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HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Questions must be based on lines of expenditure as revealed

in the Estimates of Payments and Receipts (Parliamentary

Paper No. 9). Reference may be made to other documents, for
Tuesday 14 September 1993 example, the Program Estimates, the Auditor-General's
Report, etc. Members must identify a page number in the
relevant financial papers from which their question is derived.
As | have already indicated, in answer to an earlier

qguestion from Mr Brindal, the Premier will be asked to

ESTIMATES COMMITTEE A

Chairman: ; . .
introduce advisers prior to commencement and at any
The Hon. D.J. Hopgood h . be di dtoth h h
Members: changeover. Questions are to be directed to the Premier at the
Mr MK Brindal table and not advisers, though the Premier may refer ques-
The Hoh D.C. Brown tions to advisers for a response. Members would now have
Mr P HoI.Iov;/a. in front of them an erratum document, Financial Information
M C E Hut K Paper No. 1, Program Estimates and Information, 1993-94,
Mrrsl P. LeV\st 1son which covers certain information which is not available in the
Mr J.A. Quirke original papers. | declare the proposed expenditure open for

examination. Does the Premier have an opening statement?
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: 1understand that it is traditional
not to have anybody from the Legislative Council here. That
is a matter that maybe the Parliament will seek to resolve in
future years.
The CHAIRMAN: Does the Premier wish to add to that
Legislative Council, $2 620 000 statement? _ . .
House of Assembly, $5 023 000 The Hon. Lynn Arnold: This morning | _recelved an
erratum document for the Budget Papers, circulated by the
Treasurer. It contains some pages that were incorrectly

The Committee met at 11 a.m.

Joint Parliamentary Services, $5 736 000

Witness: printed in the first volume of the Program Estimates that were

The Hon. Lynn Arnold, Premier. tabled at the time of the budget. | do not believe that this has
any effect on this Committee today, but | draw it to the

Advisers: attention of members who may be taking part in other

Mr G.D. Mitchell, Clerk of the House of Assembly. Committees on other days. 3
Mr A.M. Schulze, Accounting Officer to the Legislature. ~ The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | refer specifically to the

Mr H.F. Coxon, Parliamentary Librarian. Legislature. The budget allocation felansardthis year is
Mr J.C. Sibly, Catering Manager. $1.273 million. That is a reduction of $624 000, | think, on
Mr K.R. Simms, LeadeiHansard last year. What are the reasons for the reduction?

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The expenditure for 1992-93,
The CHAIRMAN: | propose to allow the Premier and the at $1.897 million, was $71 000 less than the amount budgeted
lead speaker for the Opposition to make an opening statelue to savings resulting from the implementation of new
ment, if desired, of no longer than 15 minutes. A flexibletechnologies within the Parliamentary Reporting Division.
approach will be adopted with respect to the asking oWith the full implementation of new technology, which will
guestions, based on three questions per member, but with the completed during the 1993-94 financial year, annual
possibility of a brief supplementary question to conclude theecurrent savings of about $800 000 are anticipated. One half
line of questioning. However, in doing that, | will have to be of this amount has been redirected to the Consolidated
reasonably formal to be fair to all members of the CommitteeAccount, with the remainder of the savings being made
Mr BRINDAL: Is the opening statement for the Opposi-available to cover ongoing costs associated with the new
tion and the Premier for the representatives of each departiechnology and other initiatives as determined by the Joint
ment, or is it just for the beginning of the day? Parliamentary Service Committee. The proposed $1.273
The CHAIRMAN: One would normally expect that the million for 1993-94 represents a continuation of the no policy
first question on each examination to be perhaps rather longehange funding level introduced in 1992-93. As mentioned,
and all encompassing than would otherwise be the case. the provision has been reduced by $360 000 as a result of the
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | take it from your interpreta- balance of savings due to the Government resulting from the
tion, Mr Chairman, that each time we come to a new sectioimplementation of new technology.
we can make an opening statement. A further reduction of $120 000 to be funded from
The CHAIRMAN: If the Leader of the Opposition asks anticipated savings has been redirected to the Parliamentary
the first question, and if he wants to be a little more discurReporting Division salaries and wages budget to cover the
sive on that question, that will be in order. However, | will cost of two additionaHansardreporter positions required to
keep my eye on the clock in order to be fair to all membersenable the servicing of parliamentary standing committees.
By the same token, the Premier may wish, as we move from further reduction of $215 000 has been brought about by
line to line, to indicate changes to advisers, and that would change to accounting treatment of publications, which are
not be seen as anything out of the ordinary. issued free either to or on behalf of members of Parliament,
Subject to the convenience of the Committee, a membeaas recommended by the Auditor-General’s Department and
who is outside the Committee and desires to ask a questi@upported by Treasury.
will be permitted once the line of questioning on anitem has Previously all costs associated with the provision of such
been exhausted by the Committee. It is important that we bmaterials were charged against the vote line ‘Publications
given an indication of that so that it can be slotted in.issued to members’ and the cheque subsequently raised in
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payment of these charges. The cheques were then paid baskhat we do not publicly talk too much about the degree of
into general revenue and recorded as a receipt againstsacurity we have so that would-be transgressors do not have
receipt line for sales of legislation. Audit determined that thentimate details before they actually arrive. In answer to the
above treatment resulted in a double counting of costkeader’s question, there have been some comments about
associated with the printing of Bills, Acts and regulations, thewhat seems to be an excess of doors not only around the
printing and publishing aflansardand the overstatement of security cylinder but also around the building generally. |
receipts where materials are in fact not sold but issued frethink it is fair to say that the fire safety upgrading, which is
either to or on behalf of members. something that has been planned for some time, particularly
A new procedure has now been adopted whereby theith smoke sealing of sections of the building, accounts for
amount that is recorded as expenditure against the vote linesgood number of those extra doors that we see rather than
for the printing of Bills, Acts and regulations, afthnsard  solely for security.
printing and publishing will be reduced by journal adjust-  The basis of the security cylinder is that anyone who is not
ment, transferring costs for materials issued to members tiesued with a security card, probably similar to the one which
the expenditure line established for that purpose. In additiormembers have at present, will have to go to that Centre Hall
no provision has been included to cover the anticipated cosecurity cylinder and once there will have to satisfy the
increases due to the effects of inflation. attendants who are manning that area of theira fidesThe
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | refer to the installation of exact process of how visitors, once they reach that area, will
new centre doors going out onto North Terrace. First, whethen be conducted around the building has not been deter-
will the doors be opened; secondly, how will this improve ormined by the Presiding Officer at this stage.
upgrade the security; and what has been the total cost of the Mr QUIRKE: | note (page 3 of the Program Estimates)
upgrading of security of Parliament House in 1992-93 andhat, for the Legislative Council, in 1992-93 $2.511 million
1993-947 was earmarked and actual expenditure was only $6 000 more
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The total costs in terms of than that. The allocation for 1993-94 has been increased by
personal anxiety to members over the years as a result of ti$.03 000. Will the Premier provide details?
debate on the centre doors has been enormous. However, in The Hon. Lynn Arnold: It might be possible that the
terms of financial costs, $115 661 has been budgeted f&ouncil deflected costs to the House of Assembly; | notice
minor additions and alterations and $345 661 was expenddtat the increase above the figure for 1992-93 was somewhat
in 1992-93. During the 1992-93 financial year, the originalmore. On page 16 of the Program Estimates members will see
minor works allocation of $230 000 was supplemented by @he breakdown of that $2.62 million and that reveals that
further $170 000 to enable the upgrading of security arrangehere is an increase in salaries, wages and related payments
ments within Parliament House. This work involves theover that proposed last year of about $134 000, although it
establishment of a security cylinder around Centre Hall angvas an increase of only $20 000 on the actual spent last year.
the installation of electronic access control equipment withirThere is a reduction in printing of parliamentary Bills, Acts
that area. Washroom facilities on the lower ground floor leveand regulations of about $40 000 on that proposed last year
have also been maodified to provide appropriate public accessd about $30 000 on the actual last year. Select committees
from within the security cylinder. have represented a major variation, notwithstanding the
The non-completion of several minor works projects innumber of select committees in the Upper House. The
1992-93—most notably the replacement of the Parliamergstimate for last year of $41 000 resulted in an actual
House security system and the carpet replacement within thexpenditure of only $7 500 but the estimate is back again at
House of Assembly Chamber—resulted in funds amounting41 000.
to $54 000 being carried over to the current financial yearto Travelling expenses for members, ex-members and
finance the completion of these projects. | will ask Mr Geoffrelatives was underspent last year by $46 000, so the figure
Mitchell to comment on the estimated time of completion ofput in this year matches last year’s vote. The allocation for
the security work. accommodation allowances for members of Parliament last
Mr Mitchell:  The work is substantially completed, except year was $30 000 underspent but the vote figure has been put
for some of the electronic work that needs to be carried ouback in at last year’s vote figure as it seemed that that was the
We anticipate that it will be in operation by the end of thebest figure to use. So the major variation of the extra
year. It would probably be better to do it at a time when thes100 000 would appear to come under ‘Salaries, wages and
House is not sitting rather than in the middle of a session, stelated payments’.
that argues for towards the end of the year, even if the works Mr QUIRKE: Under the House of Assembly line on the
are completed slightly before that. same page we see that there is roughly a $200 000 increase
The CHAIRMAN: We have in front of us three votes— in the 1992-93 proposed allocation and the actual expendi-
Legislative Council, $2.62 million; House of Assembly, ture, and for 1993-94 we see that there is a modest reduction
$5.023 million; and Joint Parliamentary Service, $5.736o0f about $37 000. What led to that $200 000 increase and
million. If no-one objects, | will allow questions on all three what are the factors that led the Premier and his department
and then close the votes once members have exhausted theiassume that there will be $37 000 less in that area for this
questions. year?
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | support that. In terms of The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The amount actually spent in
how the security cylinder or cell will work, how will access 1992-93 exceeded the vote by $179 154 due to members’
be provided? Will people be required to use cards at everguperannuation contributions exceeding the amount budgeted

door in order to get through the system? following salary increases granted during the year, and to the
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | have absolutely noidea. I will inclusion of members in the SSBS fund from 1 July 1992;
ask Mr Geoff Mitchell to comment on that. $96 000 was the figure for that; engagement of Department

Mr Mitchell: Before answering the question, | should of Labour personnel to undertake a review of the House of
point out that one of the chief features of any security systerhssembly administration structure and procedures, $25 000;
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additional position created due to the return from extendeffom the processes of Government? The contention is that
sick leave of House of Assembly attendant now on a rehabiliParliament has a right to appropriate to itself such moneys as
tation program, $12 000; leave loading payments greater thahneeds to function and this should be independent of the rest
budgeted due to higher level of leave taken when compareaf the functions of Government. Has the Premier investigated
to the previous year 1991-92, $3 000; additional overtimehat matter, and what conclusions has he reached?
cost due to the extension of sittings, $11 000; higher duty The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Certainly, an argument could be
payments associated with the extended leave of the Clerk ofiade that the Parliament should have a significant say in the
the House, $14 000; salary increases arising from thactual spending of the moneys allocated to it, and it may seem
payment of automatic increments associated with theomewhat unusual that the Premier is answering questions on
translation implementation of new Public Servicethe budget for the Parliament-perhaps it would be better if the
classification structure, $14 000; and advance of 1993-98peaker or the President did that, but that is something over
pays paid at 30 June 1993—that is just within that financialvhich the Parliament has control in terms of the motion that
year—$4 000. it moves for the Estimates Committees. However, while the
The funding level provided for 1993-94 represents gorinciple outlined by the honourable member is correct, | do
continuation of the no policy change funding level providednot think it is an efficient mechanism for the taxpayers of
in 1992-93. No provision has been permitted for increases iBouth Australia, or indeed for the Parliament, to have the
costs due to the effects of inflation or to cover increases ifParliament effectively vote two separate budgets in isolation
salaries and wages costs due to salary increases which mafieach other: first, it votes a budget for the State Government
be granted during the year. This represents an estimateshd all its activities—that is not created just by the
reduction in funding in real terms of $32 000 and $84 000 inGovernment; it is proposed by the Government, but it does
the allocations provided for salaries and wages and goods amdt become a set of expenditures and revenue raising
services respectively. Additional funding of $120 000 hasneasures until the Parliament has said so; so, the Parliament
been provided to the House of Assembly 1993-94 budget toontrols that; secondly, it votes a separate budget on the
provide for improved clerical support services to the Houseexpenditures for the Parliament.
This will involve the creation of a new office of Administra- That is an inefficient procedure, and it is not unreasonable
tive Officer and the provision of upgraded computing systemshat the Government should have the obligation and responsi-
and associated staff training. It will be a tight financial yearbility of proposing to the Parliament an overall pattern of how
for the House of Assembly, but these are the same restraintsoneys can be raised to pay for the expenditures to be
that are being asked of departments elsewhere imcurred.Itwould then be up tothe Parliamentto make up its
Government. own mind about those proposals. So, while | accept that an
Mr QUIRKE: Can the Premier give an update on certainargument could be made, at the end of the day it is the
works that are taking place in Parliament House? FoParliament that votes on the whole budget not just on one or
instance, the Clerk mentioned the fire doors that are beingnother aspect. However, as to the first point whether the
installed around the place. Is it anticipated during thisSpeaker or the President should answer questions on that line,
financial year that some moneys will be expended orthat matter could be looked into in the future.
recarpeting the House of Assembly and on a number of other Mr BRINDAL: | wish to pursue that line of questioning
things like that which have been in abeyance for the past fein terms of the Meeting the Challenge statement, which as the
years, as well as on refurbishment of the air-conditionind®remier has acknowledged deferred upgrading on this
system? building, and also the fact that this building is not subject to
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | remind the member for the normal laws of this State. The Parliament has got away
Playford that in the Meeting the Challenge statement th&ith many of the things that are wrong in this building in
Government announced that further work on Parliamenterms of fire, occupational health and safety and many other
House would be deferred beyond that which was necessamatters, because it is not subject to the normal laws which the
for occupational health and safety matters, that is, thingPremier and the Government enforce elsewhere in South
which could not be deferred at all. While it would be Australia. In view of the fact that the Premier has said that the
desirable to have earlier work done on the Parliament, thabovernment is responsible for the budget and therefore takes
has not been possible given the restraints we have to seesponsibility for the building, has adequate provision been
elsewhere in Government, but | will ask Mr Mitchell to made for the provision of occupational health and safety
comment. standards in this building, and when will those standards be
Mr Mitchell: The fire doors are part of the security reached?
upgrade, albeit for a different reason. The carpets have finally | draw attention specifically to the two offices situated
been purchased and as soon as we have a reasonable breatside the Chamber doors near the Whip’s office, which fire
they will be installed. At this stage we are anticipating thatofficers tell me are a fire hazard. They are totally made of
that take place during the Christmas adjournment. wood and they are built in fire wells. There is a huge danger
Mr QUIRKE: Will the red sword line that fascinates of loss of life if fire occurs because of the nature of the
schoolchildren who come in here still be part of the recarpetstructure, yet they are still being used as offices. When will
ing? this Government get this building to a standard which it
Mr Mitchell: We do not propose to change it. demands for all other workers in this State?
Mr BRINDAL: The Premier is noted as being something The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There are two tiers to that
of an expert on parliamentary procedures and the traditionguestion. First, there is the requirement of occupational health
of this place, and my first question is in that light. Does theand safety measures and safety principles, such as fire safety
Premier acknowledge that any Government is the creature @hd so on. Funds have been made available for fire safety
the Parliament and the servant of the Parliament? If he doew/ork to be attended to. However, | cannot comment on those
has he investigated whether the appropriation of moneys biyvo particular offices. The honourable member draws
the Parliament for the Parliament should be made separatedytention to the fact that they are wooden rooms that have
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been created out of space in the building. Perhaps Miry to retrieve that situation, but it is out of the hands of the
Mitchell can comment on that issue in a moment. The seconlibrary.

tier to that question is: what are reasonable working condi- Mr Simms: Hansardis instituting a completely new
tions? | acknowledge that for many in this building there aresystem of operation, and we hope that it will be completed
not reasonable working conditions and that in Meeting thehis session. In line with our new system of operating, an on-
Challenge we deferred further work on that matter. line system will be much more easily installed. It is simply

| accept that my decision brought criticism from variousa matter of funding being made available for such a system.
members on both sides of the House. That is fine, because®ere will certainly be a new index format, which will rely
the end of the day there are many other issues on whidargely on a word search operation. The previblasard
money must be spent from the source of money available tformat has been abandoned now that the new system is up
us, namely, the taxpayer. My Cabinet and | did not believeand running. As | say, the provision of an on-line facility,
that at this stage this was the top priority. We agreed that wavhich will be considered down the track, will rely on
should address fire safety measures and other basic safeiypropriate funding in the future.
principles, but as far as upgrading the quality of working  Mr BRINDAL: | understand what both of you are saying,
space in this building is concerned-l agree that there is But it appears to me that there is a danger that, while the rest
priority for the staff, such asiansard, catering and the of the Government moves forward in respect of computeri-
administrative staff of the building-members of Par|iament3ation, we are running backwards at a rate of knots. |
come at the bottom of the list. When better times return inherefore seek the Premier’s assurance that some sort of on-
terms of Government revenue, that will be the time to looKine access t¢tdansardwill be made available as soon as it
at those issues. is appropriate.

MrBRINDAL: Proposed expenditure for the librarywas  The Hon. Lynn Amold: Given the way the question was
$565 000, but the actual expenditure was $548 000. Thefgorded, | think the answer could be ‘Yes’, but defining ‘as
used to be a computer-type record that enabled one to searghon as it is appropriate’ will depend on when the competing
for speeches using key words, and so on. When | went to loojriorities can be taken into account. There is no reason why
up some speeches | was told that that facility had been cut ofe should not try to make it as soon as possible, except for
because of budget constraints. | believe that that does nei{e amount of money that we have available for the various
allow me as a member of Parliament and other members Q&kpenditure needs. 1 will report further on that after | have
both sides to fulfil our duties. | also was informed that thishad that matter further considered.

year'sHansardwill have a different form of indexing. If the Mrs HUTCHISON: | refer to page 17 of the Estimates
two areas are reviewed concurrently, it will become difficult ¢ Payments and Receipts. Where is the expenditure
for members of Parliament to do what I believe you, Mrincorporated into thelansardbudget for the training of the
Premier, have been an expert at doing, that is, knowingjansardstaff on the new system? | am aware that expendi-

exactly wh.at pepple have said in the past and quoting it bacre was allocated for that training, which occurred at the end
to them. Itis an important tool for all parliamentary membersys |ast session.

but, for some reason or other, that tool seems to have been
seriously blunted. Given that the library has under spent, Wh%it
has that facility disappeared? Are the comments abouyf,
Hansardand its index accurate?

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Simms to respond
after Mr Coxon has commented on the question in respect
the library. .

Mr Coxon: The fact that several tens of thousands of ) -~ :
dollars less have been spent in the past financial year th?ﬁeﬁﬂitﬁﬂzﬁglﬁgmh g!jstéht?;tglilr?gl’g now completed or is

was provided for is explained by the fact that severa . L2 .
Mr Simms: There is still some training to be done. As the

positions were vacant during the year for certain periods a -
people left and positions were advertised. It is amazing wh evelopment of the system evolves and reaches completion

kind of savings that achieves. The issue of the availability oft@9€, there will be minimal training necessary for staff, but

information via on-line systems is separate. The system t§1€ bulk of itis behind us now. , .

which the honourable member refers is the on-tiemsard Mrs HUTCHISON: I refer to the Parliamentary Library

That was not an initiative of the library; it was completely On page 17 and the line ‘Administration expenses, minor

separate from the library. It was an initiative of State€duipment and sundries’. There is a small overrun on that

Systems, some years ago. flgure from the estlmated to the actual expenditure. What is
Hansardwas in a machine-readable format, for whichincluded in that line?

