 
would be: why does Daniel Andrews hate 
Melbourne’s west? Equally, the thousands 
of people backed up on the Western Ring 
Road were undoubtedly demanding to 
know the same thing: why does Daniel 
Andrews hate Melbourne’s west?

It is a damned good question and one 
that the people of Melbourne’s west 
deserve an answer to. They know that 
anybody who continues to condemn 
them to daily traffic gridlock must really 
have it in for them. They also know that 
anyone who says Melbourne does not 
need the east–west link is certifiable. How 
could anyone possibly disagree with that 
thought? Labor’s neglect of the west is a 
disgrace, and it is deplorable. It has been 
going on for far too long, and it is a total 
betrayal of those whose support Labor 
members so readily take for granted. 
Daniel Andrews has no reason to hate 
Melbourne’s west, but in the immortal 
words of that great scientist of long ago, 
why then is it so?

COUNCIL | Second reading
14 April 2015

Veterans and Other 
Acts Amendment 
Bill 2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
rise to speak on the Veterans and Other 
Acts Amendment Bill 2015 with interest, 
because it is not joking when it says 
‘veterans and other acts amendment bill’. 
The bill has a wide variety of subjects. I 
do not wish to dwell on many of them, 
but I will make some comments on part 
5 of the bill, about which Ms Springle has 
made some comments and expressed 
some concerns. That part of the bill will 
amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 
to enable Consumer Affairs Victoria to 
take action against rooming house owners 
who fail to comply with record-keeping 
obligations regarding the safety checks 
that rooming houses are required to 
conduct.

Anything that makes rooming house 
owners comply with their obligations is a 
very good thing. Not too much shocks me 
anymore, but shortly after I was elected to 
this place I was taken on a tour of rooming 
houses through the western suburbs. That 
really did shock me. It set me back on my 
heels that people could be living in such 
appalling conditions. When I saw basically 
empty rooms with mattresses on the floor 
that some people called home and in 
which some people were actually raising 
children, I thought there was something 
desperately wrong with a society that 
allows that to happen. I would like to 
think that no longer goes on, but anything 
that makes boarding house owners more 

Gallipoli for the commemoration events 
next week. I congratulate the Abbott 
government for doing that.

While the highlight next week will be 
on the 100th anniversary of the landing 
at Gallipoli, Anzac Day is not just about 
the events of World War I and Gallipoli. 
It commemorates those who fought and 
died for this country in all conflicts. When 
you think about it, in Australia we have 
a very proud legacy because wherever 
freedom has been threatened throughout 
the world Australians have been there to 
defend it and Australians have paid with 
their blood throughout the world. We do 
not just commemorate World War I on 
Anzac Day, we commemorate World War 
II and the conflicts in Borneo, in Malaya, 
in Korea and in Vietnam.

We all know what happened to the 
veterans from Vietnam when they 
returned. What a despicable display that 
was. The way Vietnam veterans were 
treated on their return is something that 
Australia should genuinely be ashamed 
of because they too were doing their 
duty in fighting for this country as every 
other soldier has done throughout the 
last 100-odd years. They did not deserve 
the condemnation, the abuse and the 
disgraceful behaviour they were subjected 
to on their return. I have done it many 
times before and I would like once again 
to publicly apologise to those Vietnam 
veterans for the way they were treated 
upon their return and to reinforce my 
very strong view that what they did is on a 
parallel with what was done by every other 
fighting man and woman that this country 
has produced. I thank the Vietnam 
veterans again.

On Saturday week we will also 
remember the veterans from the Gulf 
War and from conflicts in East Timor, the 
Solomon Islands, Iraq and Afghanistan. 
Australian soldiers are still fighting 
abroad, and those soldiers will have 
their own Anzac Day services and 
commemorations wherever they may be.

A couple of years ago I was overseas on 
Anzac Day, which perhaps made it a bit 
more special than it might normally have 
been. A small group of us, including Mrs 
Peulich, laid a wreath at the war memorial 
in Baton Rouge in Louisiana. I am sure 
that to begin with the Americans did not 
quite understand what we were up to, but 
we were happy to inform them that it was 
Australia’s Anzac Day and that perhaps 
the commemoration meant a bit more 
to us than it would normally because we 
were so far away from home. I am sure it 
also means so much more for those who 
are fighting overseas as they remember 
those who have fought and gone before 
them.

I am pleased to support this bill. I place 
on the record my very deep gratitude 
to those veterans — soldiers or nurses, 
whatever role they played. Whether those 
people were on the front line or active in 
backing up those who were on the front 
line, I express my warm gratitude and the 
gratitude of my family and many other 
families throughout Australia whose 
members know that Australia would not 
be the same if those service personnel 
had not done what they did. As Mr Drum 
expressed it, let us hope that we will not 
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victims. For far too long many of us — me 
included — denied that these crimes were 
occurring. We did not want to believe 
they were occurring. The Family and 
Community Development Committee’s 
Betrayal of Trust report pretty much sums 
up everything that has happened over the 
years, particularly in some schools and 
some religious orders.

We know that some pretty dreadful 
things were committed by priests and 
people involved in various religious 
organisations. We also know that it is 
not just religious organisations that have 
been involved in child abuse. Logic tells 
us that it is not just non-government 
organisations where child abuse has 
occurred, and at some stage I would like 
to see an extension of the committee’s 
inquiry, and hopefully the royal 
commission that is currently underway 
will extend its terms of reference to cover 
much more than just non-government 
organisations.

I cannot help but feel more than just a 
little bit of guilt about the way I refused to 
believe what was going on when so much 
evidence was brought to the attention of 
the community. I refused to believe that 
priests, brothers, people I knew — people 
I know — and people who are now in 
jail had committed the crimes they were 
accused of. It is very difficult for me now 
to look back on that time and to think of 
those people. One in particular who is 
now in prison I regarded as a friend. When 
he was charged the first time and went to 
jail I stood up and defended him. I said 
that it was not something he would ever 
do. When he was charged a second and 
third time I had to accept reality. That is 
something I have to live with.

We have to ensure as much as is 
humanly possible that we provide justice 
for those who have been so grievously 
hurt by what has occurred, but we also 
have to ensure that it is never allowed 
to happen again. Unfortunately that 
means that a lot of the trust we have had 
in a lot of authority figures has now gone 
and will never be replaced. That is very 
sad, because there are a lot of very good 
men and women who are doing some 
wonderful things for children, whether 
they be in church groups, in police groups 
or in a whole range of community groups. 
For example, there are an enormous 
number of volunteers in the scouts who 
are doing a tremendous job to help young 
people, particularly troubled young 
people who do not have much of an idea 
of what we would call a normal life. They 
are brought into the scouts and similar 
organisations and given a chance at a 
normal life. But now as a result of the 
disclosures of recent years our trust for 
those volunteers is diminished. We have 
a situation where we look at scoutmasters 
differently, we look at priests differently 
and we look at ministers of religion 
differently. It is almost as if they have all 
been condemned as a result of the crimes 
of those who have gone before them, and 
that is a very great pity because there 
are an enormous number of very good 
people, men and women, who are doing 
an enormous amount of good work for 
children in our community.

Sporting groups are another prime 
example of the work that is being put 

have another conflict. However, human 
beings being what we are, that probably is 
inevitable, and we can be guaranteed that 
if freedom is threatened, then Australia 
will be there to defend it, because freedom 
and Australia are inseparable. Australians 
probably love freedom more than 
anything else, and we will defend it as we 
have so often defended it before.

I support this bill and wish it a speedy 
passage. Once again, I show my respect 
and gratitude to those who have fought for 
this nation over the last 114 years.

COUNCIL | Second reading
14 April 2015

Limitation 
of Actions 
Amendment (Child 
Abuse) Bill 2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
rise to support the Limitation of Actions 
Amendment (Child Abuse) Bill 2015. It 
is fair to say that there is nothing more 
evil on this earth than to do harm to a 
child — those who are the most innocent 
of human beings. Children need our 
protection always. Unfortunately, as 
we have seen over an extended period 
of time, there are some people around 
who will do them harm. There have 
been revelations of some of the most 
despicable, appalling acts against young 
people, going back decades. We might 
think some of those who are responsible 
for these crimes have escaped justice 
by departing this world. Some of us of 
a different view will think they have not 
escaped justice at all but will be getting 
a justice that is far more severe than 
anything that we could dish up here on 
this earth.

I want to compliment Ms Crozier and 
her parliamentary committee — I have 
done it before and I am happy to do it 
again — on the work they did. How they 
did it I do not know, because I have no 
doubt it would have been one of the most 
harrowing experiences imaginable. It is 
not something that I could have done. 
When I see children being harmed and 
children subject to cruelty or abuse, 
it often leaves me without a degree of 
control that I might otherwise have. Had I 
been on that committee and heard about 
some of those evil crimes, I am not sure 
what I would have done. I am speaking 
not just as a father but also as somebody 
who has always felt this way. Whether 
children are little babies in the womb or 
much older, I get very distressed when 
they are harmed, and I will do everything 
I can to protect them. That is why I am on 
my feet and speaking on the bill.

What we owe victims of child abuse 
is justice; justice is all we owe them. 
Whether that justice is in some form 
of monetary compensation or just an 
ability to see the perpetrator of the crime 
against them exposed for what they 
are and locked up, that is what we owe 

into providing a future for young people. 
When I was a lad playing for the Warrion 
under-14s — I was not exactly Royce Hart 
it has to be said — I remember only too 
well the camaraderie at the football club. 
That has been repeated and continues to 
be repeated many times all over Australia. 
That sort of thing is to be encouraged, 
and we should never allow that distrust 
of people in authority to destroy the good 
that is being done in our community.

Having said that, I have to accept that 
child abuse was going on at the school 
I attended as a boarder. I did not know 
about it at the time, and it was not 
something that I wanted to know about 
when it was brought to my attention 
many years later, after I had left school. 
Nevertheless, at the end of the day it is 
something that we all have to face. Those 
who were in such close proximity to 
such evil really struggle to understand 
why we did not know about it and why 
we did not notice. Was there something 
that we missed? Was there a hint of this 
evil around that we missed whilst our 
classmates were being abused in this 
way? Was there some way that we might 
have been able to help them? I have often 
thought about that since. I cannot say that 
there was some way to help them, but at 
the same time I cannot say that there was 
not; many of us will have to live with that.

I am very happy to support this 
legislation. To remove the limitations 
clause is very good indeed because, as 
has been said in this debate, many of 
these crimes go back a long time. Many of 
these crimes are now only just coming to 
light after people have carried with them, 
sometimes for decades, the guilt — for 
whatever reason — of having been subject 
to these crimes; we have all seen that. 
Whilst some have had their lives destroyed 
figuratively, some have committed 
suicide, and I know of that.

Others have had to carry the abuse with 
them for a very long time, and it must have 
been extremely difficult for them to do so. 
I cannot begin to imagine how difficult it 
must have been for some of those victims, 
particularly when they went home and 
told their parents of what had happened 
only to be told that they were liars and 
to pull their heads in. I cannot begin to 
imagine how tough that must have been 
for them. We owe justice to those people, 
many of whom were young at the time 
and are now much older. If it is not too 
passé to say so these days, we owe them 
an apology for not believing them. We owe 
them an apology for having put them in a 
situation where that abuse continued.

It is very difficult for those of us who 
were close to abuse and did not know 
about it, but I am very glad that now we 
do know so we can ensure that it does 
not happen again. I am very pleased that 
we are passing this legislation today so 
that we can get the perpetrators and put 
them where they belong — behind bars. 
No matter how far back it is that they 
committed these appalling and despicable 
crimes, we will now be able to reach back 
into the past and lock these people up. 
We can remove this scum from society, 
because that is what we need to do.

As I have often said in this house and 
more broadly in the community, my view 
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Victoria to do whatever it needs to do to 
stop the stink.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
15 April 2015

West Gate 
Distributor project

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is to the Minister 
for Roads and Road Safety. I refer the 
minister to the West Gate distributor 
project, a project the Premier has 
described as ‘shovel ready’. As nobody 
seems to know any details at all of this 
project, and I include VicRoads and local 
councils in that, will the minister tell 
affected communities in Melbourne’s west 
the impact this West Gate distributor will 
have on them?

COUNCIL
15 April 2015

Voluntary 
euthanasia

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It 
has been said in the past that death is the 
final taboo. We do not like thinking about 
it, we do not like talking about it, but we 
know one thing for certain, which is that 
it will come to each of us. We hope those 
who are making life and death decisions 
on our behalf at that time are thinking 
more about our interests than they are 
about the value of our house or any legacy 
they may receive as part of our demise.

If death is the final taboo, then mercy 
killing is perhaps the ultimate final taboo. 
My very strong view is that we need to 
shed light on the issues surrounding 
mercy killings. We need to shed light on 
those issues that for too long have been 
shrouded in darkness, misconceptions, 
misunderstandings and confusion. I want 
to make it very clear today that I am not 
in any way, shape or form opposed or 
afraid of a parliamentary inquiry into this 
issue; in fact I believe we need one. The 
importance of this issue means that we 
must have a parliamentary inquiry.

I am not going to speak for long today, 
but I do not believe that this motion is 
about euthanasia at all. This motion is 
about abrogating our responsibilities as 
members of Parliament. This motion is 
about shuffling this very important issue 
off to a faceless group of individuals, who 
will then make some recommendation 
down the track. That is not their job; that 
is our job.

As someone whose family has been 
visited by early death far too often, it 
is my view that we need to accept our 
responsibility. I stood on the steps of 
Parliament House this morning at the 
Mother’s Day Classic event against breast 
cancer and remembered my mother, who 
died of breast cancer at the age of 50.

Ms Crozier — Too young.
Mr FINN — Far too young. It does not 

take very much at all for me to remember 

of this Parliament is that its first priority 
is to protect the innocent — children in 
particular. Over the years members of this 
Parliament and parliaments before us 
have failed to a very large degree. This bill 
brings in a degree of justice that we have 
not had before, which has to be a very 
good thing.

I commend this government and the 
former government. I think we are as one 
— bipartisan, tripartisan; I am not sure 
what we are beyond that — in supporting 
legislation which provides support and 
most importantly justice for those who 
have been so grievously harmed by such 
evil in years gone by.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
14 April 2015

Melbourne 
Regional Landfill

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
too wish to raise a matter for the Minister 
for Environment, Climate Change and 
Water. Purely by coincidence it happens to 
be the same matter raised by Mr Melhem. 
I too have been contacted by a number of 
constituents in the west of Melbourne who 
live in the vicinity of the Ravenhall tip, as it 
is locally known. They have complained to 
me bitterly and strongly about the putrid 
smell that has been permeating their 
homes for the past few days.

I cannot begin to imagine how vile it 
must be for somebody to have to get in 
their car and drive away from their home 
and hope that when they get back the 
smell will be gone. That is something 
nobody should have to put up with in this 
day and age. We know the tip is there. We 
know it is close to a number of residential 
areas in Deer Park and Caroline Springs 
and so forth, but it should not be allowed 
to disrupt the lives of thousands of people 
as it currently does on a regular basis.

In recent days I have had complaints 
from people who have had to lock up their 
houses completely to try to stop the smell. 
As I mentioned, others have had to drive 
away and leave.

Mr Dalidakis — Were you walking past?
Mr FINN — Mr Dalidakis might find 

it very amusing, but I would put money 
on the fact that he does not know where 
Caroline Springs is. Indeed most members 
of the Labor Party do not know where 
Caroline Springs is.

Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — I have seen Mr Melhem 

there. I do not argue that he knows where 
it is, but I know that there are quite a few 
members on the other side who do not 
have a clue where much is.

I ask the minister to take whatever 
action is necessary to direct Environment 
Protection Authority to take action against 
the operators of this tip to ensure that this 
odour is stopped. This is an intolerable 
situation that we should not have to put 
up with in this day and age. People living 
in the vicinity of the tip should not have to 
put up with it either. I ask the minister to 
direct Environment Protection Authority 

my father, who died of cancer at the age 
of 44.

Ms Crozier — Way too young.
Mr FINN — Far too young. My very dear 

friend — probably the closest friend I ever 
had in the world — died of cancer at the 
age of 48. It was only a couple of years ago 
that my second mother — if you could call 
her that — passed away after many weeks 
at a grand old age. I spent many weeks 
at her bedside and held her hand as she 
died. Some might say that it would have 
been kinder to bump her off. However, 
she died with the ultimate dignity, she 
died with those who loved her around 
her and she died with a serenity and a 
peacefulness that I am sure we all hope for 
when our time comes. I have seen all this 
far too often.

I do not see anything dignified about 
giving people a jab and shunting them off 
this earth. But that is not what this motion 
is about. What we must decide today and 
what this motion is about is whether we 
as members of Parliament will accept 
our responsibility and take on this huge 
question. Can there be a bigger question 
for us as MPs to consider than who lives 
and who dies? Is it possible for us to have 
a greater responsibility than to make 
decisions as to who lives and who dies 
and to examine the issues that surround 
that decision?

I believe we must do that, and this 
motion just will not do it. That is a 
pity, because if you look at the motion 
in itself, you would think it is pretty 
straightforward. But we need to ask the 
question: what exactly is euthanasia? 
Some people will say that euthanasia is 
included in the category where people 
are suffering and their morphine levels 
are increased until such time as they 
expire. I do not regard that as euthanasia; 
I regard that as good medical practice, but 
I understand that some might regard it as 
euthanasia.

We have to ask the question: what is 
a terminal condition? As I said earlier, 
we are all going to die. We will all have 
a terminal condition of some sort or 
another. I do not remember my father as 
a well man at all. He contracted cancer 
when I was three years old and was given 
six months to live at that time. He finally 
succumbed to cancer 17 years later. Six 
months after his death, doctors came up 
with a cure, which I think he was largely 
responsible for because he allowed 
himself to be a human guinea pig in a 
lot of the operations and procedures 
conducted by the doctors of the day. 
That was my first experience at the Peter 
MacCallum Cancer Centre. Maybe that is 
a discussion we can have another day as 
to the importance of the Peter MacCallum 
clinic in Little Lonsdale Street, as it then 
was, in my life.

Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — An outstanding 

establishment; there are no two ways 
about that. We have to answer these very 
simple but very important questions. 
What is terminal? We have no ability to 
get out a crystal ball and look into the 
future and say how long anybody is going 
to survive with any condition. We have 
to take it upon ourselves as members of 
Parliament to examine these issues and 
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traffic capacity between Sunbury and the 
end of the Tullamarine Freeway on the 
Melbourne road. It is somewhat of an 
understatement to say that Sunbury is no 
longer a small country town. It has not 
been a small country town for many years. 
It is increasing in size all the time.

In recent years there has been a 
significant boom in the population of the 
Macedon Ranges. This has led to an influx 
of traffic on Sunbury Road. This road is 
the main route for airport workers. We 
have a situation where airport workers 
from Sunbury, the Macedon Ranges and 
beyond are using this road to get to work. 
Quite frankly there is no other way for 
them to get there, unless they go the long 
— and I mean very long — way around. It 
is a significant problem that people in that 
area have had to deal with for quite some 
time. I have seen deaths on Sunbury Road. 
It is quite dangerous and often clogged in 
peak hour. It is a mess.

I am aware that the government is 
not keen on building new roads, but we 
desperately need the duplication of this 
road, including the building of the Bulla 
bypass. Back in the days when John Cain 
was Premier there was talk of building the 
Bulla bypass. That seems a very long time 
ago now — probably because it is. The 
bypass is long overdue.

I ask the minister to direct VicRoads 
to immediately prepare plans for the 
duplication of Sunbury Road, including 
the building of the Bulla bypass. The 
people of the north-west of Melbourne, 
particularly the people of Sunbury, Bulla 
and the Macedon Ranges, have been well 
and truly patient enough. It is time that 
this government got on with the project.

COUNCIL | Questions without notice
16 April 2015

Melbourne Metro 
rail project

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 
My question is to the Minister for Small 
Business, Innovation and Trade. I ask 
the question of the minister: what advice 
does he provide to the hundreds of small 
businesses and employees based on 
Swanston Street and that will be affected 
by the Andrews government digging up 
their front doorstep as part of Melbourne 
Metro rail?