State Systems had a compatible software status. It was able The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Coxon to comment

to match the two products and make them available for onshortly but, as | understand it, the amount voted for 1992-93,

line access. Unfortunately it did not get much response. Thehich has been overspent by $4 554, was due primarily to the

major user of that system was the Parliamentary Library, buficreased cost of publications which are issued free to other

there was no take up from electorate offices and Governme#f@rliamentary libraries under reciprocal arrangements when

departments, and State Systems found that it was not a viagi@mpared with the previous year. | will ask Mr Coxon to

financial operation. State Systems can speak for itself, ake any further relevant comment.

suppose, but | understand that the software it was using is no Mr Coxon: | have no further comment to make.

longer licenseddansardis changing its system, and ldonot ~ Mrs HUTCHISON: | refer to the Catering Division and

know whether the software it is using is necessarily compatithe line ‘Administration expenses, minor equipment and

ble with that which State Systems has now. That was a vergundries’. What sort of equipment was necessary for the

unfortunate circumstance, and something should be done @atering Division?

Mr Simms: That training has taken place in conjunction
h the development of our new system and has been
nducted largely by our consultant. Itis funded through the
two grants that we received from Treasury for the installation
c%f the system.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold : That appears on page 18 under
Capital payments, development of computing systems.’
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The Hon. Lynn Arnold : | will ask Mr Sibly to respond  Old Parliament House. As | understand it, the air-condition-
to that. ing and plant room, which provides emergency back up for

Mr Sibly : The administration area relates to many of ourthe electricity supply which is vital to the functioning of this
ongoing costs, including equipment used in the kitchen ané&arliament, is not under the control of any of those elements
the dining rooms. It also covers areas such as meal money ftw which | have just alluded but is under the control of the

staff, but generally it is largely for running costs. Minister of Labour.
Mrs HUTCHISON: It is mainly administrative? Yet when we seek each year to consider the appropriations
Mr Sibly : Yes. for Parliament, it is not competent for us to examine those

Mr LEWIS: With respect to the nature of the functions aspects of control that affect the function le&nsard—if
undertaken in this building and their relationship to thethere is a power failure and the preparation of the record is
Government, somewhat along the lines already alluded to byependent on that power—as well as that of the Library, the
the member for Hayward, who controls various parts of thiCatering Division and everything else, indeed the lighting in
building? For example, is it the Premier who controls Centrehis Chamber. That is the responsibility of the Minister of
Hall and, if not, who does? | also refer to the corridors around.abour Relations and Occupational Health and Safety and
the Chambers, the members’ offices, the toilets, the diningelegated to somebody who works for a Government
room, the library and the car park. Does it strike the Premiedepartment: it is not under the control of any officer or
as quaint that there should be such a diversity of authority icommittee of either House or representatives of members of
determining what can be done in terms of behaviour aboth Houses.
distinct from what can be done with respect to the incurring It is therefore not possible for us as a Parliament to elect
of expenditure? If that is not quaint, how is it that we still find a Joint Parliamentary Service Committee to delegate to it the
the appropriations within the Premier's Department, everauthority for the responsibility for the preparation of the
though it is the Treasurer and his officers who prepare thélansardrecord, the provision of research services in the
appropriations for all the parts of the Parliament and, irLibrary and the facilities that serve both the people who work
effect, we get told? here and the members in the Catering Division. We have to

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: [ refer the honourable member simply accept the finances we are told we will get and we
to my earlier comments on this matter. That is something thatave no say in how to improve economies in those areas.
the House can determine. It may be that next year it will be That is what | believe is quaint, and | am seeking not to
appropriate for the Speaker and the President to attend befatause embarrassment to anybody but, for the first time in its
the Committee to answer questions on votes for théuistory, to place on record in this Chamber before these
Parliament. It is my understanding that the Minister of Statdestimates Committees that are supposed to consider the
Services is the operative Minister, and the Parliament is appropriations a better understanding of how things do
tenant of the building that is owned by the Minister on behalthappen as opposed to how things might better happen.
of the people of South Australia. The Festival Centre car park That leads me to my next question, and it is about the car
arrangement goes back to the time of the construction of thgark. It could be equally about the printing costs but | will
Festival Centre and the special arrangement entered intthoose the car park. It goes back further than the Premier
when Parliament surrendered its car park at the rear of thistimated regarding the Festival Centre. The Festival Centre
building. Again, we are the beneficiaries of that arrangementame into existence, as members would appreciate, on the
rather than the owners of that area. | will ask Mr Mitchell to proposition of this Parliament's agreeing in the process not
comment. only to establish for the arts a performing arts centre of

Mr Mitchell : The Premier is quite correct in his summary. excellence in South Australia but to cede to its administration
As to the detail of who has control over what within the as a matter of convenience the area that had been covered by
building, there are clearly only three authorities: they are th¢he Parliamentary Mews when it was first established over
Speaker and President in their own right and the Joini00 years ago. Members had to get here, so they rode horses
Parliamentary Service Committee. | think the breakdowrand came in traps. There needed to be some means by which
arrangement works reasonably well between the three. they were taken care of on arrival here. The space was also
there are any areas that are of concern, such as the corridarsed by the Parliament and the Government to establish a
and the toilets, that is a matter for those three authorities tprintery so that records of proceeding could be published. It
sit down and reconcile. was still controlled by the Parliament.

Mr LEWIS: Whilst the elements that the Committee has  The quaint thing now is that for administrative efficiencies
been given are not exactly inaccurate, they are incompletef Government agencies—not the Parliament—the
in that the President has control of the Legislative CouncilGovernment decided on the day that the parking facilities for
Chamber and the corridors around it, and the Speaker haars there occupied by that building, which happens to be a
control of the House of Assembly Chamber and the corridorsar park, would be run by the associated administration of the
around it. In their respective roles, they each have control afentre. So we now find ourselves being billed $40 000 as a
the areas adjacent to the offices of members. The Joiffitinge benefits tax by a rapacious Federal Government. That
Parliamentary Service Committee controls the library, dinings an outrageous intrusion into the prerogative independence
rooms, access to the car park and so on. of this State Legislature by the Federal Government—the

Centre Hall is the responsibility of the President and thé=ederal Treasurer—or, more particularly, by that person
Speaker collectively and, if they reach an impasse, thewhoever it may be from time to time that Bronwyn Bishop
decide to do nothing because nothing can change from whékes to put the political chainsaw through—the Commission-
was done yesterday and the day before that, and 10 yeags of Taxation.
before that and 100 years before that. This arrangement, As | understand it, the Joint Parliamentary Service
however, is fairly recent. It probably has its history in the factCommittee has the responsibility to pay that fringe benefits
that, when the Assembly moved into this Chamber, theéax. | would like the Premier to confirm this. | would also like
Legislative Council assumed control of what is now calledhim to indicate whether or not he is aware of the recent
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judgment interstate relating to fringe benefits tax on facilitiexopy form and the costs that were incurred in the same
like that in circumstances such as we have here in thiprocess in, for instance, Victoria and the Commonwealth by
Parliament, even if we ignore the fact that the car park andomparison with the costs that we have incurred here?

the authority to administer it came into existence onlyHow much will we pay per copy for the printing of the
because the Parliament of its own motion created it. Hansardrecord as opposed to what it might cost outside,

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The answer is ‘Yes’; the Joint page by page, to photocopy from that camera-ready copy
Parliamentary Service Committee pays the fringe benefits takorm?
| am not an expert on tax law, but my guess is that had there The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The honourable member made
never been a Festival Centre it is highly likely that we woulda comment about cuts being made by Treasury. Treasury does
still not have needed stabling provisions for horses and weot makes cuts: Treasury makes proposals to the Treasurer
would still have a car park facility for members of who makes proposals to the Cabinet in the framing of the
Parliament, and that car park facility, had it been totally undebudget. That budget is then proposed to Parliament and after
our control because the Festival Centre had never been buiits adoption by the Parliament is then administered by the
would, | guess, still be subject to the fringe benefits taxGovernment. Treasury is one of the administering agencies,
provision of the Commonwealth. But, as | say, | am no expertlearly with significant responsibilities for administering
on tax law and it is hypothetical anyway, because the Festivdlecause of its key central Government role, but the decisions
Centre was built. are not made by the Treasury Department. Mr Simms may

Mr LEWIS: At a later date | will provide the Premier wish to comment.
with some information about the fringe benefits tax which I Mr Simmes: | think all | can say about savings—and it is
believe would enable him—or more particularly the Treasurnothing specific—is that when we have completely installed
er—to challenge the necessity for that tax to be paid, baseslr new system of operation we will be desktop publishing
on arecentjudgment. | will leave it at that and pass on to thend merely presenting camera-ready copy to State Print for
next matter in two parts: efficiencies iHansardand the photocopying, as | understand it, possibly for imposing and
Library. then for distribution. That has certainly transferred a signifi-

How do staff levels, services and pay rates of the officersant operation previously undertaken at State Print to the
working in the Parliamentary Library compare with those inHansardarea. | believe it has made possible the offering of
other State Parliamentary Libraries where there are bicamerséveral separation packages at State Print.
systems, such as in Western Australia, Tasmania or Victoria Mr Schulze: One needs to appreciate that the cost of
(because Western Australia and Victoria are our nearegrinting and publishingHansard is rather difficult to
neighbours)? determine because one needs to know for any given parlia-

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | cannot answer that question mentary session the number of pages produced, for example,
myself. | do not know the extent of those services in the otheand that number varies enormously. The total expenditure for
Parliamentary Libraries. The only other one | have actualljHansardlast year was $71 000 less than the amount budget-
had the opportunity to visit has been the Victorian Parliamened. Whilst that may seem like a fairly insignificant saving
tary Library. | call on Mr Coxon to comment on the servicesagainst expenditure of $1.9 million, nevertheless the
and conditions in those other libraries. Parliament did sit, as | recall, for a couple of extra weeks into

Mr Coxon: | suppose the answer to this question couldMay and | would expect therefore would have involved the
be ‘interminable’. It is not always easy to make directproduction of a significant number of additiondansard
comparisons between organisations which offer differenpages. | am sorry that | cannot say how many pages were
kinds of services or which emphasise different servicesproduced and, therefore, | am not able to give an indication.
Perhaps | could offer to provide to the member for Murray- The honourable member asks, ‘How much has actually
Mallee some detailed information if he would like a compari-been saved?’ That would be extremely difficult to identify
son. because, on the one hand, there is the cost of producing

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We might be able to prepare a Hansardwhich is fairly easily established but, on the other
tabular statement which has on one axis the various parlidxand, there is this rather variable situation in terms of how
mentary libraries and on the other the range of servicesany pages were produced and how long the Parliament sat,
provided, and then do a tick and cross system of all thand | do not have access to that information at this time.
libraries as far as we can ascertain that information. So we Mr HOLLOWAY: | refer to the treatment of the
will try to get that information as soon as possible. accounts for the Legislature within the Estimates of Payments

Mr LEWIS: | would be grateful for that, because | and Receipts. There is only one item under receipts on page
believe it is important that the record now shows just how210, and that is the sale of publications for the Legislative
poorly the Parliament in South Australia is provided with thatCouncil. There are obviously other services provided in this
sort of service and the continued cuts which are made bRarliament for which income is received. | wonder why the
Treasury to any proposal that the Joint Parliamentary Servicanly receipt listed is for the Legislative Council and then for
Committee has made over the past 12 years to improve th#te sale of publications? Why is the treatment of the accounts
service and make it comparable with other libraries inin that manner?

Parliaments interstate and in the Commonwealth. And we The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | understand that the reference
must all remember that backbenchers rely on the library to don page 210 should refer just to the Legislature rather than
what Ministers get done at public expense through theithe Legislative Council, but it covers the sale of publications
officers. by the entire Parliament.

My last query relates to the productiontdfnsard Over Mr HOLLOWAY: | gather then that all the other figures
the last four years substantial savings have been achievedlisted under payments are really net payments rather than
that area. Can the Premier, Mr Simms or Mr Schulze indicatgross payments. Would that be correct?
how much has been saved to date following the introduction Mr Schulze: The actual payments for printing and
of new technology to get the record together in camera-readyublishing of Hansard and printing of Bills, Acts and
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regulations are in fact gross costs, if you like. | need to What this means is that the sums available for building
explain in a moment the treatment for publications issued taollections are very restricted these days, and in the 1992-93
or on behalf of members of Parliament, which are now to bdinancial year only $2 875 was spent on monographs. In total
treated rather differently from the way in which they havethat was 87 monographs, which is library jargon for a book.
been treated in the past. In the previous year we bought only 65 books; in 1990-91,

With respect to the material that is actually sold, for108;1989-90, 152;1988-89, 137; and 1987-88, 244. So, you
example, through the State Information Centre, the currerftan see that the trend is increasingly downward. In terms of
arrangement is that State Services controls that function. fieriodicals, which take the largest chunk of the library’s
sells that material on behalf of the Parliament. The receiptbudget overall, in 1992-93 we spent just short of $30 000 of
line here reflects the net proceeds from those sales after Stake line on periodicals and serial publications.

Services retains a percentage for commission for handling Mr BRINDAL: | understand that in answer to a question
and costs. asked by the member for Mitchell something was wrong
With respect to publications issued to members ofnvolving gross receipts for the Legislative Council. As we
Parliament, we have recently had—as the Premier has alreabigve to report to the House, what procedure exists regarding
referred to earlier—a change in the arrangement wherebyistakes in these documents? We have to pass these things,
previously we were actually invoiced for any materials issuechnd we have to pass them as being accurate. If there are
on behalf of members, a cheque was drawn and that chequgistakes, Mr Acting Chairman, what procedure is there
was paid back into general revenue, and that amount alsgithin this Committee to see that those mistakes are rectified
appeared under ‘Sale of publications’. Audit and the Treasurgnd reported to the House such as the one that has just come
took the view that that constituted a double counting of thatip?
figure and the arrangement has therefore been amended soThe ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr Quirke):  As |

that the cost of materials provided to and on behalf o{;nderstand it, any perceived deficiencies by members with
members will now be dealt with by way of a journal adjust-respect to any of the examinations is a matter that needs to be
ment debiting the expenditure line ‘Publications issued tqeported to the House, if that member feels that is the case.
members of Parliament’ and crediting or reducing then this instance the member for Mitchell asked a question,
expenditure shown fdfansardprinting and publishing and - and | have no control over the asking of the questions or the
for printing of parliamentary Bills, Acts and regulations.  accompanying material. It is within the Committee’s hands

Mr HOLLOWAY:  As a matter of constitutional curiosi- to determine the adequacy of that response, and | understand
ty, I understand that the Auditor-General audits the accountgat is done in the normal procedures of voting for the budget
of the Legislature, but where do the accounts actually appea&locations at the completion of these proceedings and when

Mr Schulze: To be candid, | am not able to say. My all outstanding matters have been resolved, which | believe
understanding is that the Legislature’s activities are dealt withwill be on Friday 1 October.
in the Auditor-General's Report. We are audited by his  The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | have corrected that particular
officers annually. My contact with those officers is in a very matter, and that now appears on tHansardrecord as a
direct sense. In terms of formal examination of the Auditor-correction. Just coming back to another matter, | did ask the
General's Report, it is not a matter to which I normally give Parliamentary Librarian to make some reference to the
my attention. publications received on legal deposit.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We will take up with the Mr Coxon: Section 35 of the Libraries Act provides that
Auditor-General as to where the matter appears. | cann@iyery publisher in South Australia has to deposit materials

immediately see it. o with the Parliamentary Librarian as well as with the State
Mr HOLLOWAY: There may be some constitutional Library. In 1992-93 we received 270 monographs on deposit
reason. and that compares with the bought figure of 87, so you can

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Apparently it used to appear in see where the balance is; we are living on freebies. In 1991-
the Auditor-General’s Report, but seemingly it does not now92 it was 288; in 1990-91, 160; in 1989-90, 257; and in

Mr HOLLOWAY: | refer to the library. How much is 1988-89, 296. So, we are getting up to 300 monographs each
allocated to the purchase of publications and periodicalgear that are received free under section 35 of the Libraries
within the library? How much does this amount relate to theAct.
actual number of publications purchased now as compared We also receive periodical publications. Most of the
with the past? country newspapers received in the library come on legal

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Coxon to comment  deposit, as do the suburban newspapers and one edition of the
on that. Perhaps we can provide a tabular statement ovemaetropolitan newspapers. So, quite a large proportion of the
period of years of the publications purchased by the librarjibrary’s collections are received on legal deposit. Just to
so that the honourable member can see a trend line. | will agkustrate the point, the library has recently catalogued all its
Mr Coxon to speak about how viable a proposition it is thatserials and we have something like 2 500 titles. Of those we
some assessment can be given of the value of publicatiomstually buy something in the region of 80 and you can
received by the library on deposit in terms of the requiremenassume that the rest is made up of freebies of some sort of
under State law that certain publications be lodged with th@nother. They may be simpgratis items but a lot of them
Parliamentary Library. are legal deposit items.

Mr Coxon: As is apparent from the Estimates of Pay- | will say one other thing about legal deposit and that is
ments, the library gets two lines: one for salaries and one fdhat it works both ways. While in a sense it builds up the
general expenses. It always seems to me remarkable that tb@lections of the library it also means that we get many
Librarian is supposed to maintain collections out of a sunmaterials which are of very marginal interest, and we get
allocated for administrative expenses as well as incurringewsletters of hobby associations and the Rotary Club and
administrative expenses. that kind of thing. All of that has to be processed in one way
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or another so there is a hegative side as well as a positive sitlee annual report of the Parliamentary Librarian 1992-93

to the issue.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: To provide more information on
this matter, there is a very interesting table on page 19 ahose figures and further figures of interest can be accessed.

LIBRARY STATISTICS: SOME COMPARATIVE DATA

BOOK ACCESSIONED

Purchased 434 266 273 210 244 137 152 108 65 87
Legal deposit 289 327 366 348 302 296 257 160 288 270
CATALOGUING
Totals 1760° 1609 1673 2168 1986 1735 4130 1833 1354 569
CURRENT READING
Photocopying requests 2092 2006 1458 1712 1796 1498 2195 2718 1678 2757
Issues 40 41 37 43 41 31 45 44 43 48
Extracts 276 275 282 349 328 245 388 400 459 169
REFERENCE QUERIES
Totals 1795 2922 2355 2 456 2 267 1921 1973 1845 1417 1179
Under an Hour 1627 2733 2215 2231 2089 1779 1776 1671 1300 1043
Hour and Over 168 189 140 225 178 142 108 174 117 136
Members 740 1239 923 974 1176 1034 1198 1193 998 790
Others 1055 1683 1432 1482 1091 887 775 652 419 389
RESEARCH QUERIES
Less than an hour 34 15 25 49 20 10 12 1 2 3
Hour and Hour 211 71 121 162 102 156 165 89 108 104
Over a Day 142 53 87 71 45 60 67 74 53 49
Over a Week 23 20 26 9 11 11 10 9 4 4
Totals 410° 159* 260 291 178 237 254 173 167 160
ONLINE SEARCHES
Totals 49 42 58 57 76 149 156 160 124 61
INTERLIBRARY LOANS
Inward 42 77 115 167 92 68 128 87 101 81
Outwards 6 40 44 41 34 32 64 162 150 167
Totals 48 117 159 208 126 100 192 249 251 248
LOANS
Members 551 532 585 897 849 639 570 610 481 421
Others 804 626 535 578 607 420 463 538 601 477
Totals 1355 1158 1120 1475 1456 1059 1033 1148 1082 898
FACSIMILE TRAFFIC
Totals -¢ 243 1306 829 2026 1976 650 676 684 1106
TOURS
Totals 137 157 70 46 45 25%* - - - -
° 1983.

1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

¢ Machine not installed until June 1984,
* Service suspended for part of year.

labelled ‘Library statistics: some comparative data’, which
| put in theHansardrecord for those who read it to see that

** Tours throughout Parliament House became the responsibility of the Education Officer.

Mr LEWIS: Could we get the approximate costs of thewell as the training costs for the introduction of that new
introduction of new technology into the Commonwealthtechnology and the preparation of the record.
Parliament, including training costs and so on, as well as The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We will get that information for
equipment, and also into the Victorian Parliament, set dowithe honourable member. | am not certain that we will have it
in a table form so that the costs incurred here in Soutlby 1 October but we will have it as soon as possible and it
Australia can be compared? | refer to the technology costs agill be inserted inHansard
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Mr LEWIS: What were the total costs of publishing the proceeds be used to address some of the financial
Hansardin 1988-89? | would like the costs of both the inadequacies that the library is encountering?
preparation of the record and the printing set down in atable The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | take issue with the honourable
which compares with the operations we are now undertakinmember’'s comment that the books are never read. | have read
this current financial year, to see what outlays are being savebme of the books on occasions over the years | have beenin
in the actual operational side of the budget. | am not interesthis place. They are a fascinating collection. They are part of
ed in including in that the separation packages which may bthe State’s heritage and should be treated in that context. The
offered in any other Government agency but just to see whatppropriate way in which they should be cared for is a matter
benefits are coming to the taxpayers of South Australighat this Parliament must decide as the trustee of that part of
through the sensible and efficient introduction and operatiothe State’s heritage. | will ask the Parliamentary Librarian to
of the new technology involved in the new system ofrespond.
production. Mr Coxon: As | was explaining before, with a very small

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We will get that information of  line for general expenses, the various priorities that the
the actual costs of publication éfansardfor a number of library has means that the rare books tend to be a very low
years previous to this year and we will put in that same tabl@riority. | realise that there are concerns about the condition
information from the House of Assembly record for thosein Which the books are kept and about their treatment and
same years that will list the number of sitting days and the&ven their security. As the Premier says, perhaps there are
length of sitting time. | can see what the honourable membe®ther ways of looking at how they might be managed as a
is getting at: to try to see if we get a trend line comingState responsibility. | certainly find the prospect of putting
through because, while in the last year the House sat long#te books into the market place and using the funds to
than in previous years, there will be a trend line that should/pgrade the library and its services quite attractive.
come through such a table. That will need more than justa The Hon. J.P. Trainer: My second question relates to the
couple of years for comparison purposes. We will certainlyrange of newspapers the library carries, which in general
get that information put together. terms is quite adequate. However, there are a couple of

Mr LEWIS: My estimate was that there would be aboutin@dequacies | believe could be addressed. One is that the

16 million pages printed of thelansardrecord, both sides, Messenger Press publications tend to arrive a little late. It
in an ordinary year if there is such a year. would be much more useful if some mechanism could be

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | have no idea introduced to ensure that the paper arrives on the day of

Mr LEWIS: For the sake of the record, on old costs, thatg
would have cost us well over $2 million to publish. GivenA
that the camera ready copy now goes out of this building, the
costs ought to be something in the order of 1.5¢ per page,:
because itis being done in bulk: it is simply a photocopying,,
operation and that would run down the cost to a tenth of whaé
it used to be, say, four years ago. Could the Premier ask o
of the officers involved to provide us with a simple table
covering three periods—1982-83; then five years on t

1987-88; and a further five years to 1992-93—of the numbefy. 4 1 hurchase seven editionsTife Ageeach week, by

of kilowatt hours used by this bu|ld|ng in each of those year§nCIuding the Sunday edition, along with that of tBgdney

and the_dollar cost of those kllowat.t hpu_rs, SO that.W? ma orning Herald the Herald-Sunand other publications.
ascertain whether, as a matter of dlsc'lpllne.fronj within OurPerhaps we could have a survey of members to determine
own ranks and the peo_ple who_work with us in this place, W&vhat minor publications and journals on annual subscription
have managed to achieve savings? could be deleted.

Those are savings not only in the way we illuminate the  \ir coxon: We receive Messenger Press newspapers
building, other than with our ideas, but also the way in whichynger section 35 of the Libraries Act. People who comply
we have been more careful with our air-conditioning and withyjth that Act have 30 days to supply material. It seems to me
our preparation_ of r_neals and the provision of other servicegy st Messenger Press newspapers arriving on Thursday
and so on. | think it would demonstrate what members Ofnorning is well within that compliance. The newspaper
Parliament are prepared to do, if they are made personallyyays arrives regularly. We expect it on a Thursday morning
responsible for what goes on in their own bailiwick. They ¢ ajob lot. | find the arrangement with thevertiserto be
might see an interesting trend whereby they indeed argery good, although | can see that people who receive the
responsible. newspaper in their electorate office on a Wednesday or over

The Hon. Lynn Amnold: | will arrange for such a table their fence on a Tuesday afternoon might see it from a
to be drawn up. | had not appreciated that the increasingifferent angle. However, with respect to the administration
tendency to salad plates was an energy saving measure, lgfthe library, | think the current arrangements are quite good.
perhaps it is one of the reasons why the bills have gone down. | turn now to the question of interstate Sunday news-

The Hon. J.P. Trainer: What purpose is served by the papers. Newspapers are a bit of an issue at the moment. One
library’s multi-million dollar rare book collection, which is of the problems with newspapers, particularly those from
uninsured? Hundreds of volumes, even those which are imterstate, has been the decision by the Commonwealth
glass cabinets, are possibly deteriorating because of tigovernment to cease registered post and printed paper rights.
condition in which they are kept. How many millions of This has increased the cost of newspapers enormously. In my
dollars worth of rare books are sitting in those cases, and hoannual report | refer to this issue because for some interstate
much would they realise on the market if they were judiciousnewspapers we have additional postal costs of $500 a year.
ly sold in small quantities without flooding the market? CouldThe Courier Mail from Queensland would cost us an extra

ublication (Wednesday) rather than later in the week.
erhaps some arrangement could be entered into with the
dvertiserto enable that to occur.

In addition, | refer to the Sunday editions of the major
erstate newspapers, particularly those from Sydney and
elbourne—and | am not just thinking of looking at the
rows results on a Sunday. In terms of political matters, all
Mections in Australia at State and Federal level are held on
a Saturday, so it is often rather useful to look at the write-ups
%n those newspapers on the following day. Perhaps we could
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$800 a year as a result of this decision by the Commonwealtinserted inHansardlater. He performed a number of jobs,
Government. | do not think the impact of this decision onone of which was an examination of our representation in
libraries has been taken into account. This means that th&sia with particular reference to Japan. As the Leader knows,
overall pressure on the library’s budget to make newfurther changes have been made to that representation in the
subscriptions has been increased even further. My answeast financial year.
would be that the money is just not there to put in the Mr Guerin has worked in a number of areas. He worked
subscriptions that people would like. with the MFP in its early stages and has, as required,
The Hon. J.P. Trainer: Could the librarian conduct a performed other work for the Government during his time as
survey of members as to some of the lesser read magazingpecial Adviser to the Premier. There have been a number of
and periodicals that we have on the racks that are not perhapgchange visits with Okayama over the years, and Mr Guerin
as widely read as we may believe? It may be found that thergid a fair bit of work to promote that relationship. A return
are several that are not widely read and could be deleted isit to South Australia will take place later this year, and a
favour of more useful publications. visit to Okayama took place in May of this year with a fair
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | refer to an answer the Parlia- bit of work being required on that occasion.
mentary Librarian gave some time ago during the session The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | presume that Mr Guerin
whereby many of those publications are received fregeceived his full salary as former head of the Premier’s

anyway, either on deposit or as ‘freebies’, to use his word, spepartment of approximately $160 000 a year?
we would not save anything by asking them not to send Us The Hon. Lynn Amold: Yes.

copies. In fact, if we did that with the legal deposit publica- 14 Hon. DEAN BROWN: My second question relates
tions we would be breaching our own law. With respect to th o, Mr Guerin's appointment to a position to head a new
question of Sunday papers, perhaps Wher_1 an election_ish fiblic policy division at the Flinders University. What
interstate once every four years the Parliamentary Librark,npintion will the Government make towards Mr Guerin's
could take some money from petty cash and buy a copy of thg, ary- will it pick up the entire cost of about $160 000 a year:
SundayAge . . what additional payments will be made to Flinders University
The CHAIRMAN: There being no further questions, | the State Government to establish this policy unit; over
declare the examination of the votes completed. what period will Mr Guerin take up this position; will the
taxpayers of South Australia provide Mr Guerin with his full
salary over the entire five-year period which has been talked
about publicly; and, if so, what will be the total cost to the
taxpayer of the employment of Mr Guerin and any additional
~support which he will need to take up this position of
Professor of Public Policy?
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Mr Guerin has ongoing
employment rights with the South Australian Public Service
in accordance with the transitional arrangements under the

State Governor's Establishment, $1 330 000
Examination declared completed.

. : Government Management and Employment Act 1985. When
Premier and Cabinet, $10 550 000 that Act was introduced Mr Guerin was given those transi-
Membership: tiona] rights.. He is not ret_iring from the South Aust(alian
Mr Olsen substituted for Mr Lewis. Pul_:)l|c Service but is b_elng made available to Flinders
The Hon. H. Allison substituted for Mr Brindal. University to set up a public sector management centre at that
university. The South Australian Government will continue
Departmental Advisers: to pay, as itis [egally obliged to, until sgch time as Mr Guer!n
Mr J. O'Flaherty, Director, Corporate Services. chooses to retire from the Public Service, the salary to which

Dr Peter Crawford, Chief Executive Officer, Departmenthe is entitled, to assist with the establishment of that centre
of the Premier and Cabinet. over a period of five years.

Mr G. Foreman, Director, Cabinet Services. The South Australian Government, in addition to the

Mr T. Kent, Senior Finance Officer. guarantee of Mr Guerin’s salary for a five-year period, has

Ms Jayne Taylor, Women’s Adviser to the Premier andProvided a one-off establishment grant of $100 000, and this

Cabinet and Director, Women’s Information and Policy Unit.'S_Provided for in the Department of the Premier and

Mr J. Ellis, Director, Strategic Planning Unit. Cabinet's budget.

Mr J. Shepherd, Director, Information Policy Unit. The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Is that an amount of

$100 000 per year?

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Following the change of The Hon. Lynn Arnold: No, it is a one-off grant. An
Premier last year, Mr Bruce Guerin, the former head of th@mount of $250 000 for 1993-94 is included in the
Premier’s Department, was appointed Special Adviser to thiiteragency support services line under ‘administration
Premier. What has been the cost of maintaining Mr Guerigxpenses’. A letter from the Vice-Chancellor of Flinders
as special adviser since then, what specific administrativniversity to the Chief Executive Officer of the Department
support did Mr Guerin receive in terms of secretarialof the Premier and Cabinet in July states:
assistance, office and other equipment and other expenses, Thank you for your letter of 6 July confirming the basis on which
and what did he do during this period? the South Australian Government will support the establishment of

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | can supply the honourable the Institute of Public Policy and Public Sector Management at this

. My . niversity. The university is pleased to accept the Government’s
member with the exact cost of that administrative support. Mgupport on the terms outlined in your letter and will immediately

Guerin had an office with secretarial support and he concommence the process of establishing the institute. On behalf of the
tinued to receive his salary, but | will have the exact figuresuniversity | wish to thank the Premier and the Government for this
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generous level of support and commitment to a proposal which haspent was $13 773 000, which is a very significant shortfall.
the potential to bring benefits to the State of South Australia. ~ What is the reason for that, or has it been transferred over to

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Are the finances of South @ different department? o
Australia in such a healthy position that we can literally blow ~Mr O’Flaherty: The overall reduction in the actual
almost $1 million on parking a former head of the Premier'sexpenditure was due to a combination of factors. During the
Department at the Flinders University as an academic whegPurse of the financial year, a number of transfers of func-
so many other Government services have been cut, and wiigns occurred out of the Department of the Premier and
has the Government decided to use our precious dollars feabinet. The disability function was transferred to the
install Mr Guerin in this out-of-the-way position rather than Minister of Health, and the Port Centre Project, for example,
have him actively involved in performing an essentialWas transferred to the Minister of Housing, Urban Develop-
function within Government? On the figures just supplied tanentand Local Government Relations. That accounts for the
me, the total cost would be at least $900 000 without takingverall reduction in the figures.
into account oncosts of at least 30 per cent to cover superan- Mr QUIRKE:  So, it is a transfer of programs over to
nuation, long service and any other leave entittlements arther areas rather than savings?
WorkCover. We are looking at a total cost to the taxpayer of Mr O'Flaherty: Some savings were made as a result of

about $1.3 million for Mr Guerin to have the luxury of sitting the collapsing of functions that went to the Office of Public
in an academic institution. Sector Reform, as well. In other words, some functions were

longer proceeded with.

Mr QUIRKE: The same table has the average proposed
ll-time equivalents for 1992-93 as 159.5; the actual was
ome considerable number less than that, namely, 149.8. |
ote for 1993-94 the proposal is for 119.4, which is a
jgnificant reduction. Is that an economy that is being
ghieved or, again, does it involve the transfer of programs
o other areas?

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There has been a significant "©
amount of public sector reform over the past 12 months sinc
| became Premier. A number of departments have be
restructured, a number of former CEOs have left the employ?
ment of the Government, and significant savings have or will
come to the taxpayer as a result of those procedures.
reducing the number of departments and heads of agenci

significant real savings will be incurred by the taxpayers of . .
Sguth Australia g y pay The Hon. Lynn Arnold: First, | will ask Dr Crawford to
In the conte>.<t of those changes there have been Somcgmment on that and then Mr O'Flaherty.
g Dr Crawford: A mixture of the two is the answer. A

situations where people have no longer been required in therjlrumber of programs have been transferred. In the transfer of

former position. When | became Premier | wanted Dr -
. ose programs, the personnel who have carried out the roles
Crawford to head up the Department of the Premier an&nd functions that Mr O’Flaherty described have been

Cabinet, and | made that announcement at that time. Oth?

activities were pursued by Mr Guerin in the intervenin fansferred. At the same ime, as we move into a tight
. P d by gmanagement period we are trying to use our resources most
period, and he will continue to perform consultancy work for

. ) . - effectively and to channel them into the new demands of
the Government when required as a result of his working W'ﬂbovernment. So, for some little time we have deliberately

th'is institute at_FIinders University. So, in other wqrds, th_ereheld some vacancies and had some reductions during the
:’(\;'(l:latt)g da;geg:ﬁgé?;giﬁgg{;-r?ﬁgtig?]rgt '\;Irlgltjiggts being course of this_financial year. W_hile we will see that_reduction
_ ) : ; o process continue, we will redirect some vacancies to new

The point | make is that you must look at this matter in thep psitions. So, you have a mixture of transfer plus reduction.
overall context of the restructuring of the public sector thal  1he Hon. DEAN BROWN: | would like to return to Mr
has brought and will continue to bring significant savings tOGuerin’s taking up his position in the hallowed halls of
the taxpayers of South Australia. Itis not unusual for publicgjingers University. What qualifications does Mr Guerin have
officers to be relocated. This has happened over many yearg; take up this position on public sector management, as Mr
indeed, it happened under the Government of which thesyerin had the overview of the justice information system
Leader was a ministerial member. For example, there havghich plew out to an additional cost to the taxpayer of $11
been people on redeployment lists at various times, and thgjjjlion, as he had responsibility for the Information Utility,
is not a unique feature. They could be regarded in one senghich has collapsed around the ears of Government, as he has
as a lost cost as long as they draw a salary and are nghq responsibility for the overall management and chairman-
actively involved in the various programs of Government.ship of the MFP board up until the appointment of the formal
That matter has been of considerable concern to me, to Mypard—and we all know what happened to the MFP for three
Treasurer and to the Government generally as we have sougfiars—and as he had some direct involvement in the whole
to move on people in that situation. of the State Bank collapse and debacle in South Australia?

The targeted separation package scheme and the variotat are his very specific qualifications to take up this
separation package schemes we have had over the years hpaggrned position on public sector management?
been designed to free up those situations to avoid lost cost to The decision to park Mr Guerin out at Flinders University
the taxpayer. As the honourable member knows, we have hafid not even go to Cabinet, even though it involved expendi-
an active program of targeted separations. So, if somebodre of about $1.3 million. Did the Premier have no other
has ongoing rights of employment—I do not believe that theneed anywhere in Government for Mr Guerin, therefore
Leader is suggesting that we should breach those rightaking it necessary to put him out at Flinders University and
because we would be subject to legal challenge if we did—park him away from the centre of Government where any
this would use his talents in the most effective way at thisactivity would take place?
time. The Hon. Lynn Arnold: First, | will obtain a copy of Mr

Mr QUIRKE: According to page 11 of the Program Guerin'scurriculum vitag with particular reference to his
Estimates, the total proposed expenditure, both recurrent amebrk with Government over many years. He has worked in
capital, for 1992-93 was $20 729 000. The actual amoura wide number of areas for the Government, including during
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the time of the Tonkin Administration. He was chosen to ddikewise appropriate funding support from the Department of
various works at that stage; in fact, at the time | think thePrimary Industries, because all those agencies have an
Tonkin Government put him in charge of the Data Processingnterest in this matter. The Leader would understand that it
Board. So, that is the calibre of support given by the Leadehas been important that we commit these funds. The industry
when he was a Minister, and his colleagues for Mr Guerin'has certainly appreciated the support we have given, and |
work in charge of information technology generally in believe these research funds are already showing value.
Government. The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | continue with the wine

Mr Guerin has had a number of things to do withindustry and remind the Premier that on 16 October last year
Government over many years across a breadth of activitiet)e Premier said that the Government would spend an initial
not only in the area of the Premier and Cabinet andb1.5 million to support an export wine strategy, and this
information technology but also in the Health Commissionwould include the appointment of a full-time promotions
and as a central agency person in terms of dealing witihanager in the United Kingdom. Has that promotions
individual Government departments right across the spectrummanager now been appointed? If so, when, and how much of
of Government. He is very well placed to be able to commenthe promised $1.5 million for last financial year has been
on the public sector. To do this from Flinders University isspent?
a key point. The Hon. Lynn Arnold: That money was to be provided