Supplementary Question

FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I know 
members opposite do not care about 
small business, but given that businesses 
such as Hype DC pay rent of more than 
$400 000 per year and Platypus pays rent 
of more than $570 000 per year, will the 
Andrews government compensate any 
small business or employee that suffers 
as a result of digging up the centre of 
Melbourne’s central business district?

decide on them. It is our job. If we do 
not do that, we should not be here. If we 
are not prepared to take on, as members 
of Parliament, these very onerous but 
important responsibilities, we should not 
be here. We would not deserve to be here.

I am sure you will all not be surprised 
to hear that I will not be supporting this 
motion today, but I hope that at some 
stage in the not-too-distant future we will 
have an examination of these end-of-life 
issues. As I say, I do not want it to be just 
about mercy killing, because apart from 
the fact that it would be a bit of a macabre 
inquiry, there is far more involved in 
end-of-life care these days than giving 
someone a jab or pushing them off the 
planet in some other way. It is important 
that we point that out to people and that 
people are able to examine that in the 
full light of a parliamentary inquiry, not 
hidden by some commission somewhere 
or done by people nobody has ever heard 
of.

Ms Crozier’s committee, the Family 
and Community Development 
Committee, showed us exactly what a 
parliamentary committee is capable of. I 
have commended her in the past on the 
work she did, and that sort of committee 
and the sort of work Ms Crozier and the 
committee did —

Ms Crozier — And the Parliament.
Mr FINN — and the Parliament did has 

set a standard for which we should aim.
As I said, I will not be supporting Ms 

Hartland’s motion. I urge the house to 
accept its responsibilities. I urge the 
house and every member of the house to 
take on board what I have said, because 
this is an extraordinarily important issue 
and an extraordinarily important set of 
decisions we have to make. We cannot 
abrogate our responsibilities to anybody 
else. These are the reasons for which we 
have been elected. That is why people 
went to the polls last November — to put 
us here so we could make decisions. Yes, 
we take advice. Yes, we listen to people. 
But we ultimately must make these very 
important decisions, and as I said earlier, 
there is none more important than who 
lives and who dies. I ask the house to take 
that into consideration. I ask the house to 
take its responsibility very seriously, and I 
ask members to reject this motion today.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
15 April 2015

Sunbury Road 
duplication

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter this evening for 
the attention of the Minister for Roads 
and Road Safety. The matter follows the 
extension of the 60-kilometre zone on 
Sunbury Road at Bulla last year and the 
slashing of the 100-kilometres-per-hour-
zone to 80-kilometres per hour between 
Melbourne Airport and Bulla earlier this 
year.

Before VicRoads tells us to get out and 
walk in front of our vehicles with a lantern, 
urgent action is needed to increase the 

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
16 April 2015

Traffic chaos in 
Melbourne’s west

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
question is to the Minister for Roads and 
Road Safety. Today we again saw traffic 
chaos across Melbourne’s west. With 
the West Gate Freeway effectively closed 
because of an accident, traffic was banked 
back very badly on both the Princes 
Freeway and the Western Ring Road. This 
is something many thousands of western 
suburban residents are regularly subjected 
to. My question is: will the minister give 
these motorists and their families some 
guarantee the situation will improve in 
their lifetime?

COUNCIL | Adjournment
16 April 2015

Autism Spectrum 
Disorder

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter for the attention 
of the Minister for Police. I am sure 
everybody in this house, indeed 
everybody in the community, was 
overjoyed when young Luke Shambrook 
was found after he went missing at Eildon 
a couple of weeks ago. However, this 
raises a very important matter, which is 
the way police and emergency services 
workers handle people with autism. In 
Luke’s situation it was frequently said that 
emergency services workers may have had 
difficulty looking for Luke because he may 
have thought they were playing a game 
and been hiding from them.

This raises an issue of how autism 
spectrum disorder (ASD) is handled by 
police. As a result of that a director of 
Ladybug House, a small business in my 
electorate which specialises in providing 
allied health services to children with 
ASD, has come to me with a suggestion 
to provide two 1-hour ASD awareness 
seminars at the Moonee Ponds and 
Sunshine police stations in June this year. 
According to Ladybug House:

The pilot objective is to assess the 
reported benefits to the police officers 
understanding individuals with ASD 
and if successful extend the program 
out to other police stations and 
emergency services personnel.

I think this is a particularly good 
idea, given that the incidence of ASD 
has increased enormously over recent 
years. Ladybug House is hoping that 
this program will achieve the following 
objective:

Create awareness of the differences in 
how individuals with autism experience 
the world so that the police officers 
can better adapt their communication 
strategies to deliver outcomes 
that benefit the individual and the 
community.
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gives us less of a rail tunnel than the 
coalition government proposed but at a 
greater cost. Nobody would believe them 
if they suggested that any government 
would propose digging up the centre of 
Melbourne, dividing our town between 
east and west. There has not been such 
a thing since the fall of the Berlin Wall. 
Maybe our socialist left Premier is feeling 
nostalgic for the good old days. To make 
the situation even more comical, Daniel 
Andrews and his Treasurer then publicly 
disagreed on how this tunnel might be 
paid for. The spirit of the Cain and Kirner 
governments is alive and kicking at 1 
Treasury Place. Meanwhile, the electorate 
is starting to agree with Monty Python 
on one thing: Daniel Andrews is not the 
Messiah — he is a very naughty boy!

COUNCIL | Second reading
5 May 2015

National Parks 
Amendment 
(Prohibiting Cattle 
Grazing) Bill 2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 
I rise to speak on the National Parks 
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) 
Bill 2015, and I do so with some regret. It 
is deeply regrettable we are debating this 
flawed bill today. It should be pointed 
out from the very beginning that this bill 
has nothing to do with science and it has 
nothing to do with informed comment, 
as we have discussed in the house today. 
It has been very clear, particularly in the 
comments of Ms Shing, that there is very 
little informed comment coming from 
anybody on the other side of the house.

This bill is a product of the green nutbag 
left. It has nothing to do with science. As 
coalition members have pointed out, it 
is all about ideology. We have seen that 
when members of the left talk about issues 
they consider their own, issues in relation 
to which they like to quote from works 
of science, they go down the track of 
declaring the issue closed, saying, ‘Science 
has decided this, so we will not be 
discussing it anymore’. My understanding 
is that science never closes. The art of 
science is about always questioning; it 
is an ongoing process. That is what we 
members of the former government 
were in the process of doing — we 
were conducting an ongoing scientific 
investigation into the introduction 
of cattle in our national parks. Now 
we will not find out the results of that 
investigation, not this side of 2018 anyway.

This is not the first time the green 
nutbag left has drawn a line and said, ‘The 
science is in, and we will have no further 
discussion’. The issue of global warming 
has been discussed in this place. Despite 
the fact that global warming is a thriving 
industry and that many people are making 
a great deal of money out of it, the fact 
is there has been no global warming for 
nearly two decades; that is a scientific fact. 
The left likes to call it a pause. After nearly 
20 years I reckon it is more than a pause! 

I am sure that the house can see some 
major benefits from this. The pilot is 
targeted at police officers but could very 
easily be extended to other emergency 
services personnel.

As a parent of a child with autism I was 
shocked and very fearful when young 
Luke went missing, because in years gone 
by our little bloke could have just as easily 
wandered off, as he was what is known 
in the autism area as a ‘runner’. You had 
to keep an eye on him all the time, and 
nothing much has changed over the years. 
I was delighted and thrilled, and in fact 
I got a bit teary, when I heard that Luke 
had been found, but this sort of program 
would help police and emergency services 
workers faced with a similar problem in 
the future. I ask the minister to give this 
consideration and approval.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
5 May 2015

Ravenhall tip
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 

constituency question is to the Minister 
for Environment, Climate Change and 
Water. I refer to the ongoing concern held 
by a significant number of my constituents 
about the impact the Ravenhall tip 
will have on their lives. Given that the 
Environment Protection Authority Victoria 
seems to regard this most important 
issue as being in the too-hard basket 
while thousands of people in Caroline 
Springs, Deer Park and surrounds are at 
their wits’ end dealing with the horrific 
stench emanating from the tip site all too 
often, will the minister act to stop the stink 
making my constituents’ lives a misery?

COUNCIL | Members statements
5 May 2015

Western 
Distributor

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — To 
fully understand life in Victoria under this 
Labor government, it helps to have a deep 
appreciation of Monty Python. That said, 
I doubt even John Cleese could come up 
with a scenario where a Premier spends 
hundreds of millions of dollars cancelling 
a road project that almost everyone agrees 
is desperately needed — so much of the 
taxpayers hard-earned down the gurgler 
just to please a handful of Greens voters in 
the inner suburbs. Sublimely ridiculous!

Now we see the Andrews government 
promoting a road which will undoubtedly 
become known as the world’s most 
expensive T-intersection — if it is built 
at all. Not only does this government 
want to replicate the daily mayhem of the 
Eastern Freeway and Hoddle Street on the 
western side of Melbourne but this project 
will apparently be paid for by motorists 
whether they use it or not. Transurban 
certainly saw Daniel Andrews coming.

The Monty Python team would be 
scratching to come up with a script that 

Once again the left has pulled down the 
scientific shutter and said, ‘We are not 
going to discuss this because science has 
declared this to be the case’, but clearly it 
has not.

We have seen this with Professor Tim 
Flannery — Sandbags Flannery — the 
man who said it would never rain again 
and our dams would never be filled again. 
This is a man who had to flee Brisbane 
as the floods hit. This is a man who lives 
on the Hawkesbury River and who, as I 
understand it, recently had to leave his 
home because it was under threat from 
rising water levels. Those rising water 
levels had nothing to do with climate 
change or global warming but everything 
to do with the fact that it had not stopped 
raining for three days! It was coming down 
by the bucketload. This was the man who 
said we would never again have the sort 
of water that we had come to expect in the 
past. This is the man who was responsible 
for the folly of Labor governments right 
around Australia building desalination 
plants. Those plants cost taxpayers in 
various states across Australia billions of 
dollars because Professor Flannery stood 
up and said, ‘It’s science’, and that was 
accepted.

There is another issue that has long 
amazed me, and that is the ban on picking 
up firewood in forests, which was deemed 
to be some sort of scientific problem. 
Science decreed that you should not pick 
up firewood. I wonder what scientists 
would have told Aboriginal people all 
those years ago after they had been doing 
it for centuries — picking up wood from 
the bush and burning it. Despite the 
illogical nature of the debate, we were told 
we could not burn wood that had been 
left in the bush in the form of fallen trees, 
branches and the like.

Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I do not think cows eat 

branches or the wood, but they certainly 
eat the weeds and the fuel that feeds the 
fires. Mr Leane may not understand this. 
I understand there are very few members 
of the Victorian Labor Party who get out 
into the bush. For them, it is all about 
North Fitzroy and Carlton. They do not 
worry about getting out into the bush and 
making sure that they know what they are 
talking about. That is not something the 
ALP is concerned about.

I have some respect for the Greens on 
this matter — —

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — I do! We know that this is 

their religion, the new green faith. They 
pray at the altar of this new green religion. 
I understand why they do not take notice 
of anybody; it is because they are very 
single-minded in their devotion. But what 
about the Labor Party? Why is it pushing 
this agenda? Sadly, I have to point out the 
cynicism of this: for Labor it is all about 
votes. Labor is doing this for the same 
reason it dumped the east–west link and 
the same reason it is doing a whole range 
of things. It is all about picking up a few 
votes to protect Daniel Andrews’s Socialist 
Left mates in the inner city suburbs of 
Melbourne.

That is the bottom line. Labor members 
do not care about anything else. At the 
time of the last election all they were 



FEBRUARY TO JUNE 2015FINN IN 
THE HOUSE 21

we must also protect those animals that 
would fall victim to attacks by dogs that 
are quite often out of control.

One of the things that crosses my mind 
from time to time when I am taking Bobbi 
for a walk is what I would do if a dog came 
from nowhere and attacked her, because I 
know that Bobbi would be in no position 
to defend herself. She is in fact scared of 
the cats.

Ms Shing — Everybody is scared of the 
cats, Mr Finn.

Mr FINN — She is. She is scared of the 
cats. She is not so much scared of the big 
cat, but she is very scared of the little cat, 
who I think is possibly related to Osama 
bin Laden — I am not sure about that, but 
I have a feeling. I have often wondered 
what I would do if a dog were to come 
from nowhere and attack Bobbi. We have 
heard stories about people who have been 
taking their dog for a walk and the dog has 
been attacked by a dog who has just come 
out of the blue and who has killed their 
dog. Some of these dogs have jaws that 
just cannot be prised open. Once the jaw 
latches on to whatever the dog wants to 
latch onto, the other dog is history; there is 
nothing much anybody can do.

It is with that in mind that I speak on 
this bill today. Whilst there is certainly 
a human element to this — and I will 
speak about that in a moment — I am also 
concerned about the welfare of animals, 
who would in fact be far more likely to be 
attacked by these wild dogs, if you want to 
call them that.

I am sure we all remember that some 
years back in St Albans a little four-year-
old girl, Ayen Chol, was killed in her 
kitchen as she begged her mother for 
help. A dog had latched onto her and 
killed her. My very great concern — and 
I have said this in the Parliament before 
— is that if a little child sitting at home 
watching the television can be attacked 
by a dog who has wandered in off the 
street, then we have a problem that needs 
to be tackled. Maybe this legislation is 
a good way of tackling that and maybe 
it is not. I welcome the parliamentary 
inquiry, a motion for which we will be 
debating tomorrow, and I sincerely hope 
the proposed motion gets up. I will not 
go any further down that track; I might 
be debating that motion tomorrow. I do, 
however, think it is important that we 
as a Parliament and as a society get our 
priorities right. Whilst it is important that 
pets are protected, it is also important 
that they not be allowed to attack other 
pets and that they not be allowed to attack 
human beings. They most certainly should 
not be allowed to cause physical damage 
and indeed death as we saw in the case of 
Ayen Chol.

I am very hopeful this bill will go some 
way to solving the dilemma we have. I 
reiterate that I can understand why some 
people get so very upset about legislation 
of this nature; I can fully understand 
why they do. We have to have legislation 
such as this, however. We have to have 
protection for those who, quite frankly, 
would not otherwise be able to protect 
themselves. That is something that as 
legislators we should have very much at 
the forefront of our minds at all times. As 
I say, the opposition will not be opposing 

concerned with was saving Ms Garrett 
in the Assembly electorate of Brunswick, 
which they did, and saving Ms Kanis in the 
Assembly electorate of Melbourne, which, 
sadly for them, they did not — it was only 
a partially successful strategy for Labor. 
Nobody should believe that the Labor 
Party takes this sort of stuff seriously. For 
Labor members this is all about political 
expediency, picking up votes and fighting 
off the Greens in the inner city. Nothing 
could be further from the high country 
and nothing could be further from the 
bush than where their minds are when 
these matters are raised and discussed.

The tragedy is that as a result of the 
green religion and Labor’s cynical, vote-
grabbing nature, we have a situation 
where the Greens and Labor, in some sort 
of warped coalition, are prepared to lock 
up the bush and let it burn, and that is 
exactly what will happen. If you lock up 
the bush and let the fuel loads grow, what 
will happen when the fires come? They 
will come. That is a matter of Australian 
history. When the fires do come they will 
burn like nothing else. We have seen that 
time and again.

I suggest to members opposite that 
they put aside their ideological and 
religious blinkers and think about putting 
people first. The Labor Party ran on that 
slogan at some point — Putting People 
First. This bill does not put people first. If 
Labor Party members say, ‘We have gone 
to an election and have been endorsed 
on a particular policy’, I will say to them 
that when they went to everybody in the 
electorate and said, ‘We are going to put 
people first’, they have let down those 
people with this bill.

I urge the house to use common sense, 
and I have some hope that common sense 
will prevail — I am an optimist from way 
back — and this bill will be defeated. I 
hope we will see, either now or in the not-
too-distant future, this tired and warped 
ideology put to one side so that decency 
and common sense can prevail.

COUNCIL | Second reading
5 May 2015

Domestic Animals 
Amendment Bill 
2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
rise to speak on the Domestic Animals 
Amendment Bill 2015. I say from the 
outset that the opposition does not 
oppose the bill. I also say from the 
outset that I am a dog lover. I have my 
Bobbidog at home, and I am very fond 
of my Bobbidog. She is a very good dog. 
She is a puglia, and she is a beautiful 
dog. Anybody who would seek to hurt 
my Bobbidog would cop my wrath in a 
very severe way, so I can fully understand 
why people get upset when legislators, 
councillors, rangers or whoever make an 
announcement that a person’s dog has to 
be put down. I can relate to that in a very 
personal way. The bottom line is that our 
responsibility is to protect all. We must 
protect human beings, of course, but 

this bill. I hope it achieves what it sets out 
to achieve, and I look forward to debating 
tomorrow a motion on a reference to a 
joint parliamentary committee on this 
matter. Hopefully that committee will be 
able to come up with some even more 
real solutions to a very real and worrying 
problem.

COUNCIL | Second reading
5 May 2015

Jury Directions Bill 
2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 
This is a particularly important bill, and 
it is perhaps appropriate that it is a jury 
directions bill, given that this bill itself 
represents an act of theft by the Labor 
Party; it is a piece of legislation that was 
put forward by the previous government. 
There is a degree of appropriateness, as I 
say, in the fact that this is a jury directions 
bill.

At the outset I must commend the 
former Attorney-General, Robert Clark, 
the member for Box Hill in the Assembly, 
for the great work he did over four 
years. In my view he was an outstanding 
Attorney-General who worked tirelessly 
to strengthen the integrity of the justice 
system in Victoria after it had been 
undermined for 11 years by the previous 
Attorney-General. One of the great 
disappointments for us on this side of the 
house in not being in government is the 
fact that Robert Clark will not be able to 
continue his work of strengthening the 
justice system and really putting faith back 
in where there is little.

What I want to mention tonight — and 
I do not want to go through all the details 
of the bill, as others have — is the lack 
of public confidence in the legal system. 
I have said — I have probably said it 
100 times and I would love a dollar for 
every time I have said it — that what we 
need in this state more than anything 
else is a justice system and not a legal 
system. Far too often people see the 
wigs, see the judges and see the lawyers 
charging through the nose. People are 
so far removed from justice and from 
what should be a justice system that it is 
not funny. I am therefore very hopeful 
that this bill will go some way towards 
restoring people’s faith in a system that we 
should all have faith in. We should all feel 
that each and every one of us, whoever 
we are, whatever our background and 
wherever we are from, should all have 
equality before the law, and we should all 
feel we will get a fair go if we are ever in a 
situation where we are before the beak, as 
they used to say in the old days.

I would sincerely hope this legislation 
— as I said, I think it is very good 
legislation, largely put together by the 
previous government — goes some way 
toward returning the faith of Victorians, 
the people in the suburbs, the people 
in country towns, the people on the 
farms, wherever they may be. I think 
there are far too many who look upon 
the legal system and just shake their 
heads. We can point the finger to a 
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that those children get a fair go whilst they 
are receiving their education.

COUNCIL | Parl’tary committees
6 May 2015

References
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern 

Metropolitan) — I move:

That pursuant to section 33 of the 
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 this 
house requires the following matters 
to be referred to the joint investigatory 
committee specified —

(1) to the Environment, Natural 
Resources and Regional Development 
Committee to inquire into, consider 
and report, no later than 31 March 2016, 
on the sustainability and operational 
challenges of Victoria’s rural and 
regional councils, including but not 
limited to the following —

(a) local government funding and 
budgetary pressures;

(b) fairness, equity and adequacy of 
rating systems;

(c) impact of rate-capping policies;

(d) capacity for rural and regional 
councils to meet responsibilities for 
flood planning and preparation, and 
maintenance of flood mitigation 
infrastructure;

(e) maintenance of local road and 
bridge networks; and

(f) weed and pest animal control; and

(2) to the Family and Community 
Development Committee to inquire 
into, consider and report, no later than 
31 May 2016, on services for people with 
autism spectrum disorder in Victoria, 
including but not limited to —

(a) the prevalence of autism spectrum 
disorder in Victoria;

(b) the availability and adequacy 
of services provided by the 
commonwealth, state and local 
governments across health, education, 
disability, housing, sport and 
employment services;

(c) the adequacy of services to be 
provided under the national disability 
insurance scheme (NDIS);

(d) evidence of the social and 
economic cost of failing to provide 
adequate services; and

(e) the projected demand for services 
in Victoria.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It 
gives me enormous pleasure to speak on 
the motion moved by Ms Wooldridge, and 
I commend her for her proactive nature 
in putting this matter forward. My friend 
and colleague Mr Ramsay has fulsomely 
discussed the first part of the motion — 
the reference to the Environment, Natural 
Resources and Regional Development 
Committee — and I commend him on the 
words and the work that he has put into 
these areas over a long time. I am sure that 
he will take a great deal of interest in this 
particular inquiry, if the motion is passed 
today.

degree at the judiciary, because there 
have been some extraordinary decisions 
in recent years that have brought the 
system into disrepute, and that has 
impacted enormously on people’s ability 
to have faith in the system. It is a very 
sad reflection on our legal system that 
people do not feel it delivers the justice 
we all desire and that it does not fulfil 
community expectations for appropriate 
justice.