The other point | would remind members about is thef© the export promotion of the Australian Wine and Brandy
Guerin review, as it is referred to, which led to the GME Act. Corporation. | forget exactly the acronym of the export focus.
That was a substantial overhaul of public sector administra-Will obtain that information for the Leader. The funds were
tion within South Australia and a significant contribution. made available to the industry to expend. | am not certain
That is an indication of the breadth of his experience. What the industry’s situation is in terms of its using that
believe the Leader’s comments about Mr Guerin today aréoney, but the money has certainly gone to it. It has been
very derogatory, so | believe it is appropriate to look at whatised by the industry also to attract funds from other industry
the Leader said last year, because he seemed to have $#Pport, but that is being monitored by the Economic

entirely different point of view. In fact, at that time the Development Authority. | will advise my colleague the
Leader said: Minister of Business and Regional Development of this

| think it i ) . .. question so that, when he comes before the Estimates
ink it is appropriate formally to record the Liberal Party’s . . -
appreciation of the very hard work by Mr Guerin as head of thecOMmMittee, a more detailed answer can be provided on how
Department of the Premier and Cabinet over so many years. Vefjie industry has used that $1.5 million.
few people understand or know how hard the head of that department Mrs HUTCHISON: My first question relates to page 24
‘é"ﬁgﬁlsd E'k% '%r:;gﬁutgkféctg‘r% ?ﬁ;";‘:} éhshg\‘;ve;esas"ergtci";’gg';e;br'of the Estimates of Payments and Receipts, under ‘Program
what he has done %,orthis State and Parliament)eveprpthe years. S'MOb”e Radlo Network’; | note that Fhere IS no estlmated
) ) ) figure, but it shows an actual expenditure of $254 648 with
That is the Leader's comment to this Committee last year. 5, ongoing $72 000 allocated for the 1993-94 year. Can the
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | remember making that premier expand on what the mobile radio network does and
comment and | stand by it, but that does not in any wayyhat the allocated $72 000 is for?
excuse parking Mr Guerin, at a cost of $1.3 million, out at The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Shepherd to
Flinders University, when | believe there are far greater needgnswer this question.
within Government. | refer to the inter-governmentrelations Shepherd: That was a project that was not included
line, which involves the area of the Premier's Department thaf, the Estimates prior to the beginning of the year because the
deals with communication between the State and Federglroject had been at a very preliminary phase prior to that.
Governments. What representations were made by the Soutfbwever, the department provided to Cabinet a proposal for
Australian Government to the Federal Government before thg major feasibility study to be undertaken. Approval was
Federal budget about an increase.in the wine sales tax? @fyen to that by Cabinet, and total funds of $446 000 were
what date were those representations made and by whonjgted to the project by Cabinet. That represents the expendi-
From which budget line is the Government funding itstyre during that financial year of the project out of those
promised $250 000 study this financial year in relation to thegyms.
impact of the wine tax on the wine industry? Mrs HUTCHISON: What does the mobile radio network
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will obtain a chronology of the  entail?
events relating to the State Government and its view on wine Mr Shepherd: The mobile radio project is proposed to be
tax over many years. We have had a long-standing publig project which replaces the individual mobile radio systems
opposition to this tax and its increases, so it will not be justhat are currently operated by some 28 agencies with one
a matter of dealing with the situation this calendar year: itvhole-of-Government system. It is being driven partly by the
will go back to when the first tax was imposed. | think thatinitiative of the Commonwealth Government to reallocate the
is the only fair way to answer the Leader’s question, so hgcarce radio frequency in what is called the very high
does understand that this is a long-term position taken by thigequency range, which is overcrowded. It is very difficult for
State Government, dealt with not only by Premiers of the dayiew users in the private sector particularly to gain access to
but also by appropriate Ministers in the economic andhat. Itis relocating the Government use of that, and the best
agricultural areas. So that will all be detailed. technology to do that is a trunk shared system, which is what
The sum of $250 000 will be a combination of things. | is being planned now.
refer the honourable member to point 9 on page 24. There is The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | might add to that that the
an estimate of $300 000. Clearly that is dependent upon whatobile radio systems of the various agencies at the moment,
work is required. It may well be a line that is overspent. It isnotwithstanding what the Commonwealth has done in any
also the case that there may be funds coming from thevent requiring further action but, even if that had not
Economic Development Authority for that same matter anchappened, the existing systems of some agencies, including
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fisheries, are completely inadequate. The proposed newhat are these additional positions? An extra position has
system that is being put in place will meet agency requirealso been provided for in the Premier’s ministerial office this
ments for service reliability and coverage, and in almost alfinancial year—that is over and above the 19.3, | think—with
cases will do so at a lower cost. Major user agencies, such as additional budget allocation of $105 000. What is this
the police and the to be created Southern Power and Watgmsition, who is filling it and what will the person do at
will benefit from significantly lower costs. It is estimated that $105 0007
the net present cost of the proposed total system is $21 The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There is nobody in the office on
million cheaper than the alternative of seeking to comply with$105 000. When | became Premier a number of changes took
the Commonwealth legislation through an agency-by-agencgglace in Government. We have had the public sector restruc-
set of solutions. turing exercise. Obviously, while there is a Minister of Public
Mrs HUTCHISON: | refer to page 23 of the Estimates Sector Reform I, as Premier, have a significant involvement
of Payments and Receipts; with respect to the centenaryith that process. As | have established the new directions,
celebrations of women'’s suffrage next year, $200 000 has has been very important to see that my office has good
been allocated and $63 230 has been expended. First, will thieks right across Government at a period of enormous
remainder of that amount be carried over into the nexthange. There have been some new appointments. There have
financial year? | do note that this is now part of arts andbeen some other appointments where people have left the
heritage in the ongoing situation. office as well and over a period of time some new people
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The answer as to whether itwill have come into the office.
carry over is ‘Yes." | will ask Ms Jane Taylor to comment | will have a tabulate statement prepared on the positions
further. and levels of people in the office previously compared with
Ms Taylor: The reason the money was not spent is thathe positions and levels of people in the office now, with a
$100 000 was allocated to community grants, and that had nadtal as to the salary costs of those offices. Mr Geoff
been fully taken up or allocated at that stage. That has nownderson left the office during the year; Mr Alexandridis left
been done and a much smaller amount has been carrigéite office; Barbara Deed actually left the office before |
forward. became Premier; and Cathy King left the office after |
Mrs HUTCHISON: My other question regarding became Premier. A series of new appointments were made:
women’s suffrage refers to page 210, ‘Other Receipts’. Undekir Foley, my previous Executive Assistant in my other
Department of Premier and Cabinet, $163 000 has beeministry, came across to the office; Mr Kouts, my media
allocated for 1993-94. What does that sum involve? adviser, came across and joined the existing two media
Ms Taylor: | would have to investigate that, but | assumepeople in the Premier’s office, but now the Premier’s office
that it relates to the transfer to the Department of Arts anthas a much bigger coordinating role on media matters with
Cultural Heritage. media advisers across Government. If we take the full total
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | come back to the mobile of media advisers across Government, | do not believe there
radio network that we talked about earlier. What would be thénas been an increase there.
total cost of this mobile radio network if the feasibility study ~ The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting:
cost was $430 0007 Is this to set up another Optus? Willwe The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We will get all those figures for
have three networks in Australia? The amount of $430 00§ou. Then in terms of other appointments, Ms Reardon and
appears to be a very high study cost, without setting up thels Campbell have joined the office. The most recent
network. If so, what will be the total cost of the network itself appointment was a transfer from the office of the Deputy
if it was to go ahead; and what are the projected savings tPremier. So there was a reduction in that office of Mr David
the Government by the establishment of this network?  Cox who transferred across to my office. So in terms of the
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Shepherd to actual establishment, there was no change, because plus one
comment on that. was matched by minus one.
Mr Shepherd: The proposed project, similar to the  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: What does he do in your
projects that have been proceeded with in New South Walesffice?
and Victoria, is a major project, and the first estimate that was The Hon. Lynn Arnold: He has taken over the coordina-

approved by Cabinet for the feasibility study was sup-+ion of the entire ministerial office, the Premier’s office as
plemented later by a further approval. So the total cost iguch, as opposed to the Department of Premier and Cabinet,

somewhat higher and we can provide that figure. But the totaind has responsibilities for liaison with other ministry
capital cost of the infrastructure would be about $35 million.officers in the Government.

In addition to that would be the cost of the mobile equipment  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: What is his salary?

itself, which I suspect would be in the range of $15 million  The Hon. Lynn Arold: His salary is $71 750—an EL2
to $20 million. The total present value of the System and th%osition' One other person has gone, Mr Andrew Scott, who

net present value of a whole of Government radio systemyas brought into my office initially on my becoming Premier.
would be about $135 million over a 15 year perlod. If He has since moved from the office.

agencies proceeded to continue with the present single

agency-centred radio systems on their own, the net present [Sitting suspended from 1.2 to 2 p.m.]
value of that would be $155 million. So the total savings to
Government would be $21 million. The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | refer to intergovernment

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | now turn to the Program relations and, in particular, the Mabo High Court decision.
Estimates (page 13), Inter-agency Support Services itemsQan the Premier say whether South Australia has yet drawn
highlight the fact that the Premier’s office this year has 19up the appropriate legislation on Mabo to be introduced into
full-time equivalents compared with 16.3 full-time equiva- State Parliament? Can the Premier be fairly specific about
lents last year, resulting in payments exceeding the budget when he intends to introduce that legislation? Will the
$319 000 last year with additional costs this year. Where anBremier uphold his commitment that all advice given to
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Government on Mabo will in fact be tabled in the Parliament,other possible Crown lease issued in the name of the State
and when will he do that? | think it is only appropriate thatGovernment.

we have that advice well before the legislation is formally The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The position taken by the
debated in the Parliament. Will the Premier identify thoseCommonwealth Government at the start of the Council of
departments and agencies that have actually prepared fornfalistralian Government was that it wanted to share the
advice for the Ministers on the Mabo decision? responsibility with the States. We got it to go back on that

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | take it that the Leader is POsition so that towards the end of the meeting, before the
referring to advice other than the Implications Document andalks fell apart, it accepted that it should take full responsibili-
the supplement to that document, which | have already tablely for compensation. The advice that | have had since that
in the Parliament. Of course, there would have been occdime is that the Commonwealth view—at officer level—is
sions when advisers to Ministers or to the Premier wouldhat it wishes to get to a kind of 50:50 situation with the
have given advice to those Ministers or to the Premier ofptates. We do not accept that. We believe this is a compensa-
matters related to Mabo, and | do not intend to table thation question for which the Commonwealth should take full
advice to the extent that it is written, anyway—a lot is verbalresponsibility, regardless of the origin of the reason for
advice. extinguishing native title.

However, | do not know that there is much more Mr HOLLOWAY: | also refer to intergovernment
information outstanding on Mabo, except for commentary orfélations on page 17 of the Program Estimates. We know that
the present Federal Government legislation. Given that thafew South Wales and Victoria have been actively pushing
matter is the subject of ongoing consultation between th&r an end to fiscal equalisation grants, which are obviously
States and the Commonwealth, I think it is more appropriat¥€ry important to small States such as South Australia. Can
to see the outcome of those discussions. | have alreadf)® Premier give his assessment of the current State of this
indicated that we do have some disagreement with thBUSh by those larger States and the Commonwealth's reaction
Commonwealth on some matters in that legislation. to it? In addition, what action is he taking through this unit

First, the Commonwealth Government has in my viewfO ensure that those larger States are not successful?
taken a recidivist view on compensation. At the end of thz The Hon. Lynn Arnold: First, some years before the last

Melbourne meeting of the Council of Australian Governmen ederal election members may recall that the Prime Minister,
the Commonwealth had agreed that it should pick up th efore he assumed that position, made some comments that
compensation responsibility for native title extinguishedCOU|d have been seen to be somewhat equivocal on horizontal

between 1975 and 1993. It has now gone back to a situatio!ﬁcal equalisation to the extent of indicating that maybe there

; . St ; ould be some move away from that particular way of
?;jg,l( 'Itplgtil?w?ju\svﬁll ighst%lgeestgo; ; 'Sb c')l ity with the State. Wefunding the States. South Australia has always argued against

S dly. the C th G th . that line. What we were particularly keen to hear from the
econdly, the Lommonwealth isovernment Nas again gofgyime \injster before the Federal election was that he

bactI; on thtet wa;; It?\ Wh'cr?t |tfchgng?.d |tst wgw |r} Melbo?meaccepted our point of view, given that he had made some
on the matter of the rignt of objection to developments o quivocal statements about that earlier.

native title land. The State Government view was and is that " . statement he made in Adelaide was certainly unequ-

there should be no prior right for native title holders forivocal on thatissue. Before the Federal election he indicated

objection over and above that which exists for other mlequite firmly that he now accepted the value of horizontal

Eolders In Austrbahal.( Itn its nev_vt_leg|slfat||(|)n the Commgnwealthr-scal equalisation as a legitimate and just way of distributing
as now gone back 1o a position of allowing SOme degree G, ragoyrees to the various States of Australia. That was

discriminatory preference and we do not agree with that. before the Federal election and we were keen after the

We will continue to discuss t.hat matter with the g|ection to follow up that matter as quickly as possible. Both
Commonwealth and all relevant advice will be made knownpe Federal Treasurer and the Prime Minister have confirmed
to the Parliament before the matter is to be debated. Gfgjr pre-election view on that matter.
course, the Leader will know that legislation is tabled and g \when New South Wales and Victoria started to raise
then it sits on the table for at least a week before it is debateghjs jssue as something that should be discussed at the Special
So, if we table relevant information at that stage there shoulgremier's Conference in July this year, we were able to cite
not be a problem. However, | come back to the point thathe Federal Government's own words and pre-election
certain advice will not be included within that; that is, advice commitment on this matter. We were heartened by the fact
thgt_has been give.n to Ministers or to the Premier from thent they kept to that commitment.

Ministers’ or Premier’s office. There is no doubt, however, that both Jeff Kennett and

As to when the legislation is to be introduced, | amJohn Fahey and their respective Treasurers will raise the
advised that it should be in the week beginning 27 Septembenatter again at next year's Special Premier’s Conference;
1993. As | do not think we are sitting that week, | think it will they have indicated that they intend to do so. We have to keep
be introduced the week after. on our opposition to any change to this matter. It is worth a

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The Premier said that the large sum of money to South Australians.

Federal Government had offered 50:50 compensation: in fact, That is not to say that we are getting any special deal by
from my reading of the Prime Minister’s statement it is quitevirtue of the fact that we pick up an amount that some could
clear that if in fact the native title has been cancelled by aall a subsidy of more than $300 million: rather it is a
State Government it is the State Government that has to pagcognition that a small population State with a large
the compensation: it is not on a 50:50 basis. Following orgeographical area has higher costs to meet in terms of
from that, the State Governments in fact have cancelled jugiroviding a reasonable level of services to South Australians
about all of the native titles with the exception of any defencevherever they may live compared to a large population State
lands or Woomera, because on all the other lands native titie a small geographic area. That is what the whole issue
would have been cancelled either with a freehold title or someomes down to.
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I know some ploy is being used by New South Wales andire currently being developed and should be recruited for
Victoria to try to get Western Australia and South Australiawithin the very near future.

on side if we all agree to have a go at Queensland. The issue Mr HOLLOWAY: What other resources are you able to
is, however, that when Stockdale, the Treasurer of Victoriagraw on given the enormous complexity of Mabo?

I’aised that matter he talked about South Australia being a MS Tre'oar Constant|y across Government W|th agenC|es
beneficiary ‘for the time being’ of such arrangements.  sych as the Office of the Crown Solicitor, the Department of
I'have been here a long time and | know what he isviines and Energy, the Department of Environment and
actually saying. He is saying, ‘Join with us and knockNatural Resources and with other agencies where necessary;
Queensland off and we'll look after you for a year or two, andobviously, also with the Department of Aboriginal Affairs,
then when we have all the States lined up against you we'ind that constant collaboration allows us to draw upon their
knock you off, too.’ I think we, as a Parliament and as variousexpertise formulating the whole of Government perspectives
Parties of this Parliament, ought to strongly oppose any sucén this in our dealings with the Commonwealth Government.

activity. _ _ , The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Page 220 of the Auditor-

Mr HOLLOWAY: In relation to intergovernment General's Report reveals that the Department of the Premier
relations, now that the Mutual Recognition Bill has passetyng cabinet spent $536 000 in 1992-93 on consultancies.
through this Parliament how does the Premier believe thagnat was an increase of $130 000 over the previous year. Can
will accelerate moves towards greater clarification of thene premier provide an itemised list of the consuitancies,
respective roles of the levels of government? indicating their cost and their purpose? In addition, the

The Hon. Lynn Anold: | think it is obvious, from the  Ayditor-General's Report shows that grants made to various
matters that were introduced into the debate in this Parliamegfganisations in 1992-93 totalled $421 000. Will the Premier

reflecting the views of community groups, industry groupsprovide an itemised list of those grants?
and professional associations in South Australia, that many tpa Hon. Lynn Amold: Yes, by 1 October.

in this State recognise that mutual recognition is a sensible The Hon. DEAN BROWN:: | come to the line on policy

thing to do. Participation in the mutual recognition scheme_ , . :
will produce economic benefit to the State; it will reduce theggzlg%gg Svgsagagr?trg?]n\tz;wg&gvfommenq;[ftle_gzto)ﬁr?r Si]rci)ég g‘:l dn
cost of regulation through its ability to process registrations p 4

from interstate practitioners more easily; it will enable Soutl consultants. Will the Premier give an itemised breakdown of

Australia to adopt or recognise standards which already exi r'lsoe;(epczr;\%tgrﬁ ’ Zr?écz\?\};lﬁl%\év?r?n;?c?tzt Vrcr?gggvgffp;ntth?;d
in other States and Territories, therefore negating the need foilocation Was s;l)ent on commissioning market resgarch' and
stzﬁtgleéustrallan standards to be developed in some circu if so, will the Premier provide details including the questions
o asked in the market research? With regard to the allocation
Where it is necessary that there should be some speci $300 000 under this line for 1993-94, how much has been
South Australian character to regulations or circumstance '

. S S §‘pent so far and is any of this money due to be spent on the
then the opportunity exists in that Ieglslatlon.for that to be thecommissioning of market research for the Government?
case. What the legislation seeks to remove is the unnecessary ) o

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: No, none of it will be spent on

requirement on States to do their own individual providing ket hand has b t ket h
of regulations or standards which has cost us dearly. It com arketresearch and none has been spent on market researcn.
n terms of proposals for the current financial year | will get

down to whether or not we are going to end this century witl . )
: ; . - ore information for the Leader. In 1992-93, $90 341 was
the same diversity of rules as applied at the railway gaug@pent on the Government Agency Review Unit, which was

level in the last century. Fortunately the Parliament has now

decided its opinion on that matter, and that opinion | think isound up in October 1992; $18 275 was spent on the GMB

a very sensible one review of the Public Trustee; $4 200 was spent on the GMB

Mr HOLLOWAY: .Furtherin relation to intergovernment review of the State Government Insurance Commission;
relations, the unit has responsibility for the Mabo decisiona32b718_ gzaggsz%eem on the tGMﬁ] r%’;\%\' of _Man?teh agdA
It was pointed out earlier that the staff of that unit have aroors, was spent on the review orthe

obviously been considerably reduced because of the transtW.ar!C'“Q Authority, 57000 was spent on public se(?tor
of the local government program, but does the Premiefitiatives; and $3 423 was spent on miscellaneous items: that

believe there are sufficient staff resources there to deal witfy 2 ©Of&l Of $445 218. ] .
all the complexities of Mabo given the highly complex legal  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Under program 3—Policy

nature of that matter? Advice and Management Improvement'—last year $604 800
was allocated for the information utility but only $132 000

Additional Departmental Adviser: was spent. The Premier told the Estimates Committee last