I will not speak any further on this 
bill, other than to say I am very happy 
to support it and that I sincerely hope 
the new government continues Robert 
Clark’s work to bring the people back to 
supporting the justice system. Without 
that support the legal system is somewhat 
hollow and is not doing the job we all 
rightly expect it to do. I am hopeful rather 
than confident that the government will 
take up this work.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
5 May 2015

Autism-specific 
and special schools

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— I raise a matter this evening for the 
attention of the Minister for Education. I 
am currently in the process of visiting a 
number of schools and groups throughout 
the state that cater for children with 
autism. As part of that process I have been 
privileged and honoured to meet with 
parents and teachers who have shared 
with me their life stories, some of the 
problems and difficulties they have faced 
and some of the hopes and aspirations 
they have for their children and families.

As we know, some children will only 
ever be able to attend special schools, or 
autism-specific schools in other cases, but 
there is a growing push for their inclusion 
in mainstream schools. In recent times I 
have heard some horror stories of children 
being treated by teachers who know 
nothing about how to handle children 
with special needs in ways that we would 
not expect children to be treated.

I was very pleased when I was at Mill 
Park last Friday to speak with a group 
there who reminded me that the Minister 
for Education had made a promise prior to 
the last election, when in opposition, that 
he would require all teachers in Victorian 
schools to have training in special 
education. I wonder how practical this is, 
but I think it will be a very positive move 
if it can be done. It has to be said that 
some of those parents expressed a degree 
of cynicism about whether this promise 
would be fulfilled, but again I hope that it 
will be.

I ask the minister to get on with 
implementing this promise. Life is difficult 
enough for these families without them 
being let down by the government, so I ask 
the minister to get on with implementing 
the promise he made and ensure that 
every teacher in every Victorian school is 
qualified as a special education teacher, 
which will go at least part of the way 
towards ensuring that they know how to 
handle children with special needs and 

I specifically want to speak to the 
proposed referral to the Family and 
Community Development Committee, 
which is to inquire into, consider and 
report on services for people with autism 
spectrum disorder (ASD) in Victoria. I 
stand here as the shadow parliamentary 
secretary for autism spectrum disorder, 
and I understand I am the first person 
to hold such a role, it being the first time 
any political party in this country has 
given autism its own portfolio area. I 
commend and congratulate Matthew 
Guy, the Leader of the Opposition in the 
other place — who some are suggesting is 
the Premier in waiting — on the foresight 
he has shown by giving autism its own 
portfolio area. It is well deserved. This area 
needs a great deal of emphasis because 
very few of us know much about it, and 
that fact needs to change.

I will go through the motion point by 
point. Firstly, we need to inquire into the 
prevalence of autism spectrum disorder 
in Victoria. We know that there has 
been a significant increase in ASD over 
recent years. There is a debate going on 
as to whether there is an increase in the 
prevalence of the disorder or whether 
we are able to diagnose it better today. 
There is a suggestion that ASD has always 
been with us in significant numbers in 
the population and that only now are we 
in a position to diagnose children — it is 
usually children — with ASD.

In years gone by many people may 
have been institutionalised — may have 
been banished from society, basically 
— because of ASD, and we did not know 
what it was. This is something we really 
have to have a very good, hard look at 
— whether ASD has always been with 
us at significant rates or indeed whether 
this is a new phenomenon. If it is a new 
phenomenon, we have to work out why. 
We hear some of the hysterical people 
talking about vaccinations causing autism; 
there is hysteria surrounding that. We hear 
all sorts of interesting propositions as to 
why ASD is so prominent in modern life, 
but I think we have to work out if that is 
the case. If it is the case, yes, let us work 
out why it is happening, I believe this 
committee will be in a very good position 
to have a good, hard look at that particular 
issue.

Paragraph (2)(b) of the motion refers 
to the availability and adequacy of the 
services provided by the commonwealth, 
state and local governments across 
health, education, disability, housing, 
sport and employment services. That 
is an extraordinarily important part of 
the motion, because with regard to each 
and every one of those matters there is 
a great deal of confusion, particularly 
in the bureaucracy. Just speaking about 
education for a moment, I note that in 
the Victorian education department a 
lot of the bureaucrats have decided it 
is all just a bit too hard. They like to put 
people into boxes. They like to categorise 
people, using a one-size-fits-all approach. 
With autism, one size never fits all. The 
fact that we are talking about a spectrum 
means we have to be flexible: we have 
to be able to change and shift our views 
on each individual. We cannot continue 
with the attitude that one size fits all, 
and this inquiry will hopefully go some 
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a good, hard look at, and this committee 
will clearly be able to do that.

Paragraph (2)(d) of the motion refers to 
evidence of the social and economic cost 
of failing to provide adequate services. 
This is perhaps a hidden cost of autism 
that many do not think about. The impact 
on families in particular can be quite 
horrendous and horrific.

I know many families that have broken 
down because of a child or indeed 
children with autism. It is very difficult 
when autism dominates a family, and it is 
very easy to allow that to happen — in fact 
it is damn hard to stop it sometimes. It is 
such an all-conquering condition that it 
hits everybody surrounding it very hard. 
I am not just talking about the immediate 
family but also, for instance, grandparents, 
who may be in denial or who may blame 
their children as the parents of the child 
with autism for the condition. They may 
say, ‘In our family we would never have 
autism. There must be something wrong 
with you’. That is the way some people 
think and that is part of what has to be 
addressed. The impact on families, as I 
say, can be quite horrendous, and I am 
very pleased that this motion proposes we 
take that into consideration by way of this 
referral.

The projected demand for services in 
Victoria is also very important. Whilst 
none of us has a crystal ball, there is a 
trend by which we can project what will be 
needed down the track and what we will 
have to provide in terms of a whole range 
of services for people with ASD and their 
families — particularly if we establish in 
the first instance that autism spectrum 
disorder is in fact on the rise rather than 
a historical thing that we are only now 
recognising.

I commend Ms Wooldridge for 
this motion. It is an opportunity we 
should not waste. It is an opportunity 
that I, as a member of the Family and 
Community Development Committee, 
relish — an opportunity that we should 
all embrace. I could be wrong, but it is 
my understanding that not too many 
parliaments have held investigations of 
this nature. If it is done properly, this is 
something we can lead the world on. I 
urge the house to take my few words into 
consideration. I ask members to support 
this motion, and I look forward to the 
opportunity to tackle this issue head on 
for the betterment of so many Victorians. 
If we can do that, we will have done our 
state and our country a great service.

COUNCIL | Questions without notice
6 May 2015

Melbourne Metro 
rail project

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— My question is to the Leader of the 
Government, and I ask: will the Andrews 
government rule out any increases to the 
cost of train and tram fares, CBD parking, 
rating on properties, road toll premiums 
or other taxes, charges or fees to pay for 
the missing $9.5 billion Melbourne Metro 
rail tunnel budget black hole?

considerable way towards establishing 
that fact and perhaps even establishing 
which direction we will take on this and 
how we will deal with it.

A few moments ago Dr Carling-Jenkins 
mentioned that a number of people 
with autism have multiple disabilities. 
Being in that situation is a nightmare for 
parents, a nightmare for carers and often 
a nightmare for schools and healthcare 
providers as well. That is something 
that governments, the bureaucracy and 
politicians have not taken into account, 
and it is something they should and must 
take into account. It is something I believe 
and sincerely hope this committee will 
be able to take on with enthusiasm and 
vigour.

An area that has been largely and sadly 
ignored is employment. This is something 
that has just been swept under the 
carpet. We talk about early intervention, 
and of course that is very important — 
early intervention is probably the most 
important thing of all; if we get children 
with autism early enough, we can perform 
close to miracles with them — but one 
area that has been ignored is employment.

It concerns me that when a child with 
autism gets to 18 years of age they are 
just turfed into the street. There is no 
great desire to assist them. You have 
to remember that a lot of these people 
with autism — I would say most of them 
— are in their own way brilliant. They 
have so much to contribute to society. 
Again, I note we have this one-size-fits-
all philosophy. In my view what we must 
do — and I will certainly be saying this 
to the committee — is to find out what 
these people excel at and to make the 
most of that. We owe it to them, and we 
owe it to us. These people can make a real 
contribution, a strong contribution and in 
some cases a monumental contribution 
to society.

Mr Drum — Train them up.
Mr FINN — Train them up, but 

sometimes, Mr Drum, they do not even 
need training. Some of them are just so 
brilliant and so bright that they do not 
need training. You just need to put them 
on the right track, and they will do it all 
themselves. This is an issue, therefore, that 
I am very pleased will be addressed by this 
committee.

Paragraph (2)(c) of the motion refers to 
the national disability insurance scheme 
(NDIS), which is a big question mark, is it 
not? We know there is a desire on all sides 
for the NDIS to happen, but we also know 
it is a fair way off. We also know it is a very 
expensive exercise, and at the moment the 
commonwealth is in no position to spend 
the sort of funds that an NDIS, properly 
funded, would need. The point that Dr 
Carling-Jenkins made is a very good one. 
She said we need to provide services for 
people with autism until such time as the 
NDIS comes in. I reckon the NDIS will not 
come in for another couple of decades — 
that is my personal view — and we need to 
prepare for that time. We cannot be going 
into this saying, ‘The NDIS will look after 
that in a couple of years’, because it will 
not. I do not think that is a realistic time 
frame at all. That is something we really 
need to have a good, hard think about and 

Supplementary question

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
thank the minister for his answer, and I 
hear what he has to say. I also heard the 
Premier on Monday rule out increases to 
any of these charges, while at the same 
time I heard the Treasurer say on 3AW 
radio that they would all be considered. 
Who is correct, the Premier or the 
Treasurer?

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
6 May 2015

Airport rail link
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 

wish to ask a constituency question of the 
Minister for Public Transport. The traffic 
gridlock outside Tullamarine airport 
grows worse every day. Caught up in the 
freeway mayhem are airport employees, 
passing locals, the Melbourne SkyBus 
and an array of taxis and hire vehicles 
carrying thousands of Melbourne visitors 
as they try to enter the airport. It is an 
embarrassment to Melbourne and a major 
black mark against the reputation of our 
international airport. A rail link would 
clearly ease the problem. Will the minister 
reconsider the government’s decision not 
to build an airport rail link to Tullamarine?

COUNCIL
6 May 2015

Government 
performance

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
said yesterday in my members statement 
to this house that this government is 
Monty Pythonesque. If anybody were 
to doubt that, they need look no further 
than the gentleman sitting on the front 
bench by himself, Mr Leane, who has just 
put in one of the more arrogant and, let 
us say, John Cleese-like performances — 
something straight out of Fawlty Towers. If 
ever the Electrical Trades Union decided 
Mr Leane was no longer worthy of being 
in this house, he would go well in a British 
sitcom. He is already in an Australian 
sitcom, and he is proving himself very 
worthy of that. What we just saw then was 
the sort of arrogance that we have come to 
expect from this government — —

Mr Rich-Phillips — Acting President, 
I draw your attention to the state of the 
house and the lack of a minister in the 
chamber.

Quorum formed.
Mr FINN — It is my very great 

pleasure to speak on this motion. As 
I said before I was brought back into 
line, we are very pleased to put this 
motion forward not because we feel 
any joy about what is happening to this 
state but because it is our opportunity 
— and I think an opportunity for many 
members of this Parliament — to speak 
for our constituents and for many other 
Victorians across the state who are looking 
to what is going on in Spring Street and 
saying, ‘What is going on up there?’. They 
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of the world. This will be something 
that people will travel to; I think it could 
become quite a tourist attraction. People 
will travel from around the world to take a 
look at this enormous T-intersection and 
the traffic problems it will cause as a result 
of this project that Labor is apparently 
proposing.

I thought — members should feel free to 
help me — that the Premier, when Leader 
of the Opposition, said before the election 
that he had a project called the West Gate 
distributor, which is very different to the 
western distributor, and this West Gate 
distributor was shovel ready. I reckon I 
know what Daniel Andrews was shovelling 
when he said that, and it is not smelling 
too sweet now. This is a bloke who told 
us that he was ready to go; he was shovel 
ready with his brand spanking new West 
Gate distributor. Of course when Labor 
was elected and we asked questions 
about this, he knew nothing about it. 
He could not answer any questions; he 
did not know anything about it. It is now 
clear to all and sundry that there were 
no plans for a West Gate distributor. This 
was something he had cobbled together 
to try to cover up for his negligence in 
unilaterally scrapping the east–west link 
— —

Mr Ramsay — $680 million.
Mr FINN — $680 million indeed — we 

will get to that in a minute, Mr Ramsay. 
But you have to remember when we talk 
about arrogance, when we talk about 
people taking it upon themselves, thinking 
that they know all, that here is a man in 
Daniel Andrews who single-handedly 
and unilaterally announced without 
consulting anyone — it is no wonder that 
he does not consult with his Treasurer; he 
does not even consult with his cabinet or 
his shadow cabinet — that if Labor was 
elected, he would scrap the east–west link.

I have to say — and I know this to be 
true — that this absolutely staggered a 
number of his colleagues. For starters, 
they were not expecting it. But they knew, 
and they know still, that the east–west link 
is a vitally important road for the future 
not just for Melbourne but for Victoria. 
This is a road that would bring great 
benefits not just to the eastern suburbs 
and the western suburbs of Melbourne 
but also to country Victoria. It would bring 
enormous benefits to Gippsland. It would 
bring enormous benefits to Geelong. 
It would bring enormous benefits to 
Ballarat, right through the Western District 
down through Colac. During the summer 
it would bring great benefits to those who 
wish to access the beaches on the Surf 
Coast, as I have been known to do myself 
from time to time.

But this bloke, Daniel Andrews, now 
the Premier of this state, just got up one 
morning it seems and declared that as far 
as he was concerned the east–west link — 
the biggest project that Victoria had ever 
seen or was ever going to see, the most 
important project on anybody’s agenda 
at this time — was gone. If he became 
Premier, it was gone.

Guess what? He did become Premier, 
and much to everybody’s surprise, he 
actually scrapped it. Can you believe it? 
I know a lot of Labor voters who said to 
me prior to the election, when I raised 

are asking themselves, ‘What is going on 
up there?’. They are looking at our Premier 
and our Treasurer and they are saying, ‘Do 
they actually speak, I wonder? Do they 
actually sit down at any time and share 
any intelligence?’. Intelligence — probably 
not. It might be a stretch to use the word 
‘intelligence’ in the same sentence as ‘the 
Premier and the Treasurer’. But people 
across Victoria are asking, ‘Do these 
people, the Premier and the Treasurer of 
our state, actually sit down and discuss 
what they are going to do?’.

This week alone we have seen on two 
occasions the Premier and the Treasurer 
at total odds on what I would describe as 
particularly important issues. On Monday 
we heard the Premier say that the previous 
government’s plan for its rail tunnel was 
totally obsolete and something the Labor 
government would not even consider: ‘It’s 
so out of date it’s not funny’. The Premier 
totally dismissed that plan in the arrogant 
way we have come to expect from him.

While the Premier was saying that on 
television, the Treasurer was on radio 
saying exactly the opposite. He said the 
government was preparing to update 
the plan put forward by the previous 
government. So we had a situation where 
the Premier was totally dismissive of any 
suggestion that there would be an increase 
in charges and taxes and so forth to pay 
for the Melbourne Metro project, and we 
had his Treasurer — the man you would 
imagine would have some vague idea of 
the financial state of Victoria — saying 
totally the opposite. That left Victorians 
shaking their heads and wondering 
exactly what is going on at 1 Treasury 
Place, and I think for very good reason.

Then once again on Monday we had the 
Treasurer come out and say that the new 
Labor government would be adopting the 
previous government’s wages policy of 
2.5 per cent. I thought to myself, ‘That’s 
going to be a big shock to the fireys and 
the ambos who did so much to get this 
government elected’. It came as a surprise 
to me too, I must say. What came as an 
even greater surprise to me was that 
today the Premier came out and totally 
dismissed this, saying, ‘No, 2.5 per cent 
is just not enough’. So here we have, on 
an issue that has the capacity to blow the 
budget completely out the window, from 
Portland to Lakes Entrance, right across 
the state, the Premier and the Treasurer 
in total disagreement. Do these people 
actually speak to each other? Do they 
consult each other? Do they get together 
in the same room occasionally and discuss 
these matters? You have to wonder, 
because in the space of a week — in fact 
in the space of less than a week, and in 
budget week of all weeks — the Premier 
and Treasurer of this state have failed to 
agree on two vitally important issues that 
are crucial to the future of this state.

We saw floated last week — I say 
‘floated’ because to my understanding 
there has been no agreement by the 
government at this point — and leaked to 
the media by the government the prospect 
of a western distributor, as it called it. This 
is a toll road which will, as I understand 
it, take some traffic off the West Gate 
and deposit it somewhere around Etihad 
Stadium. As proposed, it will be the most 
expensive T-intersection in the history 

this issue of the east–west link with them, 
‘Don’t be stupid; he wouldn’t do that. He 
must know how important this is’. I am 
talking about people down at the footy in 
Werribee, people in Footscray, people in 
Deer Park and people in Sunbury, who 
said, ‘We’re going to vote Labor, but he’s 
not going to do it. Just calm down, will 
you? Just relax. He won’t scrap this; it’s far 
too important’.

Guess what? The Premier scrapped it. 
He spent hundreds of millions of dollars 
not to build a road. I have no objection 
if people spend hundreds of millions of 
dollars and at the end of the day have 
something very worthwhile. That is a good 
thing; it is an investment in our future. 
However, to spend up to $800 million to 
get nothing is insane. At the end of it what 
we have left is traffic gridlock morning and 
night and quite often during the day right 
across Melbourne, and we know what 
happens to our road network if just one 
accident occurs. A couple of trucks have 
a bit of a bingle on the West Gate Freeway 
and the next thing you know the whole 
network is closed down. Cars are banked 
back up the Calder Freeway, they are 
banked up the Monash Freeway and they 
are banked up the West Gate Freeway just 
because of one bingle. The Premier is very 
happy to let that continue.

We know every morning thousands of 
Victorians are caught in the traffic as they 
crawl to their place of work, whether it be 
from the east or from the west, whether 
they are going into the city or whether 
they are going to the east or to the west. 
They are caught in the traffic on the 
Monash Freeway, on the Eastern Freeway, 
on the Tullamarine Freeway, on the 
Calder Freeway, on the West Gate Freeway 
and on the Princes Freeway. We know just 
how horrific that traffic can be, and it is, 
but Premier Andrews is very happy to let 
that continue.

I say to the Premier of the state that 
he should be ashamed of himself. He 
should be somebody who has a sense of 
responsibility to the people of this state. 
Why did he do it? It had nothing to do 
with the need to build trains or railway 
tracks or anything like that. He scrapped 
the east–west link — he did this to the 
people of Victoria — because he wanted 
to save a handful of mates in the inner city 
who were under threat from the Greens. 
That is why he did it, and he could not 
even succeed in that, with Ms Kanis biting 
the dust in the Assembly electorate of 
Melbourne. He might have saved Dick 
Wynne, the member for Richmond in the 
Assembly, and he saved Ms Garrett, the 
member for Brunswick in the Assembly, 
but he could not save them all. However, 
he was very happy to sacrifice the people 
of Victoria and allow them to face a 
situation where they are stuck in traffic 
morning, noon and night — and on 
weekends too, I have to say.