Ms C.L. Treloar, Director of Intergovernmental Relations, Year that during 1992-93 the corporate framework would be
Department of the Premier and Cabinet. established for that information utility. Can the Premier

explain why spending last financial year failed to meet the

Ms Treloar: A number of staff have been transferred budgeted targets; was the corporate framework established
from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to thdor the information utility, and what is that framework?
Department of Housing and Urban Development. That is the Mr Shepherd: With regard to the expenditure, during the
group known as the State/Local Government Relations Uniyear funds were transferred to the Office of Business and
There are, however, a small core group of staff remaining ifRegional Development for expenditure on the information
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to deal withutility project. So, during 1992-93 the amount spent on the
Commonwealth/State relations. These officers work closelproject within the Department of the Premier and Cabinet was
with members of the Cabinet Office and where appropriat&131 994 and the expenditure within the Office of Business
utilise their expertise. In addition, new resources will beand Regional Development in that year was $1 305 000. That
brought to the unitin this financial year. Those two positionsccompares with the total allocation combined for the two
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departments during the year of $2.205 million, so there wasating this effort has been the State Development executive,
a saving in the order of $600 000. which now has all the portfolio coordinators or leaders of
Mrs HUTCHISON: On page 16 of the Program Esti- merged authorities as well as the central agency heads. We
mates and Information, in ‘1993-94 Specific Targets andire able not only to explore what are the policy positions that
Objectives’, it states: the Government would wish to adopt but, as the Premier said,
Promote SA’s regiona| economic standing and industry po“cy\/\/hether or not |t |S in our intel’eStS to make SmeISSIOﬂS
positions (e.g. Industry Commission inquiries) and facilitate\When the industry commission, COAG and others produce
investment and economic development in cooperation with othefeports, there is a natural place for these reports to come back
agencies. and to be assessed. In recent times there have been a large
What has been done with regard to that objective? number of reports from the Industry Commission, and its
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: First, the Government has, for Chairman has shown some greater interest in talking to this
along time, had a view that we should have a coherent acrossd other Governments about the direction of those inquiries.
Government response to national Government inquiries arithey have dealt with some fairly useful things from our point
we should be putting in that the impact of various nationabf view in terms of timber, transport, utilities and their
Government decisions or proposed decisions on a regiongeneral direction and, while we have not always found the
economy such as South Australia’s. For example, manprocess to be particularly helpful, quite often the reports have
industry commission hearings have an impact upon abeen.
economy like South Australia’s and we have a process Mrs HUTCHISON: In a similar vein (page 17 of the
whereby the Economic Development Authority assesses hodame document) one of the objectives is:
best to coordipate responses .from differgnt areas  of To play a leadership role in negotiations of innovative and
Governme_rnt to industry commission S_me'ss'ons' ) effective relationships within the federation. . .
There is a further matter; sometimes we realise that .
industry commissioned matters are recommendations to the"e Premier referred to the Federal Government task force
national Government, and perhaps our best way is not shich. | presume, was the one that Bill Kelty and some of
much putting our energies into submissions to the industry0S€ others were involved with; is this along similar lines to
commission but directly to the Federal Government. Therdat? What input will we be having with regard to this,
have been a number of occasions over recent years wheR&rticularly looking at regional economies?
while we have had a submission to industry commission The Hon. Lynn Amold: There are a number of issues.
hearings, we have put most of our energies into the latefNne is the regional task force under Alan Griffiths. The next
more political process of Federal Government consideratiot$sue is the set of discussions that, | announced last week,
of industry commission reports. | could highlight the tariff would be taking place in South Australia as a result of the
regime for the automotive industry as a key case in point. Republic Advisory Committee of the national Government.
The industry commission to which we made a submissiorf hat advisory committee has sought State Government
came out and finally recommended a 10 per cent tariff regimgubmissions on whether or not Australia should be a republic,
by the year 2000. We had made our submissions about tf@d the State Government has made a submission to it.
impact of that on the automotive industry. We indicated thaHowever, at the same time we understood that there were a
a tariff regime of somewhere between 20 and 25 per cent waarge number of other issues which need further examination
actually needed. When the industry commission neverthelegid about which there should be an intelligent debate. One
still made that 10 per cent recommendation, we then lobbie@ff those had to do with the role of State Governments and the
very hard with the national Government and indicated agaifelationship of State Governments to national and local
more firmly that a 25 per cent regime was needed to see tfgovernment. That has an impact not only on South Australia
industry grow in this State. as a regional economy but also on regions within South
The Federal Government heard that and did not accept tHfustralia. I see that as an important part of the process of
industry commission recommendation of 10 per cent. In facffulfilling that objective.
it finally went to a 15 per cent figure along with export ~ Then we come to another matter, that is, the outcome of
support. That amounts to effective Government assistance #fe Special Premiers Conference a few years ago when a
some 35 per cent to the automotive industry. We would haveumber of issues were discussed by the then Premiers and the
been happier with a tariff regime of 25 per cent by the yeathen Prime Minister with a view to a better nationally
2000. We were certainly happy that the national Governmerftoherent set of policies on a series of matters. We are actively
listened to our submission. participating in each of those, at all stages ensuring that South
In terms of 1993-94, we are very keen to see exactly whafustralian interests are being protected so that we are not
the national Government is going to do with its task force orgiving away things unnecessarily and that we are always
regional economies. This was announced by the Primeeeking, where things are perhaps conceded, that there is a
Minister before the last federal election. It was for that periodcompensatory element—in other words, that it is in our
of time given over to Laurie Brereton. It has now beeninterests to do something. It is not unlike the issue of the
handed over to Alan Griffiths as the Minister for that area,abolition of State preferences for Government purchases back
and officers are already in discussion between the Stai® the 1980s when we took an enlightened view supporting
Government and the Federal Government on how best the abolition of preferences, but quite frankly our enlightened
advance regional economies, particularly economies such &&w was one of enlightened self-interest, because we knew
South Australia and Victoria. | will ask Dr Crawford to make it was better for South Australian companies to be able to
further comments. access Government purchasing power in all of Australia
Dr Crawford: The efforts within the department are rather than be given some protected environment in an
directed at trying to create coherent strategies and consisteggonomy of just 1.5 million South Australians.
positions for the Government across the various agencies and In terms of these other issues that are coming up, the
authorities. The principal vehicle in recent times for coordi-issues in which we are involved are the fair and free trade in



14 September 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY—ESTIMATES COMMITTEE A 17

gas, mutual recognition of standards and regulations (and wedustries. Cabinet has endorsed a strategy to accelerate
have already discussed that), the national competition policgfforts on the airport, and we have indicated our willingness
the national electricity grid, the national strategy for ecologito put $10 million into supporting that large scale project,
cally sustainable development and the greenhouse responsdiich will cost about $100 million.

the review of ministerial councils, the VEETAC review of  MrOLSEN: In his Meeting the Challenge statement the
partially regulated occupations and the water industry refornpremier said that, if the Commonwealth Government failed
area. to understand, appreciate or support the priority of the
Mrs HUTCHISON: What is the current position with Adelaide Airport upgrade, the Government would consider
regard to negotiations on the national electricity grid? alternative arrangements to ensure the provision of appropri-
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: First, there has been some ate and much needed facilities to service tourism and business
pressure, | guess, on South Australia to divorce its generatingeeds. What are those alternative proposals? Are they the
authority from the transmission aspect of the authority. At albnes that have just been outlined, or does the Government
stages we had opposed that. We believe that there is lave additional alternative proposals apart from a 10 per cent
reasonable case to be argued that it should be, in an accoustmmitment to the capital infrastructure?
ing sense, a separate entity within the electricity utility ("ow  The Hon. Lynn Amold: Thatis an alternative proposal.
the electricity and water utility). We think it makes sense forObvioust, other proposals could be considered depending
it to be treated separately in an accounting sense so that thgon the willingness of investors to be part of the process.
real costs can be properly allocated to generating electricCityye gre open-minded on that matter, and we are willing to
as opposed to transmission of electricity, but we do Nnofyork with potential investors to see the airport upgraded. We
support the total hiving off of the generating capacity as &aye no ideological bent one way or the other on what could
separate corporation from the distribution capacity. Thfhappen in terms of financing improvements at Adelaide
matter was again discussed at the Council of AustraliarAirporL Suffice to say, our starting point is that the
Government a couple of months ago, when an agreement wgs;mmonwealth is obliged to do this, but if it will not accept

reached, as follows: that responsibility we are prepared to examine other alterna-
A national competitive electricity market is to be operational bytives with industry.

1 July 1995. There is to be the establishment of an interstate . )
transmission network separate from generation and distribution Dr Crawford: The Governmentemployed Maunsell's to

interests, subject to certain key issues being resolved, namely, marképrk with the Office of Transport Planning to develop an
trading, grid pricing and regulatory issues, tax compensation issuesverall strategy in this regard. It became clear that a number
o R vtk coporaion Soie o e B! oplions wee avaiable in torms of mabiling loca
gf arrl) interstatert)ransmission ngtwork. However, South Australia anhusmess and '”VeStOF suppqrt. D'SCUSS'OnS. ha\_/e taken place
Tasmania accepted this position with reservations. on a number of occasions with local consulting firms that are
It was further stated and accepted by the heads interested in trying to develop consortia arrangements that
Government: ould range from the takeover an_d redeyelopment of the
) whole airport in the event that nothing satisfactory happens
e S o s e enhrough the FAC to much mre it options thatrlate o
separatingptrans%ission from its vertically integrated authority an$r'vate and Government partnershlps Wh'Ch might utilise
resolution of these issues will enable it to adopt will enable it todirspace, for example, on the airport site. An example of
adopt the MNC model. where a totally different approach has worked successfully

Mr OLSEN: In a press statement last October the Premief@n be seen in the Cairns airport where the local port
referred to the need for a 500 metre extension of the runwagUt_ho”ty manages both the port and the airport. The authority
at Adelaide International Airport because it was essential fop€lieves that that airport will be the second busiest airportin
South Australia’s international air trade. What commitmenth€ whole of Australia by the turn of the century. That is an
has the Premier received from the Federal Government or ttfx@mple of where a more lateral thinking approach has been
FAC on the proposed extension? quite successful.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Some months after that an-  Mr OLSEN: | note in the Estimates of Payments an
nouncement there was an exchange of views through thalocation of $13 000 for Bank of Tokyo expenses. What are
media between the FAC and me on the need for that extethose expenses?
sion. An officer of the FAC said that in his view it was not ~ The Hon. Lynn Arnold: That figure relates to an
important. He said that he had not received submissions fromgreement to do with cultural promotion that was set up some
airlines saying that they needed this runway extension tgears ago by the Bank of Tokyo. That agreement has been
make their operations more viable or to help promote growtlaround for some years. In 1984, the Bank of Tokyo provided
of their operations into and out of South Australia. That wasSouth Australia with a grant of $100 000 to initiate a series
contrary to advice we had received from airlines and currendf cultural exchange programs known as the Bank of Tokyo,
and potential exporters from South Australia, which indicatedlapan and South Australia Cultural Exchange Program. The
that airlines do need that extension. We are continuing tpolicy of the board of trustees is that only the interest on the
push for that extension. We believe that it is agrantof$100 000 should be used for the exchange program,
Commonwealth responsibility; however, we are prepared tthe principle being left intact. Recipients of the program over
provide some support in order to help with that process. the years 1986 to 1992 received a total of $91 204.44. The

We regard the upgrading of Adelaide Airport as a keystatus of the fund as at 30 June 1993 was: the initial grant of
priority, and we have detailed to the Commonwealth the$100 000, plus Treasury interest of $153 396.64, less grants
urgent need for a five gate international and domestito recipients of $91 204.44, other outgoings of $2 658.38 and
terminal plus—and this is the key point—a 500 metrepromotional pamphlet design and printing costs of $3 306.25,
extension to the main runway to support the transport hub anldaving a balance held in trust as at 30 June 1993 of
provide direct access to markets for South Australia’s expoi$156 227.57.
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A grant of $16 000 was paid in 1993. | am advised thatthe Ms Treloar: There is nothing to add on that unless the
$13 000 mentioned in the Estimates of Payments is thBonourable member wants more details on the charging
amount that has been paid out of the trust for the grant thiarrangements between the ABS and the State Government.
year. In fact, in August this year, $16 000 was paid to Mr Ron  The Hon. Lynn Arnold: A new charging arrangement
Rowe for environmental art construction and design. If mybetween the State Government and the ABS was reached this
advice is correct, that figure should be $16 000 not $13 00G,ear. While the agreement is based on the principle of
and in the Estimates of Payments and Receipts there shoulevenue neutrality—the principle which historically has
be the transfer of that amount of funds into the Governmenunderpinned the agreement between the Commonwealth and
It should be a cost neutral exercise. We will confirm thethe States on the establishment of the ABS—State agencies
accuracy of what | am saying or make a further explanatiomre now charged for all services and products with a refund

if that is not correct. provided to the State Government for the quantum.
Mr OLSEN: Who have been the recipients of these MrHOLLOWAY: On page 221 of the Auditor-General's
awards in recent years? Report reference is made to the history of @ee and All

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: In 1986, Mr lan McPherson, training ship. What is the current state of negotiations relating
artist, received $17 617; in 1988, Mr Gerry King, glassto the settlement of the debt referred to by the Auditor-
maker, $11 854; in 1989, Ms Ruth Creedy, the art of WashGeneral?
papermaking, $10 000; in 1989, Ms Angela Valamanesh, The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There have been further
inlay ceramics, $5 000; in 1990, Ms Catherine Trumangdiscussions during the year and further agreements were
jeweller and woodcarver, $15 365.64; in 1991, Ms Marymade between the Government and @me and Allthat |
Moore, theatre designer, $16 367.80; and, in 1992, Mbelieve now finally close off any further State Government
Russell Fewster, theatre practices and mask making, $15 OGfssistance to th®ne and Allenterprise. The balance of

Mr OLSEN: What is the expiry date of this program? outstanding loans as at December 1992 was $479 277. No

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | presume that, because the reductions of this amount were received in the 1992-93
capital has been put in trust and the interest has been usdthancial year. In December last year, Cabinet resolved to
this program is without limit. accept an amount of $150 000 as full and final settlement of

Mr HOLLOWAY: Does the State Statistical Priorities the debt owed by th®ne and AllSailing Ship Trust of South
Committee, which is mentioned in the Auditor-General'sAustralia. While the figure has been agreed, no moneys have
Report, still have an ongoing function and, if so, what is it?been received.

I note that last year it had receipts of $79 000 as against Before the trust was able to arrange the finance to meet
payments of $110 000; what exactly is the source of itghis settlement, the ownership of the vessel was required to
receipts? be transferred from the old owner, te and AllSailing

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Ms Carol Treloar to  Ship Association of South Australia, to the current owner, the
comment on that matter. My understanding of this issue iSailing Ship Trust of South Australia, which organisation
that the State Government accepts the Australian Bureau ome into effect following the public appeal for funds in
Statistics as the provider of key statistics for this State, and989. Some minor costs are associated with that. The Sailing
we accept the Commonwealth statistician in South Australi&hip Trust has now arranged the necessary finance subject to
as our own statistician. It is an example of the one persothe clearance of mortgage documents, and approval has been
fulfilling two offices. The one requirement we make is thatgranted by the Treasurer fex gratiarelief for the stamp
we have some input into the types of statistics that areluty, and the Commissioner has agreed to remit any penalty
collected by the Australian Bureau of Statistics to ensure thahat might have been associated with that. So we believe the
they are relevant to us. This is an enormous cost saving to usatter should proceed to settlement very quickly.
because, if we established our own statistics capacity to meet Mr HOLLOWAY: | refer to ‘Support services’ at page
the kinds of statistics we need as a free-standing unit, 21 of the Program Estimates. One of the listed achievements
would cost very much more than the kind of use we make ofor the previous financial year was that contacts with the
the ABS and the local Commonwealth statistician duplicating~ederal Government and other States in the visits and
as our own statistician. hospitality area were further developed. Would further

The committee, as | understand it, meets four to five timesoordination between the State and Federal Governments
a year. Its current membership is: Carol Treloar, who is th@rovide an opportunity for cost saving or better results from
Chair; Peter Gardner, the Deputy Commonwealth Statisticiathose visits and hospitality areas?
for South Australia; Frank Morgan, Director of the Office of ~ The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | believe we do this effectively
Crime Statistics; Eveline Tyndale, from FACS, representindetween the two levels of Government, the most recent
the human services area of Government; Lindsay Oxlacgxample being the visit to South Australia of His Excellency,
Director of the Transport Planning Office, representingDr Richard von Weisacher, the President of the Federal
physical infrastructure; Neal Coffee of the Department ofRepublic of Germany. That visit was under the auspices of
Environment and Planning; Stewart Hocking of Treasurythe national Government, but it did involve the protocol
Murray Arthur-Worsop, of the Economic Development office of the South Australian Government. A number of the
Authority; Bill Furse, representing tourism; and Tony issues were handled by the national Government, but for the
Bammann, Chief Statistical Officer, who is Executive Officer State portion of the visit a number were handled by the South
from the ABS. This committee makes annual recommenAustralian Government. | do not believe there was any
dations to me and to the ABS on the topic for the annual ABSvidence of duplication of costs.

State supplementary survey and provides a forum for the Likewise, in terms of other visits that we get to South
discussion of policy priorities to the State Government. TheéAustralia, there is appropriate, maximum effort to ensure that
State supplementary survey in 1993 is to be conducted on thikey are handled in a cost efficient way. Of course, matters
means of reducing the number of single occupant vehicles osuch as the protocol visits to South Australia by ambassadors
South Australian roads. and high commissioners on their initial visit and, indeed, on
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their final visit before the end of their appointment, arethe State Administration Centre, including refurbishment of

handled by the State Government. But, again, the experientke offices of the Premier and Treasurer, would be deferred.

has been that we handle this very cost effectively. Has the Premier changed his mind on this project which
The Hon. H. ALLISON: I refer to ‘Issues/trends’ at page involves expenditure of $18.5 million in capital works funds

20 of the Program Estimates. | assume the appointment of Mhis financial year and, if so, why?

John Ellis is connected with urban and strategic development The Hon. Lynn Arnold: On 4 May 1992 the State

within the Premier's Department. Does Mr Ellis have anyCabinet approved expenditure of $18.5 million for the
special planning qualifications, and was the position advetefurbishment of the State Administration Centre. Subse-
tised? | note Mr Ellis is here with the Premier’s team. guently, on 13 July 1992 Cabinet approved an integrated
Dr Crawford: The Premier’s office has a strategic fitout of the State Administration Centre at an estimated
planning unit, which deals with integrated planning, be itexpenditure of $9.399 million. On 9 July 1992, Cabinet
economic, social or spatial. That unit has two primary rolesapproved the relocation of the E&WS Department from the
one of which relates to the issues of strategic planning outsidgtate Administration Centre to the Australis building. E&WS
metropolitan Adelaide—because, after all, a large amount 6fas totally relocated by July 1993.
effort has been put into creating the right planning machinery |, 4 minute signed by me on 11 June this year, | directed

and framework for metropolitan Adelaide, and we are in thepat priority be given to the relocation of the State Taxation
process of progressively developing the machinery for thegfice from the Torrens building. That was for the purpose
whole of the State. , , , of allowing community groups to backfill that building
Its second role is to assess major projects which arg,owing an earlier commitment that had been made to allow
brought forward for the Government to consider. These majofhe Torrens building to be used for community group
projects are tested against two criteria: first, whether thg.commodation. A sequence of works was required to the
project is in the State interest; and, secondly, whether thremier and Cabinet Department accommodation early in
sorts of proposals put forward are feasible. It is not the inten,t;Aay 1994 followed by Treasury and Deputy Premier in late
that this organisational unit should be a successor to the urbqn‘,q\‘.iy 1994, and the direction also gave a revised total project
project unit of the past. Urban projects and urban developggst of $28.679 million. This was a variation on the economic
ment now come under the Department of Housing a”d.Uf_baQtatement position which gave effect to most of the economic
Development. So, this unit carries out a rather specialisegaiement undertakings, but the program is being undertaken
role. In those terms, Mr Ellis is highly qualified in both 4yer a shorter construction timeframe to minimise contractual

engineering and planning, and his support team comprisesgq other cost penalties, matters that were canvassed in the
number of people with economic capabilities so that thabublic domain about two months ago.

integrated process can be carried through. Mr Ellis has come

through into this process as a result of the earlier plannlngs follows: to give priority to the lower floors, ground to level
review process, so he is a contract officer.