I do not know if anybody has noticed, 
and it was interesting listening to the 3AW 
breakfast radio show, which has picked up 
on this as well, but the traffic on weekends 
— Saturday afternoons and so forth — is 
now just as bad as morning and afternoon 
peak hours, and I can vouch for that, as 
I often head into the general vicinity of 
the MCG on a weekend. The traffic from 
the west is absolutely shocking, but the 
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pre-poll booths right around Victoria. If 
you were in a marginal seat, you could 
expect Peter Marshall and his mates to 
come in and give you a hard time. In many 
instances it was a physical hard time; it 
was physical violence that we saw.

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — And against women, as Mr 

Ondarchie says. Given that Mr Marshall 
went out of his way in the manner that he 
did to get Daniel Andrews elected, I feel a 
bit sorry that he has been shafted. He may 
have to get together with Adam Bandt and 
they can compare experiences, because as 
we know, earlier this day Adam Bandt was 
shafted as well — by Richard Di Natale. 
And Sarah Hanson-Young was not so 
lucky and did not have a good day either. 
Anyway, enough on the Greens because 
that could keep us here for a couple of 
weeks. I understand Mr Barber is very 
pleased because they have kept it in the 
family.

There is no doubt that with the Socialist 
Left back in charge it is only a matter 
of time before we are all wearing polka 
dots again. I have to say that I am not 
particularly looking forward to that, 
because I remember when the polka 
dot princess was running the show, and 
Victoria was not a happy place. Those 
of you who can recall those years will 
remember the Melbourne international 
tram festival where the trams were banked 
up all the way down Bourke Street as far 
as the eye could see. They were there for 
weeks. Lou Di Gregorio was the union 
secretary at the time. I fear that it is only 
a matter of time before instead of a tram 
festival we will have the Melbourne 
international fire truck festival, because 
Mr Marshall will not take well to being 
treated in such a way by the government 
he got elected. He will not take well to 
that, so it is only a matter of time — and 
this will end in tears. Lovers tiffs are one 
thing, but this is going right over the top. 
You can see that this will come to blows. 
This is not going to be pretty at all.

The Premier went to some lengths to 
protect his mates — only mates in the 
Socialist Left, might I add; he was not 
particularly interested in Labor Unity. 
What are they now? They have had a 
factional realignment — —

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — Centre Unity. It sounds 

like a super fund. I was just about to ask 
the Acting President if he joined and how 
much he is kicking in a fortnight.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! Mr Finn should come back to 
the motion.

Mr FINN — It is interesting that despite 
all the effort the Premier went to to protect 
his Socialist Left mates in the inner 
city, one of the first things he did upon 
becoming Premier was to jump into bed 
with the Greens. That is something I have 
to say turns my stomach. But he happily 
did it. Yesterday we saw in this house one 
of the results of that most unfortunate 
cohabitation of Labor and the Greens. We 
saw it yesterday with the bill that came 
before the house to turf the cattle out of 
the high country. They are shacked up 
together, and not a pleasant shacking up 
it is, but I gather they are quite enjoying 

Premier does not care about that. He is 
very happy to let people spend hundreds 
of thousands of man and woman hours 
— you have to balance these things — in 
traffic. He does not care. He gives the 
people of Victoria the big finger, the 
middle digit, as they sit in traffic. We say, 
‘Isn’t he a great Premier?’, and the answer 
comes back, ‘No, he is not’.

There is the western distributor 
proposal that has been floated but not 
paid for, of course. Nothing is ever paid 
for; those opposite just talk about it. No 
jobs come from it, because of course 
that would mean you would have to put 
money in, and we do not have a lot of 
money, because we just spent up to $800 
million not to build a road. This western 
distributor is a joke. What it will do is 
replicate the mayhem we see on a daily 
basis over at Hoddle Street and Alexandra 
Parade at the end of the Eastern Freeway. 
What happens there every day is going 
to be replicated on the western side of 
Melbourne. Hey, what a brilliant Premier 
we have, a man who will spend all that 
money and put us in hock even further 
— making Transurban very rich, it has to 
be said. He will do that so that we in the 
west can enjoy the same traffic hassles 
they have in the east. How even-handed is 
that? It is just staggering.

When I say this is Monty Pythonesque, 
I am not joking. If you made a movie of 
the sort of carry-on we are seeing in this 
state right now, nobody would believe it. 
They would say it is too far-fetched. They 
would say this bloke was on drugs. They 
would say he is as high as a kite. Nobody 
in their right mind could come up with 
a script that includes Premier Andrews 
and his government, because it is just too 
extraordinary.

We know one thing, and that is that in 
Victoria under this Premier the Socialist 
Left is back in charge. It is only a matter of 
time — if it has not already happened — 
before John Setka from the Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union is 
given his own door. I remember back in 
the bad old days of the Kirner government 
when the Minister for Transport, Peter 
Spyker — some of you might remember 
him — had a special door into his office 
for the union leaders. They did not have to 
go through reception; they had a special 
door in the corridor, and they just went 
into his office whenever they liked.

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — I do not know much about 

the Melbourne Club. I cannot wait to see 
that happen. It is only a matter of time 
before there is the Setka door into the 
Premier’s office, if it has not already been 
installed. Then there is Peter Marshall. I 
have to feel a tad sorry for Peter Marshall, 
because I am a man who believes in 
justice and in fairness, and Peter Marshall 
went out of his way. Let us face facts: 
he did some appalling things in the 
campaign to get this government elected. 
He sacrificed the image of the fireys and 
he led some pretty gross acts of thuggery, 
it has to be said, on polling booths and 
surrounds.

Mr Ramsay — Intimidation.
Mr FINN — Intimidation was the order 

of the day; Mr Ramsay is absolutely right. 
That was done at polling booths and 

it. They are doing to each other what he is 
doing to Victoria.

What we should be aware of is that the 
legislation that went through this house 
yesterday was a direct result of the coming 
together of the Greens and the Labor Party 
on so many areas. We should get ready for 
this because we are going to see a lot more 
of it. We are going to see the green nutbags 
running all sorts of things in this state as 
a result of the coupling of the Greens and 
the Labor Party. I have to say to my two 
friends from the Shooters and Fishers 
Party over there in the corner that they 
should be very aware of the agenda the 
Labor-Greens coalition has for them and 
their pastimes. They should be very much 
aware of that. There are a lot of shooters 
and hunters out in the western suburbs.

Mr Ramsay — And fishers.
Mr FINN — And fishers, my word there 

are, out in the western suburbs, do not 
worry about that. They will fish anything. 
If you put a bucket of water down in the 
Footscray mall, there will be blokes there 
with a fishing rod. My colleagues from the 
Shooters and Fishers Party should be very 
aware that they are coming for them.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! Through the Chair, Mr Finn!

Mr FINN — I apologise, Acting 
President; I hope they are not coming 
for you. You are a good man, and I would 
hate to see that happen. They are certainly 
coming for the pastimes of shooting and 
fishing — for the recreations that people 
have enjoyed for many years. The Greens 
and the Labor Party have a clear agenda, 
and that will show its ugly face in this 
place and across Victoria before very long. 
You can put your bottom dollar on that. 
We are now back to the tired, old hoary 
chestnut of climate change and global 
warming.

Mr Ramsay — Sandbagging.
Mr FINN — Sandbagging, indeed, as 

they call it now. In this unholy alliance 
of the Labor Party and the Greens one 
leads the other on. What we are in for 
over the next three and a half years is 
not something that I am particularly 
looking forward to, given that in the six 
months of this coalition government the 
damage that has already been done is 
pretty significant. Sadly, it will continue 
until 2018. Those of us who have a word 
with the bloke upstairs from time to time 
should give thanks for the fact that we 
have somebody of the calibre of Matthew 
Guy as the Leader of the Opposition in 
this state. Mark my words, and I have no 
fear of being repudiated on this, when I 
say to this house that Matthew Guy will be 
an outstanding Premier of Victoria.

He will be an outstanding leader of this 
state. Quite frankly, we are going to need 
him and his team and all the skills they 
can muster to put this state back together 
when this mob has finished, because 
I have a feeling — I may have said this 
before — that give it another 12 months 
— —

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — I will let you know. Give it 

another 12 months of this crowd with a 
Treasurer and Premier who do not speak 
to each other and Martin Foley telling 
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relatively young people forced to live in 
aged-care facilities. The email reads as 
follows:

My friend Kathy is only 54, currently 
in …

such and such a nursing home —

in Newport. Kathy has MS and is 
high care. For the past seven months, 
she has been totally isolated in a room 
with only a TV to keep her company. 
With the help of Elders Rights, we now 
have a cordless phone for her, carers to 
take her out, and her kitchen dresser 
in the room. Seemingly small requests 
but extremely difficult to achieve, and 
there is still a long way to go to help 
this lady get some kind of normality, 
independence and freedom back 
into her life. She needs quality of life, 
not just existence, and this is just not 
happening.

I cannot begin to imagine how this lady 
must feel in this particular situation, but 
she is not the only one. There are even 
younger people also in that situation. I 
was quite pleased to see that somebody 
regards 54 as young, but I am aware of 
people in their 20s who are in a similar 
situation and who, due to injury or a 
debilitating disease, have been forced into 
living in an aged-care facility. There may 
well be a situation where a 21-year-old or 
a 22-year old is living with 90-year-olds 
and 95-year-olds, and that has an effect 
on their mental state and on how their 
recovery progresses.

I know it is nothing new — this has been 
going on for quite some time — but it is 
time that as a society, as a government 
and as a Parliament we do something 
about it. I ask the minister to investigate 
the depth of this problem in our aged-
care facilities and that, having established 
the problem, she then set up a task force 
or some sort of inquiry to find a solution 
so that people can live with dignity and 
honour in a situation that is not like the 
one I have described.

COUNCIL
7 May 2015

Reference: 
Standing 
Committee on 
Legal and Social 
Issues

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — As I 
said in speaking on Ms Hartland’s motion 
a few weeks ago, I support an inquiry into 
end-of-life matters. I support an inquiry 
which will shine a light into areas that to 
this point have been largely in darkness. 
I support an inquiry which will bring 
understanding into an area which has 
been to this point oblique, to say the very 
least. I do not support people lingering in 
agony.

I think it is safe to say we all have a 
vested interest in this debate. Every single 

people to bite each other — there are all 
sorts of strange things going on in the 
other house today, I gather — —

Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — He is not very pleasant at 

the best of times.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — It was to Mr Southwick, was 

it?
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Foley is not a very nice 

person.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 

— Order!
Mr FINN — I apologise, Acting 

President — I just got a bit carried away. I 
will try to not do that again.

We should be aware that there is hope 
that better times are ahead after 2018. 
What I was about to say before I got a bit 
off track is that in less than 12 months 
we will look back on the Kirner Labor 
government as the good old days. We 
will look back on the Kirner government 
as a time when we had good economic 
management and we did not have any 
surprises in government. We will look 
back at the Kirner government and say, 
‘God, that is when Labor knew how to 
govern — look what we’ve got now!’. It 
is sad to think of what is coming, but we 
know what is coming because we know 
what has transpired. Leopards do not 
change their spots — or stripes for that 
matter. What we are seeing is a major 
assault on Victoria led by the Premier and 
the government of this state.

I support the motion. I wish we had 
not needed to move it, but we did. I think 
it is important that we point out to the 
people of Victoria that we in the coalition 
parties are on their side. We are on their 
side and we will continue to take their side 
as Victoria is belted from pillar to post 
over the next three and a half years by a 
government that quite frankly is not up to 
it, does not have a clue about what is going 
on and is driven purely by an ideology 
that died years ago. The only place you 
could find a communist these days is in 
the Victorian ALP — and the Greens of 
course but they call themselves something 
else — —

Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — Lee Rhiannon, God help 

us. We on this side of the house must 
prepare ourselves over the next three and 
a half years for what is ahead, but most 
importantly we must prepare ourselves 
for what comes post 2018 when we will be 
called upon by the Victorian people to put 
this state back together again.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
6 May 2015

Supported 
accommodation

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
raise a matter for the minister responsible 
for community services regarding an 
email I received from a constituent 
that tore at my heartstrings. The matter 
concerns the plight of young people and 

one of us will be departing this planet at 
some stage or another, and we all have 
an interest in ensuring that that can be 
done in the best way possible. It is my very 
strong view that everybody is entitled to 
have a dignified death — everybody. That 
does not mean that I believe bumping 
people off is dignified; I am not a big fan 
of euthanasia, but this debate is not about 
euthanasia. This debate is about how we 
examine the euthanasia issue and other 
end-of-life issues such as palliative care. 
That is why I very strongly support an 
inquiry. However — a very dangerous 
word, I know — I cannot support this 
motion, because I believe this motion is 
directing this inquiry to the wrong place.

What we need to do with this inquiry 
more than anything else is to do it 
properly. I am sure Ms Hartland would 
agree that we need to do it properly. I 
find myself in the extraordinary position 
— it is not necessarily that extraordinary 
— where Ms Patten and I are as one, 
because I very strongly support passing 
this reference to a joint parliamentary 
committee. I believe a joint parliamentary 
committee has the capacity to examine 
this reference properly.

We heard from the Leader of the 
Government about — I am not sure 
exactly what he said, but it was something 
about resources. I do not dislike the 
Leader of the Government, as much as 
that may be a career killer for him, and 
I am loath to say I distrust him, but I am 
very wary of any politician who stands 
up and says, ‘Trust me. I’m here to help’. 
From what I gather, Mr Jennings has 
attempted to do that this morning. If 
he had come in here and said, ‘This is 
what the government is going to give this 
upper house committee to enable the 
investigation to go ahead in a proper and 
fulsome manner’, then I would be far more 
open to supporting this motion, but he 
did not do that. He said, ‘I’m going to try 
and I’ll get back to you’. Until such time 
as he gets back to us, I will not support 
this motion, because I believe this matter 
should be considered by a committee with 
the capacity, the resources and the people 
needed to give it the level of importance it 
should have.

Is there anything more important this 
Parliament can consider? This is not a 
question of tax policy or which road to 
build; this is about who lives and who 
dies. If we get it wrong, people who do 
not want to die will die. We have seen that 
happen overseas. We need to get this right. 
We need a joint parliamentary committee 
to examine this matter. The upper 
house committee system — we have all 
experienced it over the past four years — 
is not up to the task. It does not have the 
capacity to do this job. If we want people 
to die with dignity, if we want people to 
have choice in their treatment at the end 
of their lives, we need to do this properly. 
If we do this in a half-cocked manner, 
any recommendation of the upper house 
committee will be suspect. People will 
be able to say, ‘The inquiry was not as 
fulsome as it could have been. If you were 
fair dinkum about this, you would have 
sent it to a parliamentary committee’.
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seriously on a matter which could not 
possibly be more serious. I ask members 
to support this amendment. If the 
amendment is defeated, I will be voting 
against the motion.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
7 May 2015

Werribee level 
crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is directed to the 
Minister for Public Transport. The Cherry 
Street level crossing in Werribee has been 
the bane of many locals for a very long 
time. A series of local MPs, including 
the current Treasurer, have failed to 
gain funding to resolve the problem that 
involves interstate and regional train lines, 
a number of roads that come together 
near the crossing and the Werribee River. 
Feelings in Werribee about the need to 
resolve this level crossing issue are very 
strong. Will the minister make it clear 
when the work on removing this crossing 
will begin?

COUNCIL | Adjournment
7 May 2015

Hobsons Bay 
community 
workshop

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
raise a matter for the attention of the 
Minister for Local Government, and it 
concerns some difficulties the Hobsons 
Bay City Council has found itself in with 
regard to the Hobsons Bay community 
workshop. That particular building is 
closed until July while urgent works are 
carried out. The building houses the 
Hobsons Bay Men’s Shed, the Altona City 
Theatre group, the Altona camera group 
and the Williamstown Musical Theatre 
Company. Although the building is owned 
by the state government, Hobsons Bay 
ratepayers will have to foot the bill of 
$514 000 — over half a million dollars. It is 
quite an extraordinary sum of money.

The council infrastructure and city 
services director, Sherry Clarke, has 
said that because the building serves a 
significant community need, the works 
are necessary to ensure that it complies 
with state regulations. She also said that 
the state government told the council 
that it would not help pay for the work, 
which seems to me to be a pretty rough 
deal for the council. It is expected to 
bring this building up to a standard to 
satisfy state regulations. The building is 
owned by the state government, but the 
state government will not contribute to 
the upkeep of or improvements to this 
building. Hobsons Bay City Council 
can feel justifiably aggrieved at having 
received the rough end of the pineapple in 
this situation.

On that basis I will move an amendment 
to this motion. I move:

That the words ‘sessional order 6 this 
house requires the legal and social 
issues committee’ be omitted with the 
view of inserting in their place ‘section 
33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act 
2003 this house requires the Family and 
Community Development Committee’.

This amendment opposes passing 
this matter to the upper house Standing 
Committee on Legal and Social Issues. 
As I say, I do not believe it has the 
capacity to conduct this inquiry, which 
is not a reflection on the members of the 
committee. This is a huge reference and 
an extraordinarily important one. It needs 
a committee which is fully resourced 
and has the capacity and the gravitas to 
handle this properly. As I say, I am fully 
supportive of the position Ms Patten put to 
this house just a few weeks ago.

Lives will be in the balance if we 
legislate on this matter, and I think there 
will be an attempt to do that at some 
stage. I believe we will have a debate on 
euthanasia in this Parliament before too 
long, and I am ready for that, but I will 
be more ready for it after this committee 
concludes its deliberations. Having heard 
the contribution of Dr Carling-Jenkins, she 
is absolutely spot-on in saying that the end 
of March next year seems a bit too soon. 
This is a major reference — they do not 
get much bigger than this — and it would 
be wrong to rush it, probably in much the 
same way as the government has tried to 
rush this motion through this week, which 
I do not greatly appreciate. I think it is an 
indication that the government has not 
given this the degree of thought it should 
have. We need to reconsider the end date, 
but the members of the committee can 
consider that when the time comes. I am 
sure come March next year the committee 
will be requesting an extension, and we 
certainly should be able to grant that.

I commend the amendment to the 
house. I repeat that we must do this 
properly. This cannot be done in a 
half-hearted manner or in a way that is 
not properly supported or resourced by 
this Parliament. While I agree that it is a 
matter that must be examined, if it cannot 
be examined properly, it should not be 
examined at all; we should put it off until 
such time as we can examine it properly. 
Maybe Mr Jennings will come in here in 
a few weeks time and say, ‘I have spoken 
to the Treasurer’ — or the Premier or 
whoever Mr Jennings speaks to, perhaps 
both — ‘and I have found the resources 
for this committee’. At that point I would 
be very open to this motion. But until 
such time as Mr Jennings gives us a firm 
guarantee that he has the money to do 
the job, I will not support the motion. I 
ask the house to support this amendment 
so we can do this properly. We have a 
responsibility as members of Parliament 
to do so. If we do not refer this matter to 
the Family and Community Development 
Committee, we will have failed as we will 
not be considering this properly.

I ask members to take this on board. I 
know government members will probably 
vote as a block, so I direct my comments 
to other members of the house and ask 
them to take their responsibilities very 

A former mayor and much-respected 
councillor on the Hobsons Bay City 
Council, Cr Angela Altair, said that while 
she did not begrudge spending money 
to fix the building, she felt the council 
was already under pressure to fix the 
old buildings it actually owns. I can 
understand that. As Ms Lovell would 
attest, there are many old buildings in the 
Williamstown and Altona areas. They are 
beautiful buildings, but they take a fair bit 
to keep up to scratch. They are our state’s 
heritage, and Hobsons Bay City Council 
does a pretty good job of keeping them up, 
but it costs a good deal of money.

It is a particularly rough thing for the 
government to demand that the council 
pay more than $500 000 to bring this 
building up to speed while contributing 
nothing itself. I ask the minister to 
approach her ministerial colleagues to see 
if she can raise some of those funds so that 
Hobsons Bay City Council and Hobsons 
Bay ratepayers will not be slapped around 
for the entire $514 000.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
26 May 2015

St Albans level 
crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is to the Minister 
for Public Transport. As the minister 
would be aware, there is a long-running 
saga involving the removal of the Main 
Road level crossing in St Albans. To 
my knowledge, Labor first promised to 
remove this level crossing back in 1982. 
That is 33 years and eight Premiers ago 
— perhaps nine coming up. The coalition 
government allocated funding for this 
project last year, and locals assumed that 
this killer crossing would soon be gone. 
Now we hear from within the government 
that works on the St Albans crossing are 
on hold and the money is being diverted 
to the other side of Melbourne. Will the 
minister confirm or deny that Labor has 
again shafted the people of St Albans?