. 3, to permit the Torrens building to be vacated and subse-
The Hon. H. ALLISON: | feel the question was not ' ; L .
specifically answered. | asked about personal qualification§uently occupied by voluntary organisations; to defer

The economic statement commitments that will be met are

" : g . ccupation by Premier’s Department until early May 1994
and whether the position was advertised, specifically in th nd the Deputy Premier's and Treasurer’s office by late May

areas of engineering and planning. That is rather a vag . : :
answer. | feel qualified to do a lot of things, but | do not havgfgg4’ and to allow occupation by the rest of Treasury in late

May 1994. The Cabinet direction of 30 August 1993 has
much paper to support that. - allocated floors as follows: floors 13 to 16, Premier and
o St i, gabinet 12, Offce of Publc Secto Reforr 10 and 11,
di . . Auditor-General’s Department; 4 to 9, Treasury and SAFA,;

irected at. | will be happy to turn to Mr Ellis so he can and 1 to 3. State Taxation Office
comment on his own personal qualifications. ’ ) .

Mr Ellis : My qualifications are as follows: | have a _1he Hon. H. ALLISON: As a supplementary question,
Bachelor of Technology degree from the University quoe§ the project remain within budget? It is early days but,
Adelaide. | have practised in engineering for about 14 year§! view of the fact that the program seems to have been
and then went to Pak-Poy as the project coordinator for théccelerated in order to prevent future budget blowouts, will
Monarto development studies. | have a recognition from thé "émain within budget during the current financial year?
then Minister of Planning, David Wotton, that my qualifica- ~ The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | think we will get a detailed
tions were acceptable under the Planning Act and under if§sponse. We do not have any specific knowledge as to
predecessor, the Planning and Development Act. | have be#hether there has been a blowout on cost.
accepted as an expert witness in front of the tribunal and The Hon. H. ALLISON: | refer to the Estimates of
courts over a number of years. | was a senior consultant to tHeayments (page 23) and The Budget and its Impact on
planning review for the entire duration of that exercise. | wadMomen. Last financial year it was announced that, under this
appointed by the Premier to this position as a result of thaprogram, a register would be established showing the names
involvement. of women interested in representation on Government boards.

The Hon. H. ALLISON: | refer to page 21 of the The paper this year shows that $20 000 was spent on that
Program Estimates and to page 25 of the Estimates afork last financial year, and a further $20 000 has been
Payments, Intra-Agency Support Services. It is stated thatllocated during the current financial year. How many
‘the specific target for this financial year will be to achieveregistration forms have been distributed in accordance with
all works related to the refurbishment of the State Administhe promise to devise a registration form and, since it was to
tration Centre. These works must be completed within thée for wide community distribution—I am quoting from last
current approved budget and within associated time frames/ear’s document—what criteria have been applied to
However, in the Premier's Meeting the Challenge statemerdetermine to whom those forms were to be distributed? How
made in April, he announced that a major part of the fitout oimany completed registration forms have been received?
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The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The women’s register was from other Government agencies, as we feel that this should
launched by the Minister for the Status of Women in Marchbe a cooperative effort that involves all the relevant agencies
1993. The women’s register software has been installed inwaithin Government and, more particularly, the local commu-
computer that is specific for that purpose in the Women'siities. So, while we have the overall aim of finishing in 1995,
Information and Policy Unit, which has responsibility for there is no direct program at this stage.
promoting and maintaining the register. Register forms have Mrs HUTCHISON: That concerns all the areas. | have
been distributed widely in the community and approximatelya particular interest in the Northern Spencer Gulf area.

300 women have completed and returned them. To date, \; gljis: Yes, the Northern Spencer Gulf area is well

requests for nominees have been received in relation t|9nderway. The work has been under way for three months.
vacancies for some 15 committees. All Ministers have beef js intended that the resource processing strategy, which is
advised of the women's register, and an instruction for thene first output of that combined effort, will be completed by
use of the register has been included in the recently releasefhcember and the planning strategy for that area within
Cabinet handbook. A Commissioner’s circular outlining thegnother two months. So by February/March it will be

Government’s policy and procedures for the use of th%ompleted.

register h_as been prep_ared. . . Mrs HUTCHISON: My next question relates to the same
Publicity for promotion of the register has included the age and the dot point which states:

Advertiser women’s organisation newsletters, consultatior”?9 P )

with ministerial officers, and an advertisement in the news Work with EDA on ways to prevent wasting information and

publication of radio SEBI. The estimated cost of the estabPTomote the State's infrastructure.

lishment, maintenance and management of the register faWhat sort of work has been done on that, and what infrastruc-

1993-94 is $20 000, representing approximately two-fifths ofure is being referred to there?

an ASO4 salary plus one-fifth of an ASOL1 salary, and The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The Economic Development

administrative expenses of approximately $1 000. The Statguthority has the responsibility for the economic develop-

Services commitment for 1993-94 is approximately $3 000ment funding that was announced first of all last year and the

comprising basically software modification and maintenancerepeat funding announced this year. That does include some

I will ask Jane Taylor to comment further. funding, for example, for tourist infrastructure, and that
Ms Taylor: The honourable member might like to know gllocation will be spent in conjunction with the Tourism

that 5000 forms have been distributed widely since thecommission in South Australia and also with my office and
register was set up. We are about to have the form reprintedovernment generally.

because we continue. to get requests for it. There is also responsibility for other areas of infrastruc-
Mrs HUTCHISON: | refer to page 16 of the Program y,re 3 is envisaged under the Economic Development Board

Estimates. One of the specific targets and objectives fQggis|ation passed by this Parliament. That provided that there
1993-94 is ‘to continue to extend the work of the planningsnauid be some economic understanding taken in the

review beyond the metropolitan area on a region by regiooyision of infrastructure in this State. In other words,

basis, coordinated by the strategic planning unit'. Has uention should be paid to the extent to which the develop-

program been set as to what regions are being covered aﬂﬁ{ent of infrastructure will help the economic development

those to be covered first, and what is the program? Furtheg i State. That is something where the board is responsible

when is it anticipated that the work will be completed? 5 the Minister, but also, through the Minister, to Cabinet
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The Government has accepteq enerally, and of course the Premier’s Department plays a

the planning review recommendations to extend the planningpje i that. It is all about creating the right business climate

strategy to the whole of the State by 1995. In the meantimgy,at was foreshadowed in theeting the Challengstate-

the planning strategy for non-metropolitan areas will be base@em that | released in April.

on established policy expressed by the Barossa Valley an The CHAIRMAN: | have probably been over-generous

Mount Lofty Ranges plans and the regional sections of th?o the honourable member in allowing two supplementaries

old development plan for all other areas of the State. . ) - .
Strong interest in regional communities and Governmen?” her question. | will allow the third and be miserly later on.

agencies has led to strategic planning in the Northern Spencer Mrs HUTCHISON: | appreciate that, Sir. My last
Gulf in conjunction with the Department of Mines and question relates to equal opportunity within the depart-
Energy and the Economic Development Authority: thements—and I havg atendencyto askth|$ question. What has
Riverland in conjunction with the Economic DevelopmentP&en happening with equal opportunity within the department
Authority and the Riverland Economic Development Board:n terms of staffing?
Kangaroo Island in conjunction with the local communityand ~ The Hon. Lynn Amnold: | will ask the Director of the
the National Farmers Federation of South Australia; and theepartment to respond to that.
Eyre Peninsula in conjunction with the Regional Develop- Dr Crawford: Within the department there are a number
ment Board and the Department of Primary Industries. Othesf areas, such as the Cabinet office, the strategic planning
initiatives are now being followed up, and it is anticipatedarea and obviously the women'’s affairs area which seem to
that the establishment of the planning strategy will occubbe areas of intense policy development that attract the interest
more quickly than originally planned. and applications of large numbers of highly qualified women.
Mrs HUTCHISON: | have a supplementary question. The consequence is that within the Department of Premier
When you say ‘more quickly’, how quickly is that? and Cabinet we have more than equal representation—very
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask John Ellis to comment strong representation—in those areas which we continue to
on this. build upon and utilise and which is one of the reasons why
Mr Ellis: There is no fixed timetable to the end of the taskl believe we are effective, not only in dealing with equal
at this stage. We are attempting to develop that at thepportunity issues across the wider public sector but also in
moment, but we are very much dependent on the resourcegaling with a whole set of policy issues where the question
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really is: what are the implications of these programs in termgnformation has been made available to Parliament in other
of what they deliver for women? ways at other times. Nevertheless, as a coherent response to
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | direct a general question the series of questions, we will provide answers thereto.
to the Premier, and | do so under this line before leaving it The CHAIRMAN: There being no further questions, |
because | think this is the last question under this line. Heclare the examination of the vote completed.
would ask that it be applied to all the areas under the
Premier’s own responsibility. | do not expect the information
now, but | would appreciate its being explained later.
First, in relation to boards and committees, for what  Premier and Minister of Economic Development—
boards and committees and councils does the Minister have Other payments, $38 149 000
responsibility and, for each one of those boards, committees Departmental Advisers:
or councils, who are the members; when do the membership \; R Kennan, Chief Executive Officer, MFP Develop-
terms expire; what is the remuneration of each of theénent Corporation.
members; who appoints the boards; on whose recommenda- \1- R H. Keller. General Manager, Environment and
tion or nomina;ion is the appointment made; and Wh_at is th%)perations. ' '
role and function of each of those boards, committees or Mr B. Speed, Senior Finance Officer.

councils?
. . Mr D. Ryan, Secretary.
In terms of li r reform under the Premier’s ar ' . .
terms of public sector reform under the Premier's areas Mr T. Tysoe, General Manager, Business Climate

of responsibility, how many officers are on contracts Of%oordination, Economic Development Authority.

service rather than permanent employment and at what leve Mr J. Shepherd. Di Inf on Policy. D
are they serving; who, if any, of those officers is subject to_ M J. Shepherd, Director Information Policy, Department
f the Premier and Cabinet.

performance reviews; how is performance measured; wh8 . )
measures it; who reviews performance: and what is the The€ CHAIRMAN: 1 think that, under Standing Orders,
consequence of failure to perform? Are any performancéShqmd insist thatquestlons.mt.ended for the Premier §hou|d
bonuses paid; and, if so, what are they and how are th directed through the Chair, if only because otherwise we
measured? will fall into error when the House is back in session. |
What, if any, savings have been identified from thedeclare the proposed payments open for examination.

restructuring of departments under the Premier; and where are The Hon. DEAN BROWN: During public evidence
those savings being made? Do the savings involve a reducti¢hven to the Economic and Finance Committee, Mr Kennan
in staffing numbers? If they do, how many staff will leave, 'evealed that he had been assisted by former Senator John

in what areas and at what stage of the restructuring? Whagutton, who we all recall was the Federal Minister respon-

they measured; what is the reward for improvement or thé introducing Mr Kennan to a number of targeted companies
penalty for failing to improve; and what problems have beerfhroughout Australia. Was Mr Button acting in his capacity
identified as a result of restructuring under the Premier@s aconsultantto the MFP? If so, did he receive payment for
area? this work? How was his fee determined? How many days was
For each department or agency for which the Premier had¢ engaged on this work and what fee did he actually receive?
responsibility, how many positions have been proposed for The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Kennan in a
abolition under the targeted separation packages; what is eaiinute to make some comments on this. Of course, the
position; how many persons have so far applied to take thkeader knows that John Button has had an active interest in
take the benefits of a TSP; how many targeted separatidh€ MFP for along time. As the relevant Federal Minister he
packages have so far been accepted; and what has been @k a close personal interest in the project and it was quite
payout under each TSP? clear that he would want to maintain that interest after he left
For each department again under the Premier’s respongiolitics. He is about to be appointed to the international
bility, have any performance indicators been establishecddvisory board, and I think that is an excellent appointment.
what are those performance indicators; how are they meas- Mr Kennan: The activity in which Mr Button was
ured and who measures them? How frequently has thiévolved with us was associated with the Australia Asia
Minister been involved in the reviewing of performance for Business Centre—the executive development consortium that
each department and what has been the result of any perforiwe are pulling together. He was acting as an independent
ance reviews? What is the salary and benefits package of tiggnsultant. We approached Mr Button seeking his support
Chief Executive Officer of departments under his responsiand we negotiated with him—and | did so with the help of
bility; what is the total cost to Government of that packageone of my board colleagues—a fee of $AUS10 000. That
what performance measures are incorporated in the contragmount covers the work that he has done, involving a period
of the CEO; who assesses performance; how frequently is @f three weeks working with us and going around Australia;
assessed and what are the consequences of failure to perfod, indeed, it has a follow on component as we now move
and the rewards of good performance; and what are thigto the Asian arena. As recently as last week, | was in further
termination provisions? Finally, what are the salaries angonsultation with Mr Button, as we are now very active in
conditions of service of each of the ministerial officers underegard to the Asian component.
him as Premier, and what are the job specifications of each The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Does that $10 000 fee
of those ministerial officers? include travel and accommodation costs or are they addition-
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Because that question nearly al?
took until 1 October to finish reading, we may be pushed a Mr Kennan: His travel and living costs are covered
little bit to supply all the answers by that date, but | canseparately; | have taken those directly into MFP Australia. As
assure you that a lot of the information is already availableve were travelling together, | covered those costs when we
in the annual report of the department and some of thawere travelling.
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The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | refer to page 30 of the The Hon. DEAN BROWN: We have heard that no
Estimates of Payments. The Premier is quoted in théouses are to be built by the end of this year.

Advertiserof 12 April this year as saying that $127 million ~ The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The finish of construction is not
would be spent on stage 1 of the MFP. What is the currenthe day after the start. Any reasonable assessment of the
schedule for the spending this year of that $127 millionZompetition process that has been put in place would not
Furthermore, in his economic statement on 22 April, just @&xpect 70 houses to be finished by the end of the calendar
few days later, the Premier said: year. It is quite a naive understanding on the part of the

The construction of up to 70 medium density low-cost houses OII‘.eadeI‘ to thlnk 0therW|Se ConStI'UCtIOI‘l Stal’tlng at the end Of
a site at Osborne is scheduled for the end of the year. the year is what was said and, by all accounts, that is what
Is it still scheduled to have those houses constructed by th#ill happen.
end of this year? The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The statement was—

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | would like to correct the The CHAIRMAN: Order! | need to bring the Committee
statement that | made that $127 million would be spent Oﬁ)aclgto a formal way of éxamining these thlngs. The position
stage 1. At about Easter, a press announcement appearediiis: the Leader has been given two questions at this stage
the Sunday Mail stating it was anticipated that the 2nd he has a further one to go. | have given some latitude
Government would announce in the April statement Meetin ith supplementaries. We are still waiting on a response from

the Challenge that $127 million would be allocated for the he Premier's officers, which can come now or at a later
MFP in the budget with which we are now dealing. That wasSt2g€, or the Leader can ask his third question in whatever
corrected as being, in fact, an incorrect figure, and it relate¥@y N wishes to do so.

to the cost of stage 1 over the life of stage 1, not within this, 1€ Hon. DEAN BROWN: | will wait for the answer to
current financial year. the first point, which was about when the $127 million would

On the matter of the village development, | was involvedbe spent on stage 1. What is the schedule this year, next year

with the MFP in announcing—in fact on the day the Federaﬁn?\ﬂths supplfer?ﬁn'frygez’ir? i . lated to what
election was called—a competition for the design of housin rKennan. The Leaders earlier question related to wha

for the MFP and that competition was to result in some late to be spent in this year and the plan that we have for

consideration of design proposals. | will ask Mr Kennan tc)activity in stage 1. | assume that the Leader is referring to

advise progress on that matter activities specifically on Gillman with respect to geophysical
Mr Kennan: The BHP MF.P housing competition is testing. The engineering total for geophysical testing this year

) o9 . {s $1.56 million.
proceeding on schedule. The expectation is that a winner wi P . . \ .
be announced in the very near future. The final judging hageggzr?s:'ﬁrzgﬂAN' | think the Leader's question has now

occurred and | am obviously not aware of who the final The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | do not think they have

winner is; that is knowledge available only to the judges. But nswered mv question. Mr Chairman. | asked: what is the
it is indeed on schedule and will be announced prior to thé ya ! S )
hedule for the spending of the $127 million?

end of this year. Of course, the houses in the Osborne area e?r%.rhe Hon. Lynn Arnold: | was just about to make the

projected to be commenced thereafter. . . .
; . point that | understood that is what the Leader was asking for.
ut;rsh[;aonHlogi'd r?oEtég EE%VY;“? m-EIrI]i?)tn \i‘lgi\;\éegz szm?rr“ We will provide a schedule of how all moneys on stage 1 will
4 : Y P e spent or when they will be spent. As | understand it, stage

year: | said $127 million would be spent on stage 1 of th should be completed by 1996-97 so we will provide a
MFP. What is the current schedule for the spending of thi%chedule of howpthat mgney will b’e spent notpjust this

?eogeghtliiﬁizzg'Ilﬁ%'?,v'?nsupcehn;g)r:ft:gre ;ag%’wmr%%uv 'tlkllfénanual year but in subsequent financial years.
P year, y The CHAIRMAN: In view of the confusion about the

subsequent year? How many of the 70 medium densi% :
. o S . - Way that last question was asked or answered, | am prepared
houses will be built this year, which is what the Premier sai 0 give the Leader a further question.

i1?
on |\2/|2 Qp”" et Conth doart of the T Hon. DEAN BROWN: | understand that $127
rrennan. Letmecommenton the second part oTtNe;iq s o pe spent on stage 1 of the MFP and that $1.56
question f'r5t: No houses will be built this year as far as th'?nillion is to be spentin 1993-94. | clarify that point and note
storne activity s concerned. | Wpl“d suggest that 8he fact that, even though it has been announced that $127
misunderstanding has been communicated because the.r(?ﬁﬁlion will be spent on stage 1, at this stage we have not

no way that you could have a design competition and arMV&een given a year by year schedule as to when the rest of that
at building in the same year. | turn now to the first part of the 9 y vy

" ith tt di ¢ 1 money will be spent.
question with respect o spending on stage L. The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | just take issue—

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: While MrKennanis lookingfor e cHAIRMAN: Order! Is that the Leader’s question?
that information, | refer to the statement | made on the The Hon. DEAN BROWN: No, Sir, | am coming to it.

construction of those houses commencing by the end of this The CHAIRMAN: | think you had better ask your
year. Every estimation is that that will continue to be the Cas&yestion. ’
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: There is no misunderstand- * The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | am making the point

ingon my partinterms_ofwhen these_ hogses will be built_—lbecause the answer was given and | have picked up the
was quoting the Premier. On 22 April this year the Premiefnformation from the answer. The answer was that we will be

said: spending $1.56 million this year, but at this stage no schedule
The construction of up to 70 medium density, lower cost housegan be given on how that money will be spent in subsequent
on a site at Oshorne is scheduled for the end of the year. years. My third question is: what was the cost last financial

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: That is quite right; the start of year of engaging executive search consultants? How many
construction on those 70 houses is scheduled for the end pbsitions were filled through a contracted executive search
the year. company? How many persons does the MFP development
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corporation currently employ? How many positions remainwould be—is that stage 1A in 1993-94 lists a figure of some
to be filled? How many of the positions still to be filled have $17 million. The figure that Mr Kennan quoted a minute ago
a general manager classification, and what salary will bavas $1.7 million for geophysical works. In addition to that,
offered to each of these positions? | understand that thend as part of stage 1A funding, there is land acquisition costs
Premier may need to supply some of that information laterpf the order of $9 million, and the balance of the $17 million
but | think at least the base information should be supplieds committed for environmental rehabilitation work in the
now. surrounds of stage 1A.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Before handing over to Mr Regardless of what people think about the development
Kennan, | point out that | again take issue with this matter ofieeds of Gillman, | remind members that that is work that has
stage 1 and the $127 million. | remind the Leader of whato be done. It is essential not only for the MFP project but for
happened. There was a press report—not issued by tltlee environment of that whole area, including the significance
Government—saying that $127 million was going to appeaof that area to the fishing industry and aspects like that. That
in the April economic statement for the MFP. That was not$1.7 million is only a part of the total money to be spent this
something that came from the Government; it was medigear that can be related to stage 1A. | will ask Mr Kennan to
speculation about which | was asked. At the time | said thatlo the reconciliation between the $169 million and the $127
it must refer to stage 1 of the development but that peopl&nillion.
would have to wait until the economic statement came out. Mr Kennan: To clarify the $127 million, our recollection
As the Leader will recall, when the economic statement camis that that was the net present value calculation of about
out, that did not appear for the very simple reason that we di#145 million, which was our original figure for stage 1A
not see it as a significant thing to talk about because we coulgctivity. Since then we have brought forward one component
not give full details about it at that time. So, there was an particular, which is the Wingfield or Barker inlet wetlands
response to a media story rather than something initiated activity. During the technical studies it was found necessary
the Government. to do that in order to carry forward the remediation work. The

There is an indicative schedule of funding for stage 1overall total has not changed. We have simply shifted money
which | can now detail. The figures that appear in the reporrom one stage to another, and thus the $145 million went up
to the parliamentary Economic and Finance Committe¢o $169 million. We can provide a break-down of those
indicate the development cost of stage 1 as follows: stage 1Aletails if required.
$169 769 000 and stage 1B, $70 100 000. At this stage we MrQUIRKE: Much of the discussion about the MFP in
can see the anticipated costs spanning over a period from thigcent times has centred on whether or not the Gillman site
year through to 1997-98 for stage 1A, and stage 1B startinghould be the prime goal, or whether indeed the investment

in 1997-98 and going through to the year 2001-2. potential for the MFP in South Australia should be the prime
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Could you repeat those goal. Can Mr Kennan provide some of the information that
figures? he gave the committee | chaired the other week about the

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: They are on page 14/4 of the reorientation towards investment that the MFP people seem

report given to the Economic and Finance Committee. Durind0 be heading towards.

stage 1A, $169 769 000 will be spent over the period 1993-94 The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Before asking Mr Kennan to
through to 1997-98. During stage 1B, $70 100 000 will becomment, | remind members of the comments | made soon
spent over the period 1997-98 through to 2001-2. Durincpfter | became Premier. It has always been my view that the
stage 2, $114 600 000 will be spent over the period 1999MFP is a very complex project involving a number of
2000 through to 2004-5. The total development costs of allocations. It involves not just the Gillman core site but the
stages is $354 469 000. The land sales income (residentigrience Park site and the Technology Park site. It also
and commercial) from stage 1A is estimated to be—and Involves the city of Adelaide as part of the MFP. | always had
presume that it is in this year's dollars—$80 884 000. Thathe view that various areas of the MFP should develop in
revenue stream will come in from 1996-97 through to 2001-2parallel fashion in terms of the physical development, and
During stage 1B, $43 254 000 will come in from 2001-2that we should be doing work at Gillman just as we should
through to 2002-3. During stage 2, $97 888 000 will come irPe building onto the achievements of Technology Park and
from 2002-3 through to 2006-7. This provides total land saleghe new Science Park.

income of $222 026 000, which means that the development [n addition, there is another important aspect, which the
costs in total exceed the land sales income costs, in totAonourable member has correctly identified, and that is that

estimated, by $132 443 000 in current dollars. the MFP is not just about urban or residential development:
it is designed to attract investment. One of the messages that
[Sitting suspended from 3.33 to 3.48 p.m.] came through strongly from my visit to Japan and from

meeting with members of the MFP Cooperation Association

The CHAIRMAN: | think the Premier or one of his of Japan is that they want investment opportunities to be
officers has an answer to the last question of the Leader of thdentified. They want to know what they can invest in,
Opposition. because it is quite clear that they are keen to support the

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We were supplying information MFP, but they need more work to be done on investment
on stage 1 and other stages. One point that needs to be maateposals.
about that information is that the figure | quoted for stage 1 Looked at from that point of view, two issues travel in
did not sound like $127 million, which is the figure that was parallel. First, there is the need to develop the physical aspect
floated earlier in the year. | just want to put that into contextof the site, but in parallel with that and not behind it there
so that people can understand that when we find the pagenéeds to be investment development of the site, in other
will ask Mr Kennan to comment on that in a moment. Thewords, the development of investment opportunities. | had
other thing which most members would not be aware of—those views before | became Premier, but | certainly express-
although members of the Economic and Finance Committeed them after | became Premier. When we say that 1993 is the
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year in which the MFP must come to something, we meatiaking a couple of inches of soil off the surface should pick
that we must have investment opportunities that we can tallp all the base metals, but the Wingfield dump must contain
about now as well as the physical infrastructure developmentens of millions of rubbish bags holding all sorts of garbage
Some of the physical work must be done no matter whatf one type or another with a fair amount of chemical and
happens, because the environmental rehabilitation of the are¢her contamination. | would have thought that that would
would have to be done by the Government at some stage evewolve a fairly major environmental reconstruction job. What
if the MFP had never been heard of. research has been done on the Wingfield dump, in particular?
Mr Kennan: | think it is fair to say that the focus of our Is it planned to clear the site totally after its acquisition or to
activities has shifted: we are directing 45 per cent of oudo something more innovative and use the land without going
budget this year into economic development and job creatiorto the enormous expense of completely clearing it up?
The work we are doing is clearly focused around the creation The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The honourable member is
of the consortium in the areas of ITMT, education andcorrect: the timing of the acquisition is not quite as it needed
environmental management. Those activities are not strictlyo be, and that will help all parties in this matter. It will help
South Australian: they go across Australia and internationallyhe Adelaide City Council in terms of its capacity to use the
as well. As the Premier has commented, we are now workingrea for waste management purposes and it will help the MFP
actively in Asia, in particular, discussing with our potential in terms of cash flow issues and the ultimate acquisition
consortium members involvement in several of theserice.
consortia that are being formed. | think the honourable Mr Keller: The honourable member is correct in that to
member would be aware that we already have one consortiuntear the tip completely would involve enormous cost. There
in the environmental services arena. | indicated to thés certainly no intention to do that, because the material
Economic and Finance Committee that we have added would have to be taken away and put somewhere else, and
further member to that consortium from Korea, and that is théhat would cause a similar problem. There are world-wide
Posco Iron and Steel Company. accepted practices for closing down landfill operations which
Mr QUIRKE: The Leader and other members havethen allow the land to become available for restricted use, not
suggested that the name ‘multifunction polis’ is confusing for building or for people being there 24 hours a day, but if
Over the past couple of years there have been discussionksed down properly itis quite legitimate to use the land for
about whether that name should continue. Do the Premier oecreational purposes such as golf courses, parklands and so
his officers associated with the MFP project believe that then.
project should be renamed? However, there are two ongoing problems. First, there is
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Like many others | had some the potential for spontaneous combustion because of heat
earlier concerns about the utility of the name; ‘multifunctiongenerated and methane given off. That has usually more to
polis’ sounded awkward. However, when |, as an individualdo with tipping practices at the time. By removing the
asked myself what were the alternatives, | realised that theethane that problem is eliminated. The idea is to continue
MFP is an internationally focused project that is receivingto use the methane from that tip and to maximise its produc-
interest from right around the world. If the name is to be partion. It is probably worth noting that that tip was one of the
of that scene, many other names that might sound better hefiest in the world to be used for continuous methane produc-
would not have any benefit in an international sense. Wéon, and that has been going on for a long time through
could choose to name it after a distinguished South AustraliaRalzon.
of the past or a distinctive geographic feature of the area, but The second problem is leachates. That is a potential
that would not mean anything to potential internationalproblem in this case because the tip now abuts the Magazine
investors. On the other hand, ‘multifunction polis’ could Creek area. We are continuing studies to determine the exact
mean something to anyone anywhere in the world whereveextent of that leachate problem. We have done some
it was heard, whereas if it were to be called Gillman, forgroundwater studies, so we know what is happening at the
example, that would not mean anything. moment, and we suspect that the problem will increase. There
My view has come to be that, if there had been anotheare some relatively simple engineering techniques for
name which could easily have been used and which wouldapturing leachates and putting them back onto the tip for
have met the international awareness potential of the projeetatering purposes, and so on, and allowance has been made
and local expectations, that would have been a good thingp the budget for those engineering solutions.
but no name of that sort emerged. The name has been aroundThe Hon. DEAN BROWN: In 1992 it was announced
for so long now that people no longer use the full name: theyhat agreement had been reached between the Commonwealth
more often use the shorthand version of MFP. It is settlingand the South Australian Governments for the contribution
down as a name with some degree of acceptance, andof $40 million from the Federal Government over a three year
personally am much more comfortable with that name. | willperiod to fund essential infrastructure at the Gillman site.
accept the advice of the MFP board or the internationaHow much of that money was received by the South
advisory board on this matter, as will the FederalAustralian Governmentand spent in the year up to the end of
Government, but | have no problems with the project'sJune 1993? How much is budgeted to be spent this financial
continuing to be called the MFP. year? Is it a requirement of the Federal Government that all
Mr Kennan: The name ‘MFP Australia’ is now en- the Better Cities funding be allocated to the MFP site at
trenched. Given that it is entrenched, it is somewhat like myGillman or is there some flexibility as to where that money
own surname: | might not like it but I am stuck with it. can be spent? Can the Better Cities money be spent else-
Mr QUIRKE: | understand that the acquisition of the where? Is the Better Cities money being spent on the houses
Wingfield dump is on hold but that it is still seen as part ofat Osborne and, if not, who is paying for the 70 houses at
the Gillman site together with the Dean Rifle Range. WithOsborne?
regard to land contamination, | would have thought that the Is the level of State funding of the project tied to the level
rifle range would not be too much of a problem becaus®f Commonwealth Government funding? What other



14 September 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY—ESTIMATES COMMITTEE A 25

Commonwealth funding is likely to be available for the MFP?exactly 12 months ago—I was told that the State Government
When was the agreement between the Commonwealth aiéd to put in $80 million to match the $40 million from the
the State Government signed for the payment of this $4Commonwealth; is that still the state of affairs? There had to
million and, if it is not spent from last year or this year, is it be a two-for-one commitment from the State.

simply sitting there and being carried forward in some form  The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Kennan to

of deposit account? comment on that.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: That question has many facets  \r Kennan: | have had discussions with the Minister, Mr
and, at the outset, | want to give the assurance that, if we migsrian Howe, and his staff indicated to us there was no set
any in the answer because they were fed rather quickly, Wgyrmyla for that. Apparently, a requirement has been applied
will either take them on a repeat with the understanding thaj, Federal Better Cities funding that would link with State
we are not deliberately not answering them or we will takefynging. However, it was clearly the understanding, in
moments, | will ask Mr Kennan and then Mr Keller to gppjied. It was a memorandum of understanding (that was the
provide responses to various aspects of the Better Citigshrase used), and | was advised that, given that things had
money. First, there have been delays in the program eXpe”?l?pped, there would be a redrafting of that memorandum of
tures, and that occurred for several reasons, one of the MQg@tderstanding, and that is precisely what we in MFP
significant being the Commonwealth delay until February thisyystralia are involved in for our part, together with the South
year inimproving the environmental impact statement whichy ystralian Government for its broader part right now.

directed much of that spendlng_. . . The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Can we have a copy of that
Furthermore, other factors, including the length of time, oy 5randum of understanding? If it has been signed, it is a
before the board was appqmted—and that has already be Ublic document, so can we have a copy? Does all of the $40
acknowledged.—anq thg time necessary for the board § illion have to be spent on the Gillman site or can some of
develop strategic objectives did contribute. The program fo,’t be spent off the Gillman site in other Better Cities pro-
the use of those funds is being redrafted in consultation Witl@;rams’P Ifit is now to be spent on environmental work, what

the Commonwealth. The Minister for Health, Housing, I‘Ocalsort of environmental projects are we looking at that that $40

Government and Community Services, the Hon. Brian Howe, illion would be spent on? Most people would have the

program funds to this State. We expect that a revised progral

should be completed and ggreed within the next month. pertinent for us to know whether it must be spent on that
Mr Kennan: For the period of the last financial year, we Gillman site or elsewhere
did not spend any of the Better Cities money in the MFP The Hon. Lynn Amold: Regarding the memorandum of

Australia activity. We do have an understanding from the t 1'h | bl ith that bei
Federal Government that the moneys are still available pgreement, ave no personal problem wi at being
leased, but | would obviously have to leave that to the

there is a requirement to spend—not just to have it allocateq; -
but to have spent it—under the Better Cities program by Jun iscretion of the board and also to the Federal Government.
e will make the appropriate approaches to them on that

1996. As the Premier has indicated, we have reworked thmatter as the other signatories of it, but from my point of

specific activity to be identified under the Better Citiesview there should be no reason why there could not be. As
program and given correct focus to that now, and it ISto the matter of the Better Cities money, how and what it can

particularly focused around the environmental remediatio ; )
as the Premier indicated. n?oecsopﬁ?r:;r?t and where it can be spent, | will ask Mr Kennan

Mr Keller: No Better Cities money is going to Osborne. . )
At present, the program would indicate that approximately 10 Mr Kennan: Itis my understanding that the moneys do
to 15 per cent of the houses would be built for the Housing!0t have to be spent on the Gillman site. Specifically,
Trust. There are commitments from various builders to build?0Wever, they are required to be spent in accordance with the
three or four exhibition houses on the site. So, it would@dreements that are struck with the Federal Government, and

progress under normal commercial arrangements. It is ju§?e basis of o!iscussions that we have held with the Federal
that the design is preset, if you like, and the participatingeovemmem in that area has been focused on what | would

builders have been participating in the judging of the variou§@ll the north-west crescent and the environmental
designs to make sure they can be built and that it is gemediation activities that in essence surround the Gillman

Wappears as though it is for environmental work. It is

commercial venture. site per se _ _
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: When was the agreement It is that particular focus that the Premier referred to
with the Federal Government signed? earlier concerning which we have an understanding from the

Mr Keller: That really would involve just a recollection. Deputy Prime Minister that that would meet with the better
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: We had better take on notice the Cities requirements as he has outlined to us.
balance of questions unanswered and come back with The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | come back to the recurrent

information. payments on page 30. We have $6.7 million allocated in
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Has the agreement been recurrent payments and $27 million allocated for capital
signed? payments this year. The figures given a moment ago do not

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: It was signed just before the last add up anywhere near the amounts we were talking about. |
Federal election, but obviously we are having troubleunderstood that, immediately after afternoon tea, you
recalling the date. indicated that in 1993-94 $17 million would be spent, not $27

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Was any specific commit- million as allocated in the budget papers. | also want to know
ment made that State funds had to match Federal fundsthere the $6.7 million in recurrent expenditure is being spent
When | had a briefing from the MFP team last year—almosthis year.
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The Hon. Lynn Arnold: My advice is that the expendi- however, some elements of those—salaries, administrative
ture of the MFP Development Corporation involved salariesand operating expenses, accommodation charges, relocation
and related payments of $3.13 million; administrative andcosts, etc.—appear on the capital line; so, the figure there of
operating expenses $3.3 million; accommodation charges $$B17 000 for salaries comes under capital, $768 000 comes
million; interest costs $.36 million; property charges $2.09under administration and operating expenses, $1.1 million
million; consulting $.7 million; contractors $.19 million; and comes under relocation costs, $1.8 million under consulting,
overseas representation $.24 million—making a totabnd $4.59 million under contractors/projects. That brings the
expenditure of $10 447 000. total capital grants required to $22.135 million.

However, there is an additional income that comes to the .
corporation: rental $3.1 million; interest $50 000; and other T’r;e Hon. DEAN BROWN: Could we get a copy of that
$.55 million—making the recurrent grant requirement $6.74"OW"
million. There are capital payments of $13.7 million. I will The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | seek leave to have that

ask for some detail on the makeup of this capital figure. Withncorporated in thélansardrecord of the Committee.
capital receipts of $.65 million, there is a net capital outlay

of $13.04 million. These figures are recurrent expenditure; Leave granted.

MFP Development Corporation
93-94 Budget Summary

Business Planning & Communications Corporate Total
Development Development Office
Income:
Rental Income 3111 000 3111000
R&D Contribution 0
Interest 50 000 50 000
Other 548 000 548 000
Total Income 3659 000 0 0 50 000 3709 000
Expenditure:
(Capital)
Salaries & Related Payments 1306 000 817 000 861 000 970 000 3137000
Admin/Operating Expenses 1736 000 768 000 438 000 1166 000 3340 000
Accommodation Charges 399 000 399 000
Relocation Costs 1100 000 0
Interest 360 000 360 000
Property Charges 2090 000 2090 000
Consulting 110 000 1820 000 550 000 40 000 700 000
Contractors—Projects 185 000 4590 000 185 000
Overseas representation 236 000 236 000
Total Expenditure 5787 000 9 095 000 1849 000 2811000 10 447 000
Recurrent Grants Required 2128000 1849 000 2761000 6 738 000
Capital
Capital Payments (2) 4252 000 8800 000 0 638 000 13 690 000
Capital Receipts (3) 650 000 0 0 0 650 000
Net Capital 3602 000 8800 000 0 638 000 13 040 000
Capital Grants Required 3602 000 17 895 000 0 638 000 22 135000
Total Funding Requirement 5730 000 17 895 000 1849 000 3399 000 28 873 000
Add back receipts per note 1. & 3. 4309 000 0 0 50 000 4 359 000
Total MFP expenditure 10 039 000 17 895 000 1849 000 3449 000 33232000

Mr Kennan: You will see in the document being

| also indicate that there was a difference between the total

circulated that we have identified expenses which, under theapital that the Premier identified and the figure on page 30
definition used within the normal works definition, are calledwhich was from the original estimates that were pulled
capital. After discussions with the Auditor-General’stogether and provided to Treasury. At that point we had not
Department, however, we are identifying them as recurrertompleted a total review of budgets. After my arrival, one of
expenditure, because they are in the component of activitthe things we did was to complete that, and we have now
that would not normally be capitalised, so the latter compoeome forward with these figures.

nent that the Premier identified are those expenditures that for The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There is one other matter on the
us are classified internally differently. It is the Auditor- capital side. There is another set of figures that we will have
General that has agreed to do that. circulated today, on the capital works program, which details
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various aspects of the capital funding. | seek leave to have
that incorporated itHansard
Leave granted.

MFP Development Corporation 93-94 Budget Summary

Business Planning & Communications Corporate Office Total
Development Development

Capital Works Program:
Technology Park

lan Wark Institute 1000 000 1000 000
Office Equipment 77 000 77 000
Car Park—Endevour House 80 000 80 000
Science Park
Office Construction 210000 210000
Car Park—Sir Mark Oliphant 100 000 100 000
Compaction 100 000 100 000
Sale of Land (650 000) (650 000)
Environment
MFP Services Consortia 300 000 300 000
Biomass Project 250 000 250 000
Cleaner Production Centre 100 000 100 000
Global Atmospheric Research 50 000 50 000
IT&T
Intelligent Precinct Project 300 000 300 000
Media Project 100 000 100 000
Igternational Software Services 200 000 200 000
o.
Education
Aust Asia Business Centre 405 000 405 000
(AABC)
Aust Training Products (ATP) 280 000 280 000
Environ.Manag.Education 200 000 200 000
Program
Planning & Development
Environ./Social/Design & Plan. 500 000 9 095 000 9595 000
O/head
Environmental Management
Wingfield Wetlands 800 000 800 000
Design & Engineering
Land Acquisition 8 000 000 8 000 000
Corporate Support
Office Automation 238 000 238 000
Office Fitout 200 000 200 000
Site Related Legal Costs 200 000 200 000
3602 000 17 895 000 0 638 000 22 135000

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | refer to the funds allocated Mr Kennan: 1 will go backwards, if | may, with your
this financial year for the upgrading or development ofseveral points. The total of $247 000 is the rental cost for the
buildings at both Science Park and Technology Park whicliRemm building for this current financial year. The earlier
now come under the MFP board. Whilst we have beemuestions pertained to the upgrading and additional buildings
looking here at figures for the whole of the MFP, | presumefor the Technology Park/Science Park area.
the rental income we have been talking about, $3.1 million, In the Technology Park and Science Park activities there
is rental income from Technology Park and Science Park; iss approximately $550 000 (I have just quickly added some
that correct? figures) that we have identified as works to continue to

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Yes. enhance and upgrade those properties.