COUNCIL | Members statements
26 May 2015

Bendigo autism 
walk

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — As I 
have mentioned before to this house I am 
thoroughly enjoying my role as shadow 
parliamentary secretary for autism 
spectrum disorder. As I travel around the 
state I meet some of the most inspirational 
human beings on the planet. Parents, 
teachers, carers and people with autism 
show extraordinary courage, compassion 
and love on a daily basis. They face 
challenges that would crush most people, 
but they continue with a strength that is 
truly awesome, and I mean that in the 
true sense of the word. Autism awareness 
is high on their agenda. It is an area that 
is much needed as the great majority 
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I believe this to be wrong. I believe 
this to be grossly unfair. I believe this to 
be a gross abuse of the powers of local 
government in the planning area, and I 
ask the current minister to intervene in 
this planning application and put a stop 
to this until proper processes have been 
followed. I believe transparency and 
honesty are important in any planning 
process. It would appear that that is not 
the case on this occasion, and I ask the 
minister to put a stop to this application 
until such time as proper processes can be 
followed and the people of Moonee Valley 
can be heard.

COUNCIL
27 May 2015

References: 
Standing 
committees

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — 
It was fascinating to hear Mr Mulino’s 
contribution — ‘fascinating’ is probably a 
bit strong, it has to be said. ‘Fascinating’ 
might not be the appropriate word, but 
give me enough time and I might come up 
with the appropriate word. What we heard 
from Mr Mulino was an audition. He is a 
man who sees an opportunity, and he got 
up in this house today and he went for it. 
Let me say to Mr Mulino that if he wishes 
to be a minister, it takes more than the 
ability to bloviate. It takes a lot more than 
standing up in this house and bloviating 
for an hour about the first thing that 
comes into your head.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — I can understand why Mr 

Herbert is interested in this, because he 
wants to know who will be sitting beside 
him, and I would agree with Mr Herbert 
if he were to say to Mr Mulino after the 
audition, ‘Don’t call us, we’ll call you’! I 
can fully understand that because, fair 
dinkum, it was quite extraordinary. I have 
to say to Mr Mulino — with respect and 
not referring to you of course, Madam 
Acting President — that the sort of 
bloviating we heard here this morning is 
the sort of thing we would normally expect 
from certain members of the Greens. 
Perhaps it is because of where he sits — it 
may have rubbed off on Mr Mulino. I do 
not know. I will give him the benefit of the 
doubt, but we would normally expect this 
sort of thing from over there.

When you melt down all the nonsense 
that Mr Mulino brought into the house 
today, it comes down to just one thing: his 
view is that the Parliament is not a proper 
place to examine the government. If the 
Parliament is not an appropriate place to 
examine the government, where do you 
examine the government? Who examines 
the government? What examines the 
government? If the government is not held 
responsible by this Parliament, then our 
system is finished. It is over.

However, that is the argument Mr 
Mulino, on behalf of the government, 
came in here with today. That is the 
argument he put to us for over an hour, 
in words that went around and around 

of people have no or little idea of what 
autism is or what it does.

Last weekend I attended an event in 
Bendigo, a 24-hour walk for autism. It 
was very pleasant in Gateway Park in 
the sunshine on Saturday afternoon, 
but I suspect it might not have been 
quite so pleasant some hours later when 
darkness set in, to say nothing of the 
temperature at 2 o’clock or 3 o’clock in 
the morning. It can be a bit chilly then, 
and I am sure Mr Drum will back me up 
on that. Nonetheless, the walk continued 
through the night until 10 o’clock 
on Sunday morning. I offer my very 
warmest congratulations to all involved. 
In particular I congratulate the chief 
organiser, Daniel Giles, a young man on 
the spectrum himself. His effort is one he 
can be very proud of, and I believe he is 
owed all of our congratulations.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
26 May 2015

Avondale Heights 
development

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter for the attention 
of the Minister for Planning, and it 
concerns the old TAFE site in Military 
Road, Avondale Heights. This has been 
an ongoing issue for some years. My 
involvement goes back prior to the 2010 
election when local residents came 
to me deeply concerned about the 
development that had been promoted by 
their local member at the time, Rob Hulls, 
the former member for Niddrie in the 
Assembly. This particular development, 
or I should say overdevelopment, was 
quite extraordinary. It was a bit like 
Tiananmen Square at lunchtime — there 
would have been people in this particular 
development in numbers that under 
normal circumstances we would not 
consider.

As a result of hearing what the good 
people of Avondale Heights had to say, I 
agreed that this was an overdevelopment 
and spoke to Matthew Guy, the new 
member for Bulleen in the Assembly, 
who was then shadow planning minister 
and who subsequently became the 
Minister for Planning. I put into action our 
concerns about this particular site.

I have to inform the house that tonight 
the Moonee Valley City Council has 
approved an Australand development 
application despite the residents 
screaming blue murder that they have 
not been consulted. It seems to me that 
the residents of Moonee Valley have been 
done in by the council on this particular 
matter. Councillors have been saying 
that they had a consultation session in 
February. The residents tell me quite the 
opposite. It was not a consultation session. 
It was very much one way and very much 
an opportunity for council to sell this 
development to the residents. In effect 
the residents have had no opportunity to 
express their concerns in a consultation 
process because no consultation process 
actually existed.

in circles, repeating himself incessantly. 
But when you get down to the crux 
of it, what he was saying was that the 
government should not be responsible to 
the Parliament. That is what Mr Mulino 
was saying. That is a very sad attitude 
but one, I have to say, we have come to 
expect from a government that, after a 
very short period of time, is showing the 
sort of arrogance that normally long-term 
governments display.

Today we had it here. Mr Mulino 
wandered in here and laid it on the table. 
He said, ‘We are the government. We don’t 
need the Parliament. We don’t want the 
Parliament — we are the government!’. 
Well hail Caesar!

Mrs Peulich — He thinks he’s a 
frontbencher!

Mr FINN — He does. As I said, it was an 
hour-long audition. We will just see where 
it goes. He may well have a bachelor of 
bloviation bestowed upon him as a result 
of his contribution today. In fact I am 
rather tempted to put up a motion to have 
his speech referred to a committee for 
examination, because I reckon it would 
keep us going for quite some time.

Ms Shing interjected.
Mr FINN — Mrs Shingle over there is 

very upset about my comments about Mr 
Mulino. She is dirty because she reckons 
she should be in the ministry. Good on 
her. A bit of competition, despite what the 
ALP may think, is a damn good thing.

Ms Hartland — On a point of order, 
Acting President, during this debate there 
have been a number of points of order 
about relevance, and I wonder whether 
Mr Finn’s comments have any relevance 
to this current debate.

Mr FINN — On the point of order, 
Acting President, I was responding to the 
contribution by Mr Mulino, so in fact it 
was very relevant to the debate.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) 
— Order! I will remind Mr Finn, as I 
reminded Mr Mulino, to stick to the matter 
of why these matters should or should not 
be referred to the committees.

Mr Melhem — On a point of order, 
Acting President, the Chair should be 
asking Mr Finn to stop reflecting on Ms 
Shing and to call her by her proper name.

Mr FINN — On the point of order, 
Acting President, I am not exactly sure 
how I reflected upon her. I said she 
wanted to be a minister; I do not see that 
as a reflection. There would be a number 
of members of this house — in fact a 
number of members in both houses — 
who would want to be ministers at some 
stage. I do not see that as a reflection. In 
fact some might actually say it is a good 
thing. It may be a compliment.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — 
Order! If we could have some order, that 
would be lovely. I refer Mr Finn back to 
the motion and to speaking to the motion. 
I ask members to refer to each other by 
their names.

Mr FINN — It was in fact just meant 
as a jest, of course, referring to the 
comment by the President earlier in the 
day. If certain members have no sense of 
humour, that is hardly my fault. That is just 
the way it goes.
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tell me that this was first promised by 
Labor back in the 1960s. I was in short 
pants back in the 1960s and do not quite 
remember. The fact of the matter is that 
Labor did promise the St Albans level 
crossing would be removed in 1982. It was 
elected in 1982. It had 10 years to remove 
the level crossing, but it did not happen.

In 1999 the Labor Party promised it 
again, and Labor was elected at that 
election. It had 11 years to remove the 
level crossing but did not do it. Here 
we have a government which may have 
actually shafted the people of St Albans 
yet again. If this has happened, let me 
assure the government that all hell will 
break loose.

These are matters that this committee 
can and should look at, and these are 
matters that should be referred to the 
committee, because it comes down to the 
basic integrity of a system. If the money 
has been ripped out of St Albans and put 
into Bentleigh or some other such place, 
then — —

Ms Crozier — And Oakleigh.
Mr FINN — And Oakleigh, indeed. This 

comes to the integrity of the decision-
making process of this government. It 
comes to the integrity of a process. That 
is something that should be — indeed 
must be — examined by this Parliament. 
If the Parliament is in no position to 
examine the integrity of the government, 
then there is something desperately 
wrong. But Mr Mulino told us that the 
parliamentary examination of that 
would be inappropriate. That is just total 
nonsense.

This reference also refers to the 
examination of the western distributor 
proposal. There are more questions on 
the western distributor than you can 
poke a stick at. I, for one, would like the 
committee to examine what happened to 
the West Gate distributor. You might recall 
prior to the election that the then Leader 
of the Opposition, the current Premier, Mr 
Andrews, said the West Gate distributor 
was ‘shovel ready’ — that was the term he 
used. He said it was shovel ready; it was 
ready to go.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — Yes, we know what he was 

shovelling too.
Nobody knew anything about the West 

Gate distributor — where it would go or 
what it would do. Just because nobody 
knew, that did not seem to worry the then 
Leader of the Opposition, because he said 
it was shovel ready. I would have thought 
if it was shovel ready, the government 
would have started by now. But not only 
has the government not started it, it has 
canned it — it is gone! Where have the 
plans gone for this wonderful West Gate 
distributor that Mr Andrews was banging 
on — —

Ms Crozier — Another thought bubble?
Mr FINN — Another thought bubble. 

Word has it that Mr Andrews does have 
thought bubbles from time to time — 
usually not for very long and not very 
often.

Ms Crozier — On holidays?
Mr FINN — He might have been on 

holidays — he should go on holidays 

This motion is important because it 
allows for what I would describe as an 
extremely appropriate examination by 
the Parliament of what this government is 
doing or not doing. I am one who believes 
in the supremacy of Parliament in a 
parliamentary democracy. I am staggered 
that there are members of this house who 
do not believe in that, but here we have a 
situation where a member has got up in 
this house and declared just that. I believe 
this motion is extremely important, and as 
a member of the Standing Committee on 
the Economy and Infrastructure I warmly 
welcome the opportunity to examine — —

Mr Herbert — On a point of order, 
Acting President, Mr Finn, in referring to 
a previous speaker, made an allegation 
that that speaker did not believe that the 
Parliament was the highest decision-
maker in the state. That is simply not 
correct. You can stretch a point when 
you are talking about the relevance of a 
particular motion, but really that is just 
totally inappropriate, and it should be 
withdrawn.

Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, 
Acting President, the minister in raising 
his point of order is actually engaging in 
debating. If he wants to contribute to the 
debate, he should be putting his name on 
the list.

Ms Shing — On the point of order, 
Acting President, I encourage you to 
reflect on the fact that if Mrs Peulich 
wishes to raise points of order of this 
nature, she should first start by walking 
the walk, as it were.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) 
— Order! Ms Shing, that is not a point of 
order. There is no point of order.

Mr FINN — As I was saying, as a 
member of the Standing Committee 
on the Economy and Infrastructure I 
warmly welcome this reference because it 
encompasses a number of matters and a 
number of questions I believe should be 
examined. In particular paragraph (1)(a) 
of the motion reads:

projects relating to the removal of 
railway level crossings;

There is one question I would like to 
know the answer to at the moment as a 
member for Western Metropolitan Region 
and as shadow parliamentary secretary 
for Melbourne’s west. I would like to know 
if the government has pulled the funding 
for the St Albans level crossing removal 
on Main Road. I would like to know if the 
government has put a halt to that project. 
I would like to know if it has pulled the 
$220 million allocated by the coalition 
government last year, and I would like to 
know if the government has reallocated 
that money over to the other side of town. 
That is what I would like to know, and this 
committee can examine those things.

The committee could find out if the 
money for St Albans is now going to be 
spent in marginal seats. That is what this 
committee can find out. I can understand 
why the government would have a very 
low opinion of the member for St Albans 
and why it would want to send the money 
elsewhere, but the fact of the matter is that 
this was first promised by the Labor Party 
back in 1982 — that is, to my memory. 
There are people in St Albans who can 
go back even further, and some of them 

permanently. Do not get me started on 
public holidays.

What we have here is a situation where 
an opposition has gone to the people of 
Victoria saying, ‘We have got this great 
new plan. We are going to start on this 
wonderful new project immediately after 
the election if you vote for us. This is 
shovel ready’. Of course the people said, 
‘Yes, we’ll vote for you’. The Labor Party 
was elected, but there is no shovel-ready 
project. In fact I do not even think there 
is a shovel, much less a project. This is 
something that needs to be examined.

Why are we now talking about the so-
called western distributor when it should 
be called the ‘western T-intersection’ 
— because that is what it is, a dirty great 
T-intersection. This may go down in the 
Guinness book of records.

Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Herbert does not get out 

to the west very often, but if he wants to 
come out, I will show him around. In fact I 
am happy to show any members opposite 
around the western suburbs and give 
them an idea of what we have to deal with 
out in the west.

Here we have the government making 
a proposal — we think it is proposing, 
but we are not sure. That is another 
reason that this should be referred to the 
committee, because we need answers on 
this. We need to know why Transurban 
seems to be the only one that is really 
enthusiastic about this. I think we might 
have a situation here where Transurban 
saw Daniel Andrews coming. Transurban 
said to itself, ‘We can take this bloke to 
the cleaners’. Apparently Transurban has 
said — this is what we can examine — 
‘We can extend almost forever the toll 
situation that we have on other roads so 
that even if you are not using the western 
T-intersection, you will still have to pay 
tolls to pay for it’. That seems to me to be 
a very strange set-up, but as we know, the 
government apparently has not agreed to 
it — or has it?

The government has put up as some 
sort of proposal that it might or might 
not examine this matter at some stage, 
but a committee of this nature would be 
able to have a good, hard look at this. A 
committee of this nature would be able 
to say to the federal government, for 
example, ‘Yes, this proposal is worthwhile, 
and you should kick in a couple of billion 
dollars’, or whatever, or it could say to the 
federal government that this proposal 
is not real flash — keep the money for 
another time when we have something 
worthwhile.

Business interrupted pursuant to 
sessional orders.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
27 May 2015

Carbon tax 
compensation

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— My constituency question is to the 
Premier in his capacity as the acting 
Minister for Small Business, Innovation 
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government into contributing to it — and 
we do not get any positive results and 
find ourselves in a situation where the 
motorists of Melbourne, and indeed 
Victoria, are paying tolls for an extra 20 
years as a result of the construction of 
this road, then it is fair and reasonable 
that the Parliament examines that. It is 
a reasonable thing for a parliamentary 
committee to be able to call witnesses and 
examine in great detail the impact this will 
have on not just the people of the western 
suburbs but also people right around 
Victoria. I am not opposed to toll roads 
if they do the job. I have some severe 
reservations about people paying tolls on 
roads they do not use. That seems to me 
to be a very strange way of going about 
business.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — That could be the Labor 

way — to get people in the east to pay for 
a road on the other side of Melbourne 
that they will in all likelihood never use. 
That may well be the Labor way, but the 
tragedy is that I suspect this road and I 
believe this committee — —

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Dalidakis is getting 

very excited, and I can understand 
why, because I have heard that he may 
have Transurban shares. I do not know. 
Perhaps that is something that the 
committee could examine as well. Is it on 
the register? I have not had a look at the 
register; I will have to have a look. But that 
is something that the committee could 
look at as well.

The fact of the matter is that the western 
T-intersection will resolve nothing as far 
as the traffic problems of the western 
suburbs are concerned.

Mr Barber — Tell us more.
Mr FINN — I will tell you more, Mr 

Barber, if we are able to get this to the 
committee. I am very happy to tell you 
more and to examine this at much greater 
length. As a member of the economy and 
infrastructure committee, I can assure Mr 
Barber that we will have a close look to see 
the benefits.

In his audition for the ministerial 
vacancy earlier, Mr Mulino pulled out all 
sorts of facts and figures on cost-benefit 
analyses, ratios and all sorts of things. Let 
me tell members that the people in the 
western suburbs do not care about cost-
benefit analyses, ratios and what have you, 
they just want to get home. They just want 
to see their families. They just want to get 
to work. They do not want to continue to 
be faced with the traffic bedlam that they 
face on a daily basis.

Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Herbert should come 

out to the western suburbs to have a 
look at what the people in the western 
suburbs have to put up. He would not 
even consider this proposal. In fact I 
would welcome Mr Herbert coming along 
to the committee as a witness and giving 
his personal endorsement of this project, 
even though he clearly has not the first 
idea about it. Perhaps that is the biggest 
thing that this committee can examine — 
why is the government even entertaining 
this project when it clearly is going to 
do nothing positive for anybody except 
Transurban? That is a big question that 

and Trade. The federal opposition has 
recently announced that if elected next 
year, it will reintroduce a carbon tax. The 
western suburbs are the home of many 
small businesses, particularly small 
manufacturers, that would be dramatically 
and deleteriously impacted by any carbon 
tax. Will the Premier ensure that the 
Victorian government compensates small 
businesses in Melbourne’s west in the 
event of such a tax being reimposed?

COUNCIL | Adjournment
27 May 2015

References: 
Standing 
committees

Debate resumed.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 

— Before question time and the lunch 
break I was talking about the need to 
give this reference to the economy 
and infrastructure committee so it can 
establish a number of facts surrounding 
the western T-intersection, particularly 
as it pertains to its impact on the western 
suburbs. It seems to me that one of 
the great traffic hassles of our city is 
the Hoddle Street–Eastern Freeway 
T-intersection. The western T-intersection 
would replicate that on the western side 
of Melbourne, so maybe the committee 
could examine this.

Why any government would want to 
do that, I do not know. If you have a total, 
unmitigated traffic disaster on one side 
of Melbourne, why would you want to 
replicate it on the other side? Is that what 
Labor calls balance? You have to wonder 
about the intelligence of anybody who 
would put that proposal forward. This 
committee will have the opportunity to 
examine, in a meaningful manner, the 
realities of this proposal.

You have to remember that Transurban 
sees this as quite a win. In fact I was 
listening to the radio on Monday as I 
drove around my electorate when I heard 
an advertisement from Transurban 
telling me of the joys of the western 
T-intersection. I thought to myself, ‘They 
must think they’ve died and gone to 
heaven. They must think they’ll make 
an absolute killing on this thing’, and the 
reality is that Transurban will make a 
killing. The tragedy is that Transurban will 
make a killing on this thing but it will not 
actually make life better for anybody.

Mr Barber — Don’t pre-empt the 
inquiry!

Mr FINN — I am not pre-empting the 
inquiry. These are matters the committee 
can have a look at.

Mr Barber — It can examine the size of 
the killing!

Mr FINN — It can examine the size of 
the killing, because size does matter, as 
I am sure Mr Barber is only too aware. 
This is something the committee can 
examine, and it is very important that we 
examine it. If we have a situation where 
the government allows this inferior road 
to be built — and even cons the federal 

needs to be answered by this committee if 
this motion is passed.

I am hopeful that Mr Dalidakis and Mr 
Herbert will vote for this motion, because 
I think they will be very interested to get 
some answers on this as well. Clearly they 
have as many questions about this project 
as I do and as the rest of Victoria does. I 
invite them to support the motion moved 
by Ms Wooldridge to refer this matter for 
inquiry by the economy and infrastructure 
committee.

The western distributor in itself is 
one of the great mysteries of our time. A 
committee examination might be able to 
come to some reality as to where we stand 
on this matter.

We then turn to the western metro 
rail project. This is a project that the 
government has really hung its hat on. 
It has not hung its money on it, but it 
has hung its hat on it. I suppose that is a 
start. I would be interested to know the 
exact economic impact of this project on 
business in the city, and an examination 
or an inquiry by the committee could look 
at that. I know that members opposite 
do not give a stuff about small business. 
That is a fact. Labor has never cared about 
small business and it never will care about 
small business.

The government is saying that it is 
going to dig up the centre of the city of 
Melbourne and that it does not care what 
happens to the small businesses that will 
be impacted by this project. That is a slap 
in the face to those family businesses who 
employ people. They make up the engine 
room of our economy. Without small 
business the country would collapse, 
but Labor does not care about that. It is 
particularly important that this committee 
examines the impact that this project will 
have on those businesses in the city of 
Melbourne.

The Melbourne Metro rail project was 
adopted by the Labor Party because it was 
different from the one that the coalition 
put forward. That is the bottom line. One 
of the main reasons the coalition did 
not go ahead with the proposal that the 
Labor Party is advancing is for the very 
reason that I have raised today. It would 
deleteriously affect small business and 
other businesses right through the city of 
Melbourne.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — But that is not something 

that will ever concern the Labor Party. 
The jobs that will be lost and the small 
businesses that will go under are not 
something that will ever concern the 
Labor Party, because it does not care 
about small business.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, 

Acting President, I am finding it really 
hard to hear anything over the incessant 
interjections of Mr Philidakis, and I am on 
the same side of the house as Mr Finn. I 
ask you to ask him to give members a go 
and consider modifying his behaviour. 
This chamber welcomes an occasional 
interjection that is intelligent. But his 
ongoing harassment does not add to the 
democratic workings of this chamber.

Mr Herbert — On the point of order, 
Acting President, in his contribution Mr 
Finn made the point that size does matter. 



FEBRUARY TO JUNE 2015FINN IN 
THE HOUSE 31

When it comes to volume, anyone would 
know that no-one can outspeak Mr Finn. I 
could hear him very well.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! There were interjections, but 
at the same time Mr Finn was inviting 
interjections from the other side. Mr Finn 
is entitled to be heard in silence. Mr Finn 
should address his remarks through the 
Chair.

Mr Dalidakis — On a separate point of 
order, Acting President, given Mrs Peulich 
represents herself as the shadow Minister 
for Multicultural Affairs, I suggest to her 
that ‘Dalidakis’ is not a difficult name and 
she should pay more respect to people 
with an ethnic background.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 
— Order! We all know we should address 
members with a title, such as ‘Mr ‘, and a 
surname. I thank Mr Dalidakis. Mr Finn to 
continue.

Mr FINN — There are ratbags 
everywhere.

Mrs Peulich — What are you today? 
What cultural background are you today?

Mr FINN — Let us not start that, 
because this could get very nasty. This 
bloke over here, he could be anything 
he wants to be. The comedian of Spring 
Street. It is a marvellous thing. I wish I 
could do it; it would be very handy.

I am very concerned about the 
economic impact this project will have on 
small businesses and on jobs in the city 
of Melbourne in particular. The centre 
of our capital city faces devastation as a 
result of this project, and a parliamentary 
inquiry conducted by the economy 
and infrastructure committee would go 
some way towards unearthing — if you 
will pardon the pun — the effects of this 
project.

I move on to the sale or lease — or 
both — of the port of Melbourne. The 
Labor Party likes to say there is bipartisan 
support for this project, and it has to be 
said that to a degree there is bipartisan 
support. However, we know that any 
major sale of this nature will be stuffed up 
by the Labor Party. Labor members have 
the form and the runs on the board when 
it comes to this sort of matter.

When you are talking about large sums 
of money, whether it be for the sale or the 
lease of something the size of the port of 
Melbourne, you will have a fair idea that 
they will mess it up. It is important that 
we have somebody keeping an eye on 
this particular sale or lease. In relation to 
this probably more so than in relation to 
anything else listed in this motion, it is 
extremely important that the economy 
and infrastructure committee be in a 
position to keep an eye on the sale or lease 
of the port of Melbourne. Already there is 
a great deal of scepticism about the ability 
of this government to get it right.

Anybody who has seen the Labor Party 
in action over an extended period of time 
knows that Labor cannot handle money, 
and with this project we are talking about 
a particularly large sum of money. I am 
almost tempted to amend this motion 
to seek to provide the economy and 
infrastructure committee with the ability 
to provide oversight of the sale or lease 
of the port of Melbourne, because quite 
frankly this government does not have 

the ability to get it right. Already, after 
just six months, and at a time when most 
governments are still in their honeymoon 
period, the people in the streets, in the 
suburbs, in the regions and in the country 
areas are saying, ‘Dear God, what have we 
done? What have we got here?’. You fear 
to think what will happen by the time the 
Labor Party has finished with the port of 
Melbourne.

I think it particularly important that 
we allow the economy and infrastructure 
committee to examine this area, and I can 
see that Mr Barber would be particularly 
keen to have a look at this proposal. He 
would be very interested indeed, as would 
I. As members of Parliament we have a 
responsibility to protect the interests of 
the people of this state, and sometimes 
we have to protect the people of this state 
from their own government, and this 
motion is about doing just that.

I move on to the Melbourne Airport 
rail link. I remember that back in 1999 I 
was the member for Tullamarine in the 
other place. We went to an election — and 
I have to say it probably was not the best 
election campaign we have ever run. I 
remember only too well that Steve Bracks, 
the then Leader of the Opposition, made 
the big statement, the big promise. ‘Under 
a Bracks government’, he said, ‘there will 
be a rail link to Melbourne Airport. We will 
build the rail link to Melbourne Airport.’. 
That was 16 years ago. I remember shortly 
after that election he went the Ernie Sigley 
and said, ‘Only joking!’. Just months, 
perhaps even weeks, after the election 
he said, ‘You know that rail link we were 
going to build to the airport? Only joking!’.

We should remember that. It was 
a historic moment, because of all the 
broken promises and of all the lies of the 
Labor Party in that period, the very first 
one was on the airport rail link. Before 
the election Labor Party members had 
promised, swearing dutifully with their 
hands on their breasts, that they would 
build the airport rail link, and immediately 
after the election they changed their 
minds and said it was not going to 
happen. Here we are, 16 years down the 
track, and Melbourne is the only major 
airport in Australia without a rail link. That 
is quite extraordinary.

As some members would be aware — 
you might even be aware of this, Acting 
President — I do not live far from the 
airport, and every day I see the increasing 
length of the queues of people wanting 
to get into the airport. We have seen the 
queues extend down Mickleham Road 
and beyond because there is no other way 
to get there.

A few weeks ago the SkyBus broke down 
on the Tullamarine Freeway. It is basically 
the only ‘public transport’ that allows 
people to get to the airport and it broke 
down, creating absolute havoc. We have 
a situation where we have an airport with 
increasing patronage that is proving to be 
a very attractive alternative to both Sydney 
and Brisbane airports and people cannot 
get there with any sort of efficiency.

The coalition government said last 
year that if it was re-elected, a rail link 
would be built. Sadly that re-election did 
not occur. The new Labor government 
has thrown the people who use the 

Tullamarine Freeway to get to Melbourne 
Airport to the wolves. To the people who 
use the Tullamarine Freeway to get to the 
airport, many on a daily basis, the Labor 
Party has said, ‘We don’t particularly care. 
You’re not a priority’.

I raised this matter with the Minister 
for Public Transport just recently, and 
her response was, ‘This is not a priority’. 
I reckon the first thing the economy and 
infrastructure committee should examine 
is why a rail link to the airport is not a 
priority for this government, because it 
should be. This city is trying to sell itself as 
a gateway to Australia and is setting itself 
up as an alternative to Sydney — with 
very good reason because I think we have 
a far better airport than Sydney — but it 
is impossible to be successful in that sale 
without a rail link.

I speak to people from interstate and 
some from overseas and they are just 
staggered that Melbourne does not have a 
rail link to the airport. In 1999 Labor said it 
would build the rail link and then stopped 
it. Now Labor has stopped it for the 
second time. For the second time Labor 
has scuttled the airport rail link. That is a 
disgrace. However, you could not expect 
much more from these people. It is woolly 
thinking, to say the very least. Perhaps 
that is another thing the committee could 
examine. Where are these people’s heads? 
What are they thinking? To quote Dr Phil, 
‘What were you thinking?’. What were 
they thinking when they decided that an 
airport rail link was not a priority?

I do not think there are too many things 
the state needs more than an airport rail 
link. It is needed desperately. Since the 
privatisation of Melbourne Airport we 
have seen a doubling, even a tripling, of 
the number of people who work there, 
and that in itself has put a huge strain on 
the freeway. A number of people have to 
drive to work there because they have no 
other option. If we had a rail link, not only 
could commuters going interstate and 
overseas visitors benefit from it but the 
people who work at the airport would be 
able to take advantage of it as well.

The fact that we need this rail link 
seems to me to be a no-brainer. I think the 
economy and infrastructure committee 
should have the ability to ask, firstly, 
why we do not have one, and, secondly, 
why will we not be getting one? From 
my perspective as a member for Western 
Metropolitan Region there is deep 
disgust throughout much of the western 
suburbs that Labor cancelled this project. 
To disgust some of Labor’s strongest 
supporters takes a fair bit, but in my view 
this is that fair bit we are talking about.

I move on to the second part of Ms 
Wooldridge’s motion, which reads:

(2)   to the environment and planning 
committee as part of its oversight of 
Local Government Victoria, to inquire 
into and report every six months on the 
outcome of the state government policy 
of local government rate capping on 
councils’ viability, service impacts on 
local communities and impacts on the 
provision of local infrastructure …

If you speak to any number of people 
in local government in this state, they will 
tell you that this government is round the 
twist. It thinks that rate capping is going 
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to work, but members might recall that 
the coalition tried it some years ago and 
it did not work then. What makes this 
government think it is going to work now? 
It makes no sense at all to try something 
that you know is not going to work. Maybe 
the Labor way is to go with your eyes open 
into another disaster. Maybe that is the 
Labor way.

We are talking about councils’ viability. 
We heard from Mr Mulino in his audition 
earlier today that councils are providing 
numerous — dozens, almost hundreds — 
of services. It may well be that as a result 
of this rate capping those services will 
have to be significantly curtailed. I have to 
say that that might not be such a bad thing 
in certain instances. I see some of my local 
councils out in the west doing certain 
things, and I look at them, shake my head 
and think, ‘What the hell are they doing 
that for? I would not have thought that 
was the job of council’. From that point of 
view it may have a positive impact.

What we need to do, via the 
environment and planning committee, 
is have an opportunity to examine how 
this is going and the impact it is having 
on the lives of Victorians. It is something 
that will impact on many Victorians. For 
example, it may impact you if you have a 
dog or cat. I have two cats and a dog; I may 
have mentioned that to the house before. 
This rate capping may well impact on pet 
owners, because you have ranger services 
and you have registration services. It is not 
just rate capping.

Ms Shing — What? You just want to talk 
about animals!

Mr FINN — I do not mind talking about 
animals. I love Bobbidog, and I have 
a great photo taken today of my cats, 
Kentucky and Yoda, sleeping cuddled up 
together to warm themselves because of 
the cold. But I digress.

Mr Drum — Not Bobo and Boo?
Mr FINN — No, not Bobo and Boo. They 

buggered off.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) 

— Order! Through the Chair, Mr Finn. This 
is not the time to have a conversation.

Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting 
President. These are areas that will be 
impacted by this rate capping, because 
what we are going to see is councils 
finding other ways to raise money. If there 
is one thing that councils can do well, it 
is raise money, and they will put up cat 
and dog registrations. They will put fees 
for any number of services up to cover 
the shortfall, because one thing they will 
not do is cut their empires; they do not 
want to do that. Although clearly, as I 
said earlier, some services will have to go. 
We will need some degree of checks and 
balances on how this process continues.

This section of the motion would have 
huge support in the local government 
community. Of the councillors I have met 
with whom I have discussed this matter 
— whether they be Independent, Labor, 
Greens or whatever they might be — I 
have not met a single one who supports 
Labor’s policy. Each of the councillors I 
have spoken to — to a man and a woman 
— has said to me that they think Labor’s 
policy is insane. They think Labor’s policy 
is cheap vote chasing and is unsustainable 
for local government. That is what local 

councillors have told me, and I have to 
say I would take that as gospel given the 
wide breadth of support for that view 
right across the political spectrum of local 
government.

If this motion were passed today, we 
would see a queue of councillors and 
council officers lining up to give evidence 
to the environment and planning 
committee on this matter, because it will 
impact on councils in particular and it 
will impact on people’s lives in so many 
different ways. I could list them all, but I 
will not do that. If I were auditioning for a 
vacant ministerial job, I might do that, but 
given that Mr Mulino has beaten me to it, I 
will leave it alone.

Let me say that I think it is very 
important — —

Ms Shing interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Shing should consider 

this. She should learn a little bit about 
local government.

Ms Shing — I am always learning, Mr 
Finn.

Mr FINN — I think learning is a very 
good thing. Despite what you might hear 
about the sides being settled, these things 
are never settled because learning is an 
ongoing experience.

We could learn a great deal from 
this committee and the examinations 
undertaken by it, because once the rate 
capping is implemented and this policy 
is applied to councils in this state, we are 
going to see a lot of trouble from one end 
of Victoria to the other. Whether it be in 
country councils or metropolitan ones, 
wherever they may be, we are going to 
see some big trouble, and we are going 
to need a committee to keep an eye on it. 
This motion is necessary to keep a check 
on the damage I believe this policy will 
do to local government and to services in 
Victoria.

I move on to paragraph (3) of the 
motion, which seeks that the legal and 
social issues committee inquire into, 
consider and provide an interim report 
no later than 30 November 2015, and 
a final report no later than 1 May 2016, 
on the process, cost and effectiveness of 
the Victorian government departmental 
restructure — the machinery of 
government changes — following the 
November 2014 election.

I am surprised the government is 
opposing this section of the motion. 
I would have thought that more than 
anybody the people who would benefit 
from it would be members of the 
government, because clearly they have 
no idea how this worked or how it works 
now. They are sitting over there in cloud-
cuckoo-land. I could make a comment 
about an artificially inseminated 
cow, where you know that something 
wonderful has happened but you are 
not quite sure what or how. That is just 
like government members. They know 
that something wonderful has happened 
but they are not sure what or how. 
That is why the legal and social issues 
committee would help them enormously 
in understanding what happened under 
the leadership of the Premier immediately 
following the 2014 election.

This motion requires that an interim 
report be provided no later than 30 

November this year. I think that is a 
fair and reasonable thing given that 
that would be almost 12 months to the 
day since the government took office. 
Following that, a final report is to be 
provided no later than 1 May 2016, 
which would allow for a much more 
comprehensive report to be put together.

There is no doubt that the government 
has made huge and significant changes 
to the culture of government in this state 
and those changes are somewhat of a 
mystery to a good number of people 
in the bureaucracy and indeed in the 
Parliament, and I am not talking about 
people on this side of the house. As I say, 
I believe it would be very helpful for the 
government, it would be very helpful 
for the bureaucracy and it would be 
very helpful for academics, who study 
these sorts of things, God help them, to 
understand exactly what has occurred and 
have a look at what benefits or otherwise 
have resulted from these changes.

Ms Shing — Tell us.
Mr FINN — This will shock Ms Shing, 

but I am not the repository of all wisdom. 
I can see the stunned look on her face, but 
it is true that I do not know everything, 
and that is why we need this reference to 
the legal and social issues committee so 
we can have a good hard look at what has 
basically been a revolutionary change 
made by this government.

Ms Shing — Revolution!
Mr FINN — I mentioned ‘revolution’ 

and her ears pricked up. She will be out 
on the streets in her hobnail boots any 
minute now. Significant changes have 
occurred over recent months in this state, 
and I think it is extremely important that 
we have an avenue to look at these things.

Mr Herbert — What are they?
Mr FINN — Mr Herbert is in the 

ministry. He might want to know how he 
got his portfolio. Some things will remain 
a mystery to him, like how he came to be 
there at all, but he will want to know about 
his department. He will want to know 
about his departmental chiefs and the 
bureaucrats who tell him what to do every 
day. They do run the show, it is true. Mr 
Herbert will want to know all about those 
sorts of things, so this part of the motion 
is for him. It is almost as if the motion was 
written for Mr Herbert, Ms Shing and Mr 
Dalidakis, who seems to have nodded 
off over there, and a number of other 
government members who really do not 
have the first idea what has happened 
over the last few months.

The people of Victoria are looking at 
1 Treasury Place and looking at what is 
happening in Parliament House, and they 
too are saying, ‘What is this government 
doing?’. It is not just the government that 
does not have a clue what it is doing, the 
people do not know what the government 
is doing. This reference will be helpful. 
I like to be helpful whenever I can. This 
motion adds to my reputation for being 
helpful, and that has to be a good thing. 
If we can get the terms of reference to the 
committees in order for them to examine 
these matters properly and with fulsome 
consideration, then we can come up with 
some answers that will — —

Ms Shing interjected.
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Mr FINN — No, we are talking about 
what Ms Shing’s government has done. 
If she does not think that is of substance, 
that is her problem. I am trying to help Ms 
Shing and Mr Dalidakis because, as I said 
a moment ago, I am a helpful person. I 
am trying to help them understand what 
has happened within the machinations 
of government over the six months since 
Labor came to office. As I said, there are a 
lot of people who would like to know what 
has happened up this end of town.

Mr Dalidakis — Please tell them.
Mr FINN — That is what this committee 

is about. Mr Dalidakis has to start 
listening. If you want to learn things, you 
have to listen, and it would be helpful if 
Ms Shing could listen occasionally. This 
motion is an important one. It will root 
out a number of important issues with 
information surrounding — —

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr FINN — If Mr Dalidakis had been 

listening for the past hour, he would know 
exactly the substance of my argument. 
Would he like me to start again? Did he 
miss it? I am being distracted; I should 
never respond to interjections. This 
motion is one that will provide no end of 
enormously helpful information to this 
Parliament, perhaps to the government 
and certainly to the people of Victoria, and 
that is who we should be here to serve at 
all times. Our no. 1 priority should be the 
people who put us here.

Mr Morris — Not the unions.
Mr FINN — Not the unions. Members 

on the other side will tell us at length that 
their priority is their union bosses, but we 
on this side of the house know that the 
people of Victoria put their faith and trust 
in us when we come into this Parliament. 
The only way those on the other side can 
get into Parliament is with the trust and 
support of union hacks in a backroom 
somewhere. That is the truth, and nobody 
from the other side could justifiably deny 
it.

I commend this motion to the house. It 
is worthy of the support of every member 
of this house. If the motion is passed, 
I wish the economy and infrastructure 
committee, the environment and planning 
committee and the legal and social issues 
committee well in their deliberations. 
Today we have gone a long way towards 
shining a light on a government that over a 
period of months has got itself into a dark 
place. If we can illuminate the lack of good 
governance in this state by a government 
that has no idea what it is doing, then we 
have done a good job and a great service 
to the people of Victoria. I urge members 
to support the motion.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
27 May 2015

Autism services
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 

wish to raise a matter for the attention of 
the Minister for Education. This matter 
has arisen following comments made 
yesterday in the other place by the 
member for Yan Yean. She referred to 
the plight of many families in the outer 
northern suburbs of Melbourne who have 

to travel 3 hours or more to get a child 
with autism to school.

It has come to my attention that there 
is a dearth of autism educational services 
in the outer northern suburbs. I must 
commend my colleague Mr Ondarchie 
for the work he has been putting into this 
area for quite some time. I have visited the 
outer north twice in the last month or so, 
and I am very concerned about the needs 
of families in that area who have children 
with autism.

The impact autism can have on families 
is quite extraordinary. There are various 
pressures for those who have a child with 
autism, or, as is usually the case, children 
with autism. These pressures may be faced 
by not only mothers and fathers but also 
siblings, and they can quite often lead to 
family break-ups. Unfortunately that is 
one of the tragic side effects of being in 
this particular situation.

The last thing these families need is to 
be worried about where they are going to 
take their kids to school, and the last thing 
they need is to be concerned that their 
child might not be able to get a proper 
education. This is not just a problem for 
people in the outer north. I hear from 
people right around the state that this is a 
major issue, and I am very hopeful that it 
will be addressed very soon.

In this particular instance I am 
asking the minister for a total review of 
educational services for children with 
autism in Melbourne’s north. I hope the 
minister will agree to this. I certainly 
believe that it is needed. I do not believe 
this is a partisan matter. Both sides of 
the house can be as one on this issue. 
However, I certainly believe Victoria is way 
behind when it comes to autism services, 
particularly in the instance of the outer 
northern suburbs of Melbourne. As I say, 
I ask the minister for a review of autism 
services in Melbourne’s north, followed by 
action to right the wrongs of the current 
situation and to provide the services 
necessary to give these children a chance.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
28 May 2015

Schools: carbon tax 
compensation

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is for the Minister 
for Education. As I am sure the minister 
is aware, schools in Melbourne’s western 
suburbs cater for children from the most 
economically disadvantaged families in 
the state. These schools struggle for extra 
funds that come from parents, money 
which schools in most other parts of the 
state take for granted. The reintroduction 
of a carbon tax would be a significant 
impost on western suburbs schools. It 
would make life very difficult. I ask the 
minister: will the Victorian government 
guarantee compensation for these schools 
in the event of the reimposition of a 
carbon tax?

COUNCIL | Committee stage
28 May 2015

Justice Legislation 
Amendment Bill 
2015

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
too support the amendment moved by Mr 
Herbert. I congratulate the government 
on its rare show of common sense and 
logic, and I trust that Mr Herbert enjoyed 
his trip to Damascus, given that this is not 
something we normally expect to hear 
from members of the ALP. Some members 
of this house who have been around long 
enough would remember that I have been 
involved with the paintball issue for some 
decades. When a previous Premier of 
this state sought to destroy the paintball 
industry, I was very strongly opposed to 
that move and fought feverishly against it. 
It caused me considerably more pain than 
being hit by a paintball, I can assure you.

I support these amendments. In fact 
I go further: I do not believe paintball 
should be covered by a firearms act at all. 
I think it is nonsensical, to tell you the 
truth. I believe that paintball markers are 
pretty much in the same category as water 
pistols and considering them in the same 
category as guns is just a nonsense. It is 
just ridiculous. I therefore urge the house 
to support the amendments, while hoping 
that at some stage further common sense 
will prevail and paintball will be removed 
from the Firearms Act 1996 altogether.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
28 May 2015

Western suburbs 
roads

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter for the attention of 
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. 
As I travel around the western suburbs, 
which I do on a very regular basis as 
members would understand, one thing 
jumps out at me — that is, a number of 
signs that are going up around the place 
that say, ‘New speed limit’. We are seeing 
an increasing number of roads whose 
speed limit has been 100 kilometres per 
hour but is being lowered to 80 kilometres 
per hour or even lower. This is causing 
some annoyance, to say the very least, to 
my constituents and to those who travel 
through the western suburbs.

It is clear there is an urgent need to 
upgrade these roads. The population of 
the western suburbs has increased at an 
extraordinary rate over recent years, and 
the roads are just not up to the job that 
they are now being used for. Maybe — not 
maybe, definitely — instead of lowering 
speed limits it is time for VicRoads to 
upgrade the roads people are using. It 
does not seem to matter whether it is the 
Sunbury–Melbourne road or the roads 
down around Werribee — roads that over 
a long period of time we have become 
used to travelling on at 100 kilometres 
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per hour — most of them, from what I 
can see, have had the speed limit reduced 
significantly, by up to 20 or 30 per cent. 
As I said, this is a cause of considerable 
annoyance to my constituents.

I can understand the minister’s 
reluctance to get enthusiastic about road 
building. I know the Premier is not a fan 
of building roads. He is stuck in the good 
old days of the Labor Party when it was 
at war with motorists. I suppose that is 
the Labor way, and I have to accept that; 
however, I ask the minister to build up 
some courage and go into the cabinet 
room, sit at the cabinet table and demand 
the funding that is necessary to provide 
the sorts of roads that people in the 
western suburbs need and deserve. It is 
time the government came to the party on 
this. I know the previous government was 
in the process of upgrading a number of 
roads. Since the election that work seems 
to have ceased, and it is about time that 
the people in the west were given a fair go. 
I ask the minister to provide for the people 
of the western suburbs the roads they 
should have.

COUNCIL | Condolences
10 June 2015

Hon. John 
Hamilton Simpson

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to associate the opposition with 
the motion moved by the Leader of the 
Government. In doing so, I cannot but 
comment on the irony of losing Jack 
Simpson in the same week that Paul 
Hogan made the comment, ‘We just don’t 
have enough larrikins left in Australia’. I 
cannot say for certain that Jack Simpson 
was a larrikin, but he was most certainly 
a character — a character larger than 
life. He made the Parliament of his time 
a more colourful place perhaps than 
the one we enjoy today. I did not know 
Jack. Jack wrote the odd letter attacking 
me in the newspaper, sometimes even 
from Perth. I did not get away from him 
even on the other side of the nation, but 
unfortunately I did not know him.

He retired in 1988, and I was not first 
elected to this place until 1992. My guess 
is that I would have liked him. The fact 
that we did not know each other was 
most certainly my loss. I knew a few 
Labor blokes from that era, people like 
Uncle Doug Elliot, Carl Kirkwood and 
Jack Culpin. They were legends of the 
Parliament to varying degrees, and they 
were all top people. I have no reason to 
believe that Jack Simpson would have 
been any different. As I say, he was quite a 
character.

Jack Simpson had four great loves. 
First, and foremost, he had his family. On 
behalf of the opposition I offer my deepest 
condolences to Jack’s wife, Joyce, and to 
his closest family and extended family on 
the loss of Jack. He loved his electorate 
of Niddrie. He was elected in 1976 with a 
margin of 2.1 per cent. I imagine a margin 
of 2.1 per cent in Niddrie would make you 
a bit toey, but he worked it very hard and 
got it up to almost 6 per cent after 1982. 

He held the seat right through until his 
retirement in 1988. You have to have a 
commitment to an electorate to take over 
in a closely contested seat like that and 
hold it for as long as he did.

His third great love was the Labor Party. 
He was a Labor man to the bootstraps. I 
cannot say that I particularly or personally 
understand this, but his great love was the 
Labor Party, even though he described 
himself as a conservative seeking change. 
That is possibly something I could ascribe 
to myself. It is interesting that after he was 
dumped from the shadow ministry for 
supporting John Cain’s early challenge for 
the leadership in May 1980, Mr Simpson 
is reported in the Herald — we are going 
back a way — as having said:

I have been reported for kicking in 
danger. My number has been taken. I 
went before the tribunal and was given the 
same sentence as Phil Carman — out until 
the end of the season.

That season lasted nearly two years and 
ended on 3 April 1982 with the election 
of the Cain government, and he was a 
minister in that government. One cannot 
begin to imagine the sense of moment if 
not of sheer excitement and joy of being 
a member of a government that had been 
in opposition for 27 years. To finally sit on 
the Treasury bench must have been quite 
a thrill.

Jack Simpson knew what he was on 
about. He knew why he was a Labor man. 
We might have had our differences on 
that, but you have to admire him for that. 
He did not need focus groups. He did not 
need lectures from some long-haired lefty 
lair straight out of university as to why he 
should believe certain things; he knew. 
The Leader of the Government referred 
to Mr Simpson’s background, and I think 
that largely explains why he knew what he 
believed. That is a very good thing and is 
something more people should take note 
of.

The fourth thing that he loved was his 
footy. He loved his football. I note here 
that he played in the Doutta Stars in 
the Essendon District Football League, 
and — how can I put this kindly? — the 
Doutta Stars had a reputation in those 
days for being somewhat tough. Let us 
just say tough; I am being charitable here. 
I think Jack Simpson may have taken to 
the Christian axiom of giving more than 
he received, and that has probably gone 
down very well in the annals of the Doutta 
Stars. He went on to play for Brunswick in 
the then Victorian Football Association, 
and those of us who remember watching 
the Victorian Football Association — 
on Channel 0 as it was then, and later 
Channel 10 — on a Sunday afternoon 
will remember that that was not exactly 
kindergarten stuff either. Jack apparently 
excelled himself on that front as well.

As has been stated by the Leader of 
the Government, Jack’s great joy was 
his career playing for Essendon. As the 
Leader of the Government quite correctly 
pointed out, he often described himself 
as just 94 games short of his 100th. There 
was considerable controversy during the 
course of his career in this Parliament 
when a media outlet reported that he was 
in fact 96 games short. He had to rectify 
that immediately and apparently did so 

with some gusto. His love of the Essendon 
Football Club was almost legendary. It 
is worth considering what he may have 
said at half-time in the Essendon game 
last weekend, at which point Essendon 
had not kicked a goal. But he was very 
proud of Essendon and very proud of his 
contribution to football.

He was somebody who loved to get into 
it. He loved to mix it up. I think those who 
were nearest and dearest to him should be 
very proud of the contribution he made 
not just to this Parliament but to life in 
general. I go to the death notice that Mr 
Jennings referred to in his contribution 
from Jack’s sister Betty, which describes 
him as follows:

Salesman, showman, raconteur, 
politician, sportsman and businessman. A 
larger than life figure.

I do not believe there is any way that I 
can top that. Vale, Jack Simpson. He can 
be very proud of the contribution he made 
to this nation.

COUNCIL | Members statements
10 June 2015

Government 
performance

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
knew that Labor supported cage fighting, 
but I had no idea Labor would be keen 
enough to introduce it to the caucus room. 
Being a member of the parliamentary 
Labor Party in Victoria is now officially a 
contact sport. More than a contact sport, it 
now requires body armour and a helmet. 
It is a very good thing that the carpets 
and furnishings in this chamber are red; 
this will prevent the political blood of the 
former Government Whip from causing 
immeasurable damage.

On this occasion, Cesar did not even 
make it to the steps of the state Senate 
before he was knifed. It seems his 
replacement was also winged; she should 
be careful who she stands next to. Nobody 
can be sure of Mr Somyurek’s condition, 
but we know that the Premier will not be 
invited to his place for dinner anytime 
soon. If he does, he should bring a food 
taster.

After just six months the Andrews 
government is a total, unmitigated 
shambles: faction fighting faction, sub-
faction against sub-faction. The Premier 
is a rubber man bouncing around at the 
whim of his union bosses. Some may 
regard this as highly amusing. Some may 
even have suggested that people should 
invest in popcorn for the benefit of those 
watching. I call it a tragedy for Victoria 
and Victorians. This government is a 
disgrace.
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COUNCIL | Constituency questions
10 June 2015

St Albans level 
crossing

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— My constituency question is for the 
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to 
the ongoing speculation on the intentions 
of the Andrews government regarding 
the removal of the Main Road, St Albans, 
level crossing and the redevelopment 
of the St Albans railway station and bus 
interchange. There is growing concern 
among locals that the $220 million 
allocated by the previous coalition 
government for these works has been 
pulled and redirected to works on the 
other side of Melbourne. Will the minister 
tell the community when the works on 
the Main Road level crossing and the 
railway station and bus interchange will 
be completed?

COUNCIL
10 June 2015

Production of 
documents

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern 
Metropolitan) — I move:

That this house —

(1) notes the failure of the government 
to comply with the following resolutions 
of the Council requiring the Leader of 
the Government to table in the Council 
certain documents, specifically the 
resolutions of —

(a) 11 February 2015 in respect of port 
of Melbourne documents;

(b) 25 February 2015 in respect of 
West Gate distributor documents;

(c) 25 February 2015 in respect of 
Australian Formula One Grand Prix 
documents; and

(d) 25 February 2015 in respect of

Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor 
project documents;

(2) notes that the government’s 
failure to comply with the resolutions 
of the Council is inconsistent with 
the Andrews government’s election 
commitment to proper accountability to 
Parliament by the executive;

(3) affirms the privileges, immunities 
and powers conferred on the 
Council pursuant to section 19 of the 
Constitution Act 1975, and the power to 
make standing orders under section 43 
of that act;

(4) affirms the right of the Council to 
require the production of documents;

(5) is of the firm opinion that the 
Council is fully entitled to scrutinise 
the activities of the government 
and demand accountability by the 
government; and

(6) notes that if the resolutions of the 
Council are not complied with, the 

Council reserves its right to find the 
Leader of the Government guilty of a 
contempt of the Council and to impose 
an appropriate sanction until the 
resolutions are complied with;

and requires the Leader of the 
Government to table by 12 noon 
on the next day of sitting following 
the adoption of this resolution, all 
documents required to be tabled by the 
resolutions of the Council outlined in 
items (1)(a) to (d) that have not already 
been tabled.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — As 
tempting as it is to go word for word with 
Mr Mulino on his filibuster, as tempting as 
it is to give him a 2-for-1 deal or perhaps 
a 3-for-1 deal, I will keep my contribution 
this afternoon relatively brief. This motion 
comes down to one word, and that is 
‘respect’. That is not a word that the Three 
Stooges up the back there will understand, 
but respect is something that this motion 
is all about. It is respect for the Parliament. 
It is respect for the people who put us 
here.

This government is showing by its 
contempt for the Parliament that it has 
no respect for members of this house, it 
has no respect for the Parliament and it 
has no respect for the people who elected 
this Parliament. Mr Mulino used the 
word ‘superior’, and Mr Dalidakis will I 
am sure be jumping on board this one 
because I reckon there is a fair chance 
that is his middle name. That is the way 
the government feels towards this house. 
It feels superior. It feels that it can ride 
roughshod over the elected members of 
this Parliament, it can ride roughshod 
over the Parliament of Victoria. It cannot 
and it must not be allowed to do that.

I have been in this place before when 
we have had situations where ministers 
and the Leader of the Government have 
shown the same sort of contempt for 
elected members and for the house, and 
we have taken appropriate measures to 
suspend the Leader of the Government at 
those times. It was entirely appropriate, 
and if the government continues to show 
the disrespect and contempt it has shown 
toward the Parliament and its members, 
we should go down that track again. That 
is what this motion allows for.

What is the use of passing this motion 
if we have no avenue to hold the 
government to account and deliver a 
punitive measure if it does not comply? 
The whole thing at that point is as empty 
as Mr Dalidakis’s head: there is nothing 
there at all. I urge members to reject the 
government’s filibuster and to restore 
— not restore, to maintain — respect for 
this Parliament and ensure that we are 
not wasting our time by coming in here 
every day and bowing to the superiority 
of a government that thinks it is so much 
better than we all are. Arrogance is a word 
that came from the other side — and I 
tell you what, they are the experts on the 
subject. They know disrespect, they know 
arrogance and they know superiority. 
They are nowhere near as good as they 
think they are. This week has shown that 
they are nowhere near as good as they 
think they are. They should do us all a 
favour and go back to their carcass room 
and give themselves a good kicking, as 
they have been doing for most of the week.

I will leave my comments there, because 
I want to vote on this motion. I can 
understand why government members 
want to talk this one out. I can understand 
why government members do not want 
to face the reality of this Parliament. I 
can understand why they would want 
to do that. But we must — we must. As a 
Parliament we have a responsibility to the 
people of Victoria to do just that. We have 
a responsibility to the people of Victoria to 
pass this motion. We have a responsibility 
to put the Parliament of Victoria above the 
so-called superiority of this government. 
If members of the government want to 
talk about superiority, it should be about 
the superiority of the authority of the 
Parliament over the executive — and 
that is why this motion should be passed 
today.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
10 June 2015

Sunbury rail 
services

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— I raise a matter this evening for the 
attention of the Minister for Public 
Transport. I have to say the people of 
Sunbury are asking what they have done 
to receive such shabby treatment from 
this government. Fresh from being denied 
their own council this year, they have 
now been kicked off V/Line trains. The 
Sunbury community was shocked when 
the Sunbury Leader came out last week to 
inform them that as of 21 June they were 
no longer welcome on V/Line trains.

This was despite a promise some years 
ago by the then Brumby government that 
when electrification occurred residents 
would have the best of both worlds. They 
would still be able to use V/Line trains 
as well as Metro trains. From my own 
perspective I have to say that the V/Line 
service from Sunbury is very comfortable. 
It is very fast and is certainly my 
preference. If I have a choice, I will take V/
Line over the Metro service any day of the 
week.

I well remember some years ago 
when I last represented Sunbury in this 
Parliament inadvertently floating the idea 
of electrifying the line to Sunbury almost 
being lynched. I changed my mind very 
quickly. What a great pity that the former 
Labor government did not float the idea 
before it went ahead and did it; it would 
have found out that the people of Sunbury 
did not actually want the electrification 
of their line. They were more than happy 
with the V/Line service. They just wanted 
a few more V/Line trains. It would have 
been a lot cheaper as well.

Despite the promise of the Labor Party 
back in those days we now see a situation 
where, as at 21 June, Sunbury commuters 
will face a fine in excess of $200 if they 
have the audacity to step onto a V/Line 
train. That is outrageous. It is an insult to 
every person in Sunbury and is clearly 
yet another broken promise by the Labor 
Party to the people of Sunbury. It needs to 
be addressed as a matter of urgency. We 
are not far away now from that magic date 
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when these new laws will come into being, 
so I ask the Minister for Public Transport 
to restore the rights of Sunbury people to 
use V/Line trains. There is public outrage 
in Sunbury. Something needs to be done, 
and the restoration of those rights is that 
something. The minister should do it.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
11 June 2015

Sunbury road study
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 

constituency question is to the Minister 
for Roads and Road Safety. I refer the 
minister to the small funding allocation 
he made last week in order to implement 
a study into the intersection of Horne 
Street and Gap Road in Sunbury. This 
undoubtedly follows my raising the matter 
with him on the adjournment earlier this 
year. Given the fact that this has been a 
longstanding problem — local people 
take their lives into their hands on a daily 
basis negotiating this major intersection 
— and that we need action, not a survey, 
how long can we expect to wait before 
the government makes a decision to 
protect motorists and pedestrians at this 
intersection, or otherwise?

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
23 June 2015

Sunbury rail 
services

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is directed to the 
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to the 
minister’s announcement last week that 
she has listened to public outrage from the 
Sunbury community about Labor’s broken 
promise on maintaining V/Line services 
for Sunbury passengers and has given 
them some short reprieve by delaying the 
V/Line ban on Sunbury residents until 
the end of this year. Given revelations of 
recent days concerning the timetable, will 
the minister now confirm that it was this 
debacle that drove her decision on V/Line 
services and not the genuine concerns of 
people in Sunbury?

COUNCIL | Members statements
23 June 2015

Australian Labor 
Party

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— Excitement is building throughout 
Melbourne’s west. Those of us who are 
aware of the level of corruption rife in 
the ALP in the western suburbs are now 
anticipating that this knowledge will 
be shared with every other interested 
Australian. Putting to one side the 
imminent appearance of the federal 
Leader of the Opposition before the 
Royal Commission into Trade Union 
Governance and Corruption, because 

that is something that I would not want to 
anticipate, it seems at least some sections 
of the national media are turning their 
attention to the quagmire that is Labor in 
the west.

With any luck the world will soon know 
the Brimbank scandal was about far more 
than a dodgy Labor council. Very soon we 
will know just how far the tentacles of the 
Suleyman empire reach in this country. 
Very soon we will know exactly who did 
what to whom and how many times. I 
anticipate many big names being exposed 
as participants in the grubbiest and most 
despicable forms of political activity. 
I fully anticipate we will soon see the 
opening of a squalid barrel of corruption, 
bribery, threats and intimidation, no end 
of dirty dealing and shysterism and more 
than a little criminal activity.

At long last those who have suffered 
at the hands of Labor in Melbourne’s 
west will have their plight recognised. 
After many years in some cases, justice 
will be theirs. The antics of the ALP in 
Melbourne’s west are a disgrace, and they 
have been a disgrace for as long as most 
locals can remember. I am told that the 
shining light — —

Ms Shing — Time!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) 

— Order! I thank members for making 
rulings on time, but that is time for Mr 
Finn.

COUNCIL | Second reading
23 June 2015

Appropriation 
(2015-2016) Bill 
2015 and Budget 
Papers 2015-16

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— I should thank Mr Melhem for his 
contribution and point out to him that 
when it comes to voting for this piece of 
legislation, we have no choice. That is just 
a part of the deal. If we did have a choice, 
a bloke would be tempted, I can tell you 
that now. Whilst this government is a new 
government in Victoria, I have to say that 
it is not showing any new imagination 
or any new thought processes. I go back 
to the previous Labor governments, the 
Bracks and Brumby Labor governments, 
that were pretty flat on most things, it has 
to be said. It is the same old Labor budget 
that we have come to expect. ‘We spend 
up big and we slug the taxpayer’, that is the 
way the Labor Party operates.

At the very beginning of my 
contribution I have to say that the decision 
to pay $640 million not to build a road 
has to be the most outrageous decision 
by any government in this state’s history. 
The scrapping of the east–west link is, 
without question, the single biggest act of 
economic vandalism in this state’s history 
by a government against its people.

Ms Crozier — They wanted it only four 
or five years ago.

Mr FINN — As Ms Crozier points out, 
they wanted it only four or five years ago, 

and we all know that in 10 years we are 
going to have to build it for probably three 
or four times the amount it will cost now. 
But that will not be Labor’s problem, 
because of course in three and a half years 
Labor will not be in government and it will 
not be its concern.

We heard from Mr Melhem, and I am 
disappointed to see that Mr Melhem has 
left the chamber. He said that what he 
called the western distributor will begin 
— he said, ‘Hopefully, perhaps, maybe, 
could be. I don’t know. I’ll think about it 
and get back to you tomorrow’, and all of 
these sorts of possibilities — sometime 
this year, or maybe next year or maybe the 
year after.

Mr Eideh — This year.
Mr FINN — This year, is it? Can you give 

us a date? Come on, Khalil, give us a date.
Mr Eideh — Sometime this year.
Mr FINN — No, I think you should make 

a quick call. I have another 12 minutes 
left. Make a quick call and get back to us, 
will you? We will get that into Hansard 
quick smart.

This western distributor, I have to say, 
is something that is not going to solve 
any of the problems the people of the 
western suburbs have. It is one glorified 
T-intersection. In fact what it is going to 
do for the western suburbs is what Hoddle 
Street and the Eastern Freeway have 
done for the inner east. It is absolutely 
nonsensical. Why would you put the 
motorists of Victoria into hock for years 
just to do that? It will solve no problem. 
It will create a bigger problem, and as a 
result the motorists of Victoria will be 
paying tolls for many more years.

I had hoped that I might live to see 
CityLink handed over to the people of 
Victoria as a paid-off entity. I think we 
have something like 17 years left in order 
to do that, and I was very hopeful that I 
would live to see that happen, being a 
member of the government that initiated 
CityLink. I have to ask: where would 
Melbourne be without CityLink now? As 
I said, I had hoped that I would live long 
enough to see that handed over as a paid 
project for the people of Victoria, but if 
this West Gate distributor T-intersection 
— call it what you will — goes ahead, 
there is no way on God’s earth that I will 
live that long. There are probably a few 
around who are quite happy to hear that! 
There is no way I would live long enough 
to see anything handed over. In fact there 
are very few people around anywhere who 
would live long enough to see CityLink 
handed over to the people of Victoria, 
because we will be paying tolls for the 
duration if this goes ahead.

Just on the subject of the West Gate 
T-intersection, I recall that before the 
last election we had a project that was 
proposed by the then Leader of the 
Opposition, the now Premier. He called it 
the western distributor. He told us it was 
shovel ready. Remember that? He said 
it was shovel ready. He was asked by the 
media what the Labor Party would do if it 
were elected and it scrapped the east–west 
link. He said, ‘Well, I’ve got the western 
distributor. It’s ready to go. It’s shovel 
ready, and we’ll do that’. I would love to 
know: whatever happened to the western 
distributor? Where did it go? It is like 
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some great, shrinking monster that has 
disappeared into the ether. We still do not 
know — and I suspect we will never find 
out — what has happened to the western 
distributor, despite the fact that Mr 
Andrews had all the plans. Mr Andrews 
had his shovel ready, and I think I know 
what he has been using it for since.

The fact of the matter is that this 
distributor — the western distributor, 
the West Gate distributor, whatever they 
want to call it — is a joke. It will solve 
no problems for the western suburbs of 
Melbourne; in fact it will create more. Of 
course the fact that we have spent — —

Ms Crozier — How is it going to be 
funded?

Mr FINN — How is it being funded? I 
know how it is being funded: it is being 
funded by tolls for the next I do not know 
how many years.

The people at the Transurban 
consortium are no dills, but they know a 
dill when they see one. They saw Daniel 
Andrews and said, ‘Yes. Come in, sucker! 
Here we come, and have we got a deal 
for you!’. They have dragged him along 
by the nose. Here we have a Premier 
desperate to say that he has actually 
done something, and the good people of 
Transurban came along and said, ‘Dodgy’ 
— because they are on first-name terms 
with him — ‘we have got a deal for you’, 
and he has apparently fallen for it hook, 
line and sinker. Here we are, having those 
tolls for years to come. It is not exactly 
good government, is it? I suggest that very 
strongly. Then again, you would expect 
less than good government from this 
crowd because at this point they have not 
shown much promise at all — perhaps a 
lot of promises but not much promise.

Ms Crozier — Broken ones.
Mr FINN — There have been a few 

broken ones too, and I will get to that in 
just a moment. In the meantime we are 
going to have a situation where people 
on the West Gate Freeway, people on the 
Tullamarine Freeway and people on the 
Calder Freeway are going to be stuck in 
traffic gridlock for many years to come — 
perhaps for a generation to come. That 
is something that is tragic for Victoria’s 
future, and it is something this Labor 
government will long be remembered and 
cursed for.

Another thing this government will be 
long remembered and long cursed for is 
scrapping the rail link to the airport. As I 
have explained to this house in the past, 
it is not the first time Labor has scrapped 
this particular project. Back in 1999, very 
early in his career as Premier, Mr Bracks 
knocked the airport rail link on the head 
after promising it would go ahead. In fact 
we in the west, and the north-west in 
particular, are very proud of the fact that 
we had the first-ever broken promise by 
Steve Bracks — and God knows, there 
were a few more after that. But we were 
the first. Mr Bracks said, ‘Remember that 
rail link we were going to build to the 
airport? Forget it, because we were only 
joking, and quite frankly we do not care 
what you think, because you will vote 
for us anyway’. That was the attitude of 
the Labor Party back then; it is still the 
attitude of the Labor Party now.

Mr Barber interjected.

Mr FINN — That rail link to the airport 
is something that is absolutely necessary, 
and I am glad to hear Mr Barber agrees 
that that rail link to the airport is very 
necessary. On my way into the city this 
morning I drove past the airport, and I saw 
the traffic banked back for kilometre after 
kilometre. I thought to myself that this 
government’s scuttling of the airport rail 
link is a further act of vandalism against 
the state of Victoria.

We heard a great deal from Mr Melhem 
about the regional rail link. We heard 
that Labor was going to remove the level 
crossing at Main Road in St Albans. I do 
not know where Mr Melhem has been, 
but the fact of the matter is that the money 
— $220 million, or part thereof — was set 
aside to remove that level crossing. That 
money was set aside not just to remove 
the level crossing at Main Road in St 
Albans but also to build a premium station 
and reconfigure the bus interchange 
there. It was a big deal. I am not sure that 
the Labor Party is still going to go ahead 
with that. It says it is going to remove the 
level crossing, which I think it will find is 
a bigger project than it anticipated. But 
then again, Labor has been promising to 
remove this level crossing for generations.

I first remember Labor promising to 
remove this level crossing back in 1982, 
when Jack Ginifer was the member for St 
Albans in the Assembly. Mr Ginifer left 
us shortly after and George Seitz — who 
has since gone to God, and may God rest 
his soul — was elected in the by-election 
of 1982, and he promised that the Main 
Road level crossing in St Albans would 
be removed. It just never happened. 
Labor has promised it again and again. 
The people of the western suburbs, 
particularly the people of St Albans, 
cannot be blamed for being very wary 
of what Labor says, because we all know 
what Labor says and what Labor does are 
two very different things. We certainly 
know that in the western suburbs.

What is happening out in Sunbury 
with the regional rail link? It is quite 
extraordinary, because this regional rail 
link, as even Mr Melhem has had to admit, 
has come in on time and under budget, 
and that is as a direct result of the work of 
the former coalition government which 
built this thing. Terry Mulder, the member 
for Polwarth in the Assembly and the 
former Minister for Public Transport, did 
a brilliant job with the regional rail link. It 
was all set to go, and we were turfed out. 
There was only one thing that needed to 
be done to get the regional rail link up and 
running, and that was to get the timetable 
right so you knew what time the trains 
were coming and you could get down to 
the station and get on the train. But guess 
what? Labor stuffed up the timetable. 
It is hard to believe. The coalition 
government built the train tracks, it built 
the magnificent new stations throughout 
the western suburbs and into Werribee 
and beyond and it oversaw the spending 
of billions of dollars, on time and under 
budget, only to see Labor elected and 
stuff up the timetable. This was the only 
thing the Labor government had left to do 
on the regional rail link, and it stuffed it 
up. But that should not surprise anyone, 
because that is the Labor way.

Unfortunately that is what we are seeing 
with the Sunbury out of Hume issue. 
Labor promised before the last election 
that it would respect the will of the people, 
and it is now doing everything in its 
power to ensure that the will of the people 
is thwarted and that Sunbury remains 
within the city of Hume. It is very sad that 
Victoria has a government such as it has, 
and I am very sure that in three and half 
years we will have a Matthew Guy-led 
government in Victoria.

COUNCIL | Adjournment
23 June 2015

Sunbury 
municipality

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
raise a matter for the attention of the 
Minister for Local Government. As I 
am sure the minister is aware, next 
Wednesday, 1 July, was due to be Sunbury 
liberation day — the day that Sunbury 
would at long last have its own municipal 
council and the wishes of the people of 
Sunbury and all the people of the city 
of Hume would be respected by the 
establishment of the Sunbury city council.

Ms Fitzherbert — Finally.
Mr FINN — Finally, indeed. Sadly, as a 

result of the actions of this government, 
that is not happening. Despite the 
promise prior to the election that it 
would follow through with the previous 
government’s commitment to establish 
the Sunbury council on 1 July 2015, the 
current government has backtracked and 
appointed transition auditors to review 
the process yet again. I do not know how 
many reviews we need on this. I have 
to say that I have a concern with one of 
those transition auditors. He has had a 
long and distinguished career in local 
government, having been a former CEO 
of the City of Hume and the Shire of Bulla 
and also a chief administrator for the 
City of Brimbank, which I must say he 
is doing an extraordinarily good job at. I 
have the highest regard for this particular 
gentleman and quite like him as a person 
— —

An honourable member — John 
Watson.

Mr FINN — John Watson is exactly who 
I am talking about. The trouble is that John 
Watson has made it very clear to a number 
of people that he does not support the 
establishment of a Sunbury city council. 
As a resident of Sunbury, he is entitled 
to his opinion. As a former high-ranking 
bureaucrat in Victoria, he is most 
certainly entitled to his opinion. But as a 
transition auditor, he is not entitled to go 
into that position with a pre-established 
view, particularly in a situation where I 
understand we are looking at a review of 
the decision-making process.

Despite my respect and regard for John 
Watson, and it pains me to say this, I ask 
the minister to remove Mr Watson as a 
transition auditor in this process. I believe 
that as long as Mr Watson is involved the 
whole process is under a cloud and can be 
open to a whole range of concerns by the 
Sunbury community.
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COUNCIL | Constituency questions
24 June 2015

Bay West 
government policy

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My 
constituency question is directed to the 
Premier. I am sure the Premier will recall 
his promise prior to the last election that 
any government he leads would build 
a port in the west of the bay. Given his 
broken promise on this matter, will the 
Premier confirm that plans for Bay West 
are now in the same place as those for his 
‘shovel-ready’ western distributor?

COUNCIL
24 June 2015

Disability 
employment

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It 
gives me a great deal of pleasure this 
afternoon to rise and support the motion 
moved by Dr Carling-Jenkins. I add my 
voice to those who have congratulated her 
on bringing this matter before the house, 
because it is an extremely important 
matter and the depth of that importance is 
emphasised only too well by the fact that 
here today we have the Liberal Party, the 
Labor Party, the Greens, the Australian 
Sex Party and the Democratic Labour 
Party all in furious agreement. I am not 
sure that is going to happen all that often.

Mr Bourman interjected.
Mr FINN — The Shooters have not said 

anything on this. I was not sure whether 
they were going to. If the Shooters and 
Fishers Party is with us as well, that is even 
better.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — I hope they do get an 

opportunity, because that will be a very 
good thing. We acknowledge the depth 
and importance of this issue, and I 
congratulate Dr Carling-Jenkins on raising 
this matter. This matter brings to the table 
some very basic truths, the most basic 
being that people with disabilities are 
people. Nobody loses any form of their 
humanity by virtue of their disability. 
People with disabilities are as much 
human beings as people who are able 
bodied, or able minded for that matter. 
Just because somebody has an intellectual 
disability, it does not make them any less 
of a human being, nor does it take away 
any of their rights. It does not take away 
any of the dignity owed to them by way of 
their humanity. That human dignity must 
always be respected, and those human 
rights must also be respected.

I have to say it is not always so. I am sure 
every one of us has heard people making 
disparaging comments from time to time 
that would indicate that those people have 
the view that people with disabilities are 
somewhat less than human. I have heard 
people in this chamber say that. Going 
back a few years to a particular debate, I 
recall people saying that it would be fine if 

we were to do away with people because 
they have a disability. To me that smacks 
at the very core of human dignity and 
human decency, and it is something we 
should not tolerate.

As shadow parliamentary secretary 
for autism spectrum disorder, I have 
mentioned in this house before that I 
have been getting around a fair bit and 
seeing a great deal of the work that is 
being done not just for children with 
autism but also for adults with autism 
as well as for families facing the effects 
of autism. As I have said before, it is 
not just the individual child or adult 
with autism; it is a family problem. I 
have been getting around and seeing 
that a great deal of very good work is 
being done, and one of things that was 
brought to my attention very early in 
the piece is the extraordinarily high rate 
of unemployment among people with 
autism.

To my way of thinking that is very odd, 
because I would say that in close to 100 
per cent of cases people with autism 
have a gift. In some way or other they are 
absolutely brilliant and highly gifted in a 
certain field or area. It seems to me that 
society is letting itself down in not tapping 
into that gift or that talent. It probably goes 
back to the education that we have been 
providing these children over the last 20 
or 30 years.

One of the greatest culprits in this 
regard is the Victorian department of 
education, because it has taken the view 
that one size fits all. It has taken the view 
that to move with the times is just too 
difficult. It has taken the view perhaps 
that children with autism are not worth 
the trouble of changing the way that we 
do things. I take a very different view. My 
view is that the one-size-fits-all policy 
does not work and will never work. It 
may work to various degrees with what 
might be called able-bodied or able-
minded students, but in terms of students 
with autism it is never going to work 
because the individuality of each child is 
emphasised even more by the autism that 
they carry.

As a society and as a government, and 
can I say to my friends over at 2 Treasury 
Place, as an education department, we 
must start thinking differently. We have 
to start thinking about these people as 
people and not as problems. We have 
to extract from them and give them the 
ability to extract from themselves the 
talents that they have to offer and the 
gifts that they have been given. We as 
a society will benefit enormously from 
that, and of course the individuals will 
benefit enormously. There are no two 
ways about that. We know the sense of 
self-worth that employment brings. Ms 
Patten spoke earlier about something as 
simple as catching the bus to work and the 
difference that can make to an individual. 
These are things that must be taken into 
consideration.

Something I think we have to direct 
our attention to in the autism area is 
behaviour, because behaviour is an 
area that dictates whether a person is 
employable or not. I was delighted last 
Friday to be out at La Trobe University 
and to meet the researchers at the Autism 

Research Centre. They were telling me 
that they have come up with a way of 
diagnosing autism in children as young 
as six months old. That allows early 
intervention to remove the behaviours 
that might otherwise condemn these 
children to unemployment later in life. It 
is a very exciting prospect that we can find 
out early, get in and do something about 
it and change these young people’s lives. 
We can change their families’ lives. It will 
be of huge benefit to the community, and 
we can all be very excited about it. I left 
La Trobe University last Friday afternoon 
genuinely excited about what I had seen 
there. I thought, ‘Here is the future. Here 
is something that is going to change so 
many lives for the better’. That always is 
something that excites me enormously.

I will not speak for too much longer. 
On the subject of procurement, that 
is a matter that should be constantly 
under review. Whilst a person may have 
a disability, that disability should in no 
way measure permanently what their 
capabilities are. Those capabilities will 
change and their potential to make 
a contribution will change, just as 
technology will change. For example, 
my son, who is 14, has autism spectrum 
disorder, as I am sure the house would 
know, and he can work the television 
and the various mechanisms involved 
with the television far better than I ever 
could — not just the remote control, but 
everything.

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — It is probably not a big leap, 

as Mr Ondarchie says. These children all 
have a great gift, and it is our job to find 
out what it is and to use it. That will be 
of great benefit to them as children and 
later, once they are adults. That is what 
happens — children grow up into adults; 
we seem to forget that. We talk about early 
intervention, we talk about education, we 
talk about schools and then when they 
reach the age of 18, forget about it, you 
are on the unemployment benefit or you 
are on the disability pension or whatever. 
We tell them to come back and see us 
when their funeral benefit is due. That 
seems to be the attitude of many sections 
of the government. It has to change. It is 
just unsustainable, and it is an appalling 
attitude to have anyway.

Once again I commend Dr Carling-
Jenkins on bringing this matter before 
the house. It gives me enormous pleasure 
to support the motion. I sincerely hope 
this will not be the last time that we see 
matters of this nature brought before 
the house, because they are matters of 
enormous importance and should be of 
enormous concern to every member of 
this Parliament.

COUNCIL | Constituency questions
25 June 2015

Sunbury 
municipality 
commencement

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) 
— My constituency question is to the 
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Minister for Local Government. I refer to 
the unmitigated mess the government 
has created in relation to the proposed 
establishment of a new Sunbury 
municipality. Given the total confusion 
in Sunbury over this matter, the mixed 
messages sent by the government and the 
total ineffectiveness of the member for 
Sunbury in the Assembly in representing 
his electorate, will the minister use 1 July 
— the date appointed by the previous 
coalition government for the Sunbury 
council to begin — to give the people of 
Sunbury and Bulla a guarantee that the 
new council will commence operation 
within 12 months?

COUNCIL | Adjournment
25 June 2015

Western 
Distributor

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I 
wish to raise a matter for the attention of 
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. 
I am sure the minister would be very 
aware of the enormous growth occurring 

in the western suburbs of Melbourne 
and beyond. This is causing considerable 
congestion on the roads and freeways, 
particularly the West Gate Freeway, the 
Tullamarine Freeway and the Calder 
Freeway. It is a growing problem that is 
growing worse every day.

We have had a proposal from the 
government — I think it is from the 
government. Maybe the government 
is thinking about it, maybe it is not 
thinking about a thing called the western 
distributor. My understanding of the 
western distributor — —

An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — Yes, I understand 

Transurban is very keen on this. Given the 
deal that it has offered, I am not surprised. 
From what I can see, this is a glorified 
T-intersection that would provide for the 
western side of Melbourne exactly the 
same sort of deal that Hoddle Street and 
the Eastern Freeway provide for the other 
side of Melbourne. For that we would 
be paying tolls for quite a considerable 
amount of extra time.

We have a problem here. The 
government has a problem, and the 
people of the western suburbs of 
Melbourne have a major problem. I am 

hoping the government will do something 
to fix that. We have a five-week winter 
parliamentary recess coming up, and I 
am very hopeful that the minister will 
be thoughtful — not ponderous, but 
thoughtful — on what we may be able to 
do to solve this problem, because it will 
get worse as the suburbs in the west of 
Melbourne continue to grow. It is going to 
get even worse as the suburbs continue to 
grow around Ballarat and Geelong, and it 
is well beyond a joke now.

I ask the minister in the time ahead to 
give very careful consideration to some 
solution to this problem that does not 
involve an extension of tolls or a glorified 
T-intersection that is going to create 
even greater traffic chaos in the western 
suburbs. It seems quite ludicrous that 
anyone would put forward a proposal 
that would make the situation worse, but 
apparently that is what the government 
is considering. I ask the minister to give a 
great deal of carefully considered thought 
during the winter recess to what exactly 
can be done to provide a solution to the 
traffic gridlock and mayhem the people of 
the west of Melbourne have been suffering 
for quite some time now.
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