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: What proposals do you have I would add also, however, that we are for specific tenants,
to upgrade or develop new buildings at Science Park anith conjunction with the Economic Development Authority
Technology Park? | think | heard a figure of $400 000 forand the appropriate Minister, working in tandem with them
rental accommodation: is that the cost for the accommodatioto provide additional facilities, given that we can work to
over in the Myer-Remm building for the MFP task force or bring the additional tenants on board. So, we have in fact
group office? identified alternative ways now of going forward to fund that
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sort of major development, given that we are in our pursuithe middle of October to aggressively pursue their commit-
of these tenants successful—and | believe that we will be.ment into that area. So, | am delighted with that. But it

Mrs HUTCHISON: | would like to pursue the PR work extends beyond Korea now. We are starting to get very good
which was done in 1992-93 and then continued into 1993-94upport from a number of the embassies, and | am very
I think we spoke previously in terms of the Economic andpleased to see that happen.

Finance Committee about the emphasis which has been Mrs HUTCHISON: On page 32 of the Capital Works
placed in the Asia-Pacific region in order to promote theProgram there is a run-down of some of the work that is
MFP, but | note on page 18 of the Program Estimates thdteing done. | refer to the work that was scheduled to com-
some work was done in Europe—in the UK, Germany andnence in September-October on the compaction of the site
France, and in Scandinavia. What was the result of that worlgnd investigating the strength and compactibility of the soil,
and has there been any follow-up in this current financial yeaand so on, and the analysing and testing of that: is that work
with regard to promoting the MFP in those areas? still on track to be done in September-October?

Mr Keller: | believe what has been referred to there are  Mr Keller: We have in recent weeks shortlisted the
some market surveys that we did in Europe and the UKenderers on that project. We have asked them to come back
through a consultant just prior to the appointment of thewith some revised bids by the 29th of this month and we hope
board; and, no, we have not done any follow-up to that workto award a contract some weeks after that. So, within two
It was something that was put on hold once the board met fanonths | guess work will be commencing on site.
the first time. The Hon. DEAN BROWN: My question is directed to

Mrs HUTCHISON: Is there any intention to continue the Premier. What specific commercial commitments have
with that work, or will the main emphasis and thrust continuebeen given to us for commercial operations to be established
to be in the Asia-Pacific region? in the MFP at the Gillman site so far; and, for each one of

Mr Kennan: Our work in Europe now is very focused. those commitments, what is the name of the company, the
The reference was to a broader awareness campaign thatadture of the commitment and the nature of the agreement
think was probably appropriate at that time. Right now,reached?
working with the South Australian Agent-General in London, The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will ask Mr Kennan in a
Mr Walls, we are very focused on specific companies taninute to make some further reference on that matter. Mr
participate in consortium activity, and in that context we alsdKennan will answer this question, but remember that it has
have the International Advisory Board membership becomin@peen answered as MFP Australia, not just in terms of the
actively involved with us, which | think is a great asset thatGillman location.
we have. We are now starting to, | will say, exploit, if thatis ~ The Hon. DEAN BROWN: My question was specifically
areasonable word, what | think it can bring in the dimensiorabout Gillman.
of investment potential to this whole arena. Mr Kennan: To answer your question, the Gillman

Mrs HUTCHISON: When you say you are focusing on location, to my knowledge, has only one commitment, which
companies, is that mainly in the UK or is it in other countriesis what | will call it, although | have not personally seen the
in Europe as well? document or any document—but | am advised by other board

Mr Kennan: We are not limiting ourselves to the UK. members that the BHP company has indicated its commit-
Largely, itis across Europe. | would indicate, obviously, thatment to participate on that site when the right opportunities
we have a preference for a country where an IAB member iare identified. | would quickly add, however, that the work
located. We think we have more horsepower there right novthat we are doing is not restricted to the Gillman site. | clearly
and with their help I think that gives us a very broad cover-understand that the Leader’s question was posed in that way,
age, because certainly in Europe we have a very goodut my answer would be that as MFP Australia we are
coverage from the IAB participation and | think that is oneworking very broadly, recognising opportunities through
of the key roles that the Federal Government has to play ifechnology Park and Science Park as well.
supporting the whole MFP Australia project. So we are not In that context we are not limiting ourselves just to South
constrained: we will target specific companies in the industnAustralia: we are seeking to bring investment opportunities
sectors on which we are very focused. into Australia, and through that it will then come to the

Mrs HUTCHISON: |would like to ask again a question States. Currently we have a commitment from about 25
that | asked in the Economic and Finance Committee, becausempanies. That information was made available to the
I think it would be good for that to be recorded here as wellEconomic and Finance Committee. They are involved in
The question relates to the work that was done with thareas of the environmental services company and in the
Korean delegation and the results of that work from th€ormation of the Australia Asia Business Centre, and we are
delegation’s visit to Australia. actively pursuing other corporations, seeking their interest in

Mr Kennan: The development of activities in Korea some of the consortia activities. Clearly, the economic
obviously has been spanning a number of years and | didevelopment component—and | think that is really the key
indicate to the Economic and Finance Committee that w@oint—is very significant in the positioning and focus of
have arranged for Posco to join with the EnvironmentaMFP Australia activity at the moment.

Services Consortium. That was a specific action that is now The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | have spoken to BHP about
concluded. The additional part to that, as | believe | indicatedts commitment to Gillman. | do not think | am breaching any
was in reference to the Asia-Australia Business Centre, theonfidences when | say that when | asked BHP quite
executive development consortium that we have together witbpecifically what its commitment was—and | think it was
the Australian Embassy Commercial Council up there, andhade on 16 April last year and reported in thevertiserat
indeed the Ambassador is supporting us. that time—the company said it was a commitment that it

Contact has been made with at least 10 of the majowould investin the MFP, but it is a commitment without any
corporations. We have also had our North Asian representapecified amount, obligation, requirement or anything else.
tive calling to visit those people and | will follow that up in The company said that it believed that the project should go
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ahead but, frankly, nothing had been put to it to invest in athe incentive does not amount to much. The MFP’s obligation
that stage—and | spoke to the company fairly recently. | thinkhas been and is to develop investment proposals that can be
we need to put in context the so-called BHP commitmentcanvassed with potential investors. Mr Kennan wishes to add
without decrying it in anyway. However, | think that BHP can something in relation to the previous question, but he may
speak for itself. wish to make some comments on this question, too.

How many applications has the Government received for Mr Kennan: In relation to the enterprise zone benefits,
assistance under the enterprise zone package for the MFP siig have received several comments from different companies
and also for Technology Park and Science Park, because éfready indicating positive interest as a result of that action,
the Premier’s April economic statement he put out a specifiand we have found that very encouraging. | would also add
offer to establish the special enterprise zones? There is to ltieat | believe that the positioning of the enterprise zone
one at the MFP site, one at Science Park, one at Technologenefits, done strategically, is a very important overall
Park and one at Whyalla. | am not sure how Whyalla cam@omponent of attracting investment into South Australia.
into the grouping of four, except that it is in the Deputy | refer to the Leader's comments in relation to BHP. |
Premier's electorate—no other connection has yet beefould not want there to be a difference of record. | would
found. What specific applications have been received by thggree very much with what the Leader has said in terms of the
Government for an enterprise zone? commitments from the management of BHP. My comment,

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: [ just remind the Leader that proadly stating it as | did, was to indicate that that did exist
when the first two enterprise zones were created we indicatgstior to my arrival. Like the Leader, | have been to BHP
that we were not closed to further zones being established. Aécently. | asked the company whether there was still a
Whyalla we had potential for locational activities in the commitment, and it assured me there is. However, as one
petrochemical and general chemical area that could takgould reasonably expect, its investment would be directed
advantage of infrastructure, land availability and feed stockowards a specific business proposal. We are having discus-
to supply those industries. It is not as if Whyalla does nokjons with BHP around two different consortia opportunities.
already have some work in that area. So, | think thepne of those is in the AT&T arena and the other is in the
bemusement of the Leader is ill-founded. There is a lot okducation arena.
logic in creating such a zone in Whyalla. The Hon. Lynn Amold: | have also been advised that

We are considering propositions from other areas of thgiscussions are currently being held with two major com-
State, and this could be more properly commented upon byanjes with a view to investing in the MFP enterprise zone.
my colleague the Minister of Business and Regional Developpjscussions are still progressing. However, if they were to
ment, because this comes under the Economic Developmegiogress to a successful conclusion, they would have the
Authority area in terms of the creation of new enterpris&sffect of almost doubling the employment levels of com-
ZOnes. _ _ panies at Technology Park. The proposition is that the

The other enterprise zone was the MFP 'sites’. In fact, thenterprise zone concept has been conducive to those discus-
economic statement refers to ‘MFP-approved sites’. Immedigjong.
ate_ly that takes into account (_3|Ilman, Technology Park and  tha Hon. DEAN BROWN: | refer the Premier back to
Science F_’ark. But, given the view that | have always had thatig «conomic statement in April, in which he said:
the MFP is about a much broader concept, there ought to be ) )
the capacity for the MFP to consider other sites of high_ The State Government will approach the Commonwealth with

o - . s a view to providing a complementary package of assistance.
technology within South Australia that might be eligible for
inclusion in the zone. One area on which | know we havéias an approach been made to the Commonwealth
received a submission is the University of Adelaide facility Government to get this assistance package for MFP Australia
at Thebarton. That is something that will be left to the MFPand, if so, has a response been received from the Common-
board to decide. wealth with respect to tax incentives for the MFP and, if so,

The rules for enterprise zone approval were only promulWhat specific offer has the Commonwealth made?
gated on 1 July, so we have only just started. The work on The Hon. Lynn Arnold: At the special Premiers
developing them was done from April through to June andonference | raised the need for special incentive arrange-
July. They were announced on 1 July and now, as the MFments for particular types of investment in Australia, and
goes out and seeks investment, this is part of the thing thegarticularly for certain locations that have the opportunity to
talk about when they seek that investment. catalyse further development. | have specifically identified,

Members should remember what | said earlier today andot just this year but previously when | was Minister of
on other occasions: the MFP does have the obligation thigdustry, on a number of occasions with the Federal
year to get out there with investment proposals. What thé&overnment the MFP site as one such site where the State
Government could do was to indicate how it would supporGovernment strongly supports these incentives. We have put
those investment proposals, and the enterprise zone idea welg money where our mouth is, so to speak, by doing that
one way we could support it. | might say that the idea wagvith State taxation incentives. The matter has also been raised
very well received by the MFP Corporation Association ofby officers at Federal level, and | know that the MFP board
Japan and other business people in Japan with whom I hat@s itself met with Federal Ministers.
talked. They were very pleased at the initiative of the State  Mr Kennan: The discussions that we have held with
Government in creating an economic zone and in establishingederal Ministers have not resulted in a specific arrangement,
tax incentives for companies within that zone. It nowbut they have focused on the very points that the Premier has
becomes part of the marketing arm of the MFP as it goes owtddressed to try to get incentives in place that would support
and attracts interest. | expect that we will see growing interesind enhance what the States are willing to do in order to
in the time ahead. encourage international investment into Australia. The

Without specific investment proposals, it does not matteinvestment that the Federal Ministers referred to initially is
what incentives are offered. If there is nothing to invest in,around Better Cities funding, and that usually comes up quite
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quickly. In addition to that they are providing funds, as | atthat as a total picture rather than pieces in isolation. We are
think we have openly indicated, and it is there for people tgointly funding a consultancy at the moment to look at how
follow around the overall support of the MFP Australia Penrice can best re-arrange the operations of those saltpans.
thrusts. Thatincludes what we refer to as the MFP branchin  One proposal is to move the crystallisation ponds up
Canberra, which is run under the Ditard ministry. towards St Kilda, which is the lowest point, and take water

Mr HOLLOWAY:  As the accounts of Science Park andfrom the power station. At the moment the discharge water
Technology Park are now consolidated within the wholegoing into the estuary has some effect on the estuarine
MFP, itis hard to get a picture of their individual budgets. Isenvironment and, because it is recirculating, it starts to have
it possible to give an indication of how spending on those twaan effect on the efficiency of the power station. However, by
parks compares with previous years? How many clients angking that hot water, if you like, and moving it towards St
in Science Park at the moment? | am interested in thiXijlda you can potentially improve the efficiency of Penrice’s
because itis in my electorate. In the budget that was handesperations quite significantly. That is one of many options we
out a few moments ago | note an item in respect of the salgre working on with Penrice so that in time we can solve the
of land at Science Park. Can | have some details on tharoblem of whether or not we should take over any of those
matter? saltpans. It is with the full cooperation of Penrice.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The Auditor-General's Report Mr HOLLOWAY: | have a question in relation to
contains some information on this matter, but the informationc s mmonwealth assistance. On page 210 of the Estimates of
I now give does not completely answer the question. Upobayments and Receipts there is an item under Commonwealth
examination of theHansard we will supply further gpecific Purpose Recurrent Grants amounting to $1.65
information, and this means in comparison with previousyjjion. We had some discussion earlier in the Committee
years, for example. This information relates only to this yearapout other Commonwealth capital assistance and Better
Technology Park Adelaide Innovation House is 46 per cengities money. In relation to those specific purpose recurrent
leased with 12 tenants; Innovation House West is 74 per Ce@fants, what further commitments do we have from the

leased with 11 tenants; Endeavour House is 83 per cent leasgdmmonwealth and what conditions apply in relation to those
with 10 tenants; Endeavour House phase two is 100 per cegtants?

leased with four tenants; and SUPRI (Signal Processing Mr Kennan:
Research Institute) is 80 per cent leased with three tenan -
Science Park Adelaide as at 30 June this year had 13 tenan
occupying space in the Mark Oliphant building, representin%lc,[i
26 per cent of lettable space. The only figure for last year th orthwest crescent, and that activity is in line with the

I hhave I?hm relation S';Ot suerlce_ In tthe dM?rlfsolllp?ant bu\l/l\;ilng_ trategy that it seeks to invest funds in. That is consistent with
where thereé were J lenants instead of 15 last year. We Wi h ot [ think we ought to be doing in terms of the activities

supply a year by year comparison at a subsequent time. of the overall MFP Australia thrust. | understand from my

Il\{l'r H?LtIBOWAIY: f'll'hedfinal part of that question was in colleagues that nothing is shown in the estimates about this.
re aM'OE I(I) .e_l_sr?el-odan ' Id to the Sizzler facilit th | made the same challenge as the honourable member and
rretier. Thelandwas soldtohe sizzlerfacility onthe aqueq “why not?' It is basically because the Federal

edge of the property. Government asked some i i
. _ guestions which had to be answered
Mr HOLLOWAY:  This is the 1993-94 budget. | would before it was willing to clarify its commitment.

have thought that that sale was proposed for this current year. Mr HOLLOWAY: On page 210 of the receipts there is

MrKeller: Iam sorry; | thought the honourable member o item under ‘building better cities program’ but there is an
was referring to previous sales of land. Unfortunately, the on% 1nding -IUes prog
item of $1.65 million under ‘specific purpose recurrent

in this year’s budget was entered into in confidence. , . ! oL
Mr HOLLOWAY: | refer to the MFP Gillman site, and grants’. | assume thqt was In adlﬂerent category and it s just

particularly the Penrice Australia salt fields. Along with otherfﬁgl;nsdén%rtgtz a?;?]'tngsr;[aaﬂ]}’efpeerg'&g ;;:]hec';ﬂrf de'ganor

members of the House | visited those fields at the invnatiorﬁj'fferentF():ond't'gns relat'r’1| t% t'\;v y itions

of the Australian Chemical Industry Council earlier this year.”" "' Ing fo it .

What is the current thinking towards the future purchase of . Mr Kennan: My apologies to the honourable member: |

those fields, as they obviously have some importance witRnisunderstood and went to the capital grants line because that

respect to the continuation of Penrice’s Osborne operationd¥2s where my attention went when | first saw this document.
What is the current state of negotiations in relation to thaf Nere are no conditions attached to the $1 650 000 in general

matter? terms. The sorts of dialogue we have with the Federal
Mr Keller: The Penrice salt fields have always beenGovernment do relate, | think, as one would responsibly
shown in stage 2, which is 10 or 12 years down the track, s6XPect, to ensuring evidence of the correct planning and
obviously it is not an immediate concern to the MEP.appropriate o_Iocumentatlon that anyonewou_ld wantto seein
However, it has always been a bit of a concern for Penric& Proper business sense. | do not see anything special in that
because it takes quite some time to consolidate its fields Gircumstance: it is a normal request.
to establish new fields. We have been working very closely MrOLSEN: What was the result of last year's survey of
with Penrice because of these concerns. It has a by-produé8 major European companies and their attitude to the MFP
which at present is dumped at Pelican Point. That area i§ Adelaide?
almost full, so it can no longer take that by-product. It also  Mr Keller: | guess the basic summary of that survey was
draws water from an aquifer that is under stress, | guesshat not a lot of companies around Europe were really
There are some problems with its operations. We have bedamiliar with the project. When it was described to them, a
working with it generally to try to solve those problems andsignificant majority said that they would probably be
at the same time potentially free up some of the existingnterested in hearing more and might be interested in
crystallisation ponds for future development. We are lookingnvesting in the project.

| believe the honourable member is referring
the Better Cities money. We are having discussions with
appropriate Federal department. We are focusing our
vities around the environmental remediation work in the
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The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | refer to the real priority industry in that arena of post-production. Beyond that we are
objective this year and that is to focus the investmentlso working with other States because itis broader than just
attractiveness of the MFP. Itis a point | have made time anéacific Film and Television Corporation and Ditard: it is an
again since becoming Premier: that there has to be th&ustralia-wide consortium activity.
developing of these investment ideas. That is precisely what Mr OLSEN: MFP Australia has entered into an agree-
the board and the corporation are now running with. The kinanent with the project team, as | understand it, incorporating
of response that has come from those companies is n&acific Film and Television Corporation, which is
dissimilar to the response from many Japanese compani€ueensland based, and the Commonwealth department. Is
that have maintained their active interest in the MFPthat consortium now progressing the media bilingual film and
Corporation Association of Japan, a group that representddeo production facility to the next stage—is that how |
some 60 leading Japanese companies—that they are waitingderstand the position now?
for specific investment things in which they can invest. That Mr Kennan: Itis that consortium, but not on a bilingual
is why investment attraction is such a key part of the work ofilm. They are looking at post-production capability. One you
the corporation. left out specifically is South Australian EDA involvement,

Mr OLSEN: What results have been achieved in attract-and in addition we are now talking to other companies about
ing investors as a result of that promotional campaign, othezoming into that consortium. We are currently talking to
than expressions of interest? people who are potential investors because they are in the

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: To save the time of the Commit- video end of post-production. So, we are expanding the idea.
tee, | refer the member for Kavel back to an earlier answekam trying to give you a current perspective of where we are,
this afternoon when that matter was dealt with. | also refer theot where we were.
honourable member to the previous comments made on the Mr OLSEN: What were the reasons for not proceeding
need for the corporation to develop investment ideas to takiirough the EDA, Southern Television Corporation,
to these companies. Mr Kennan also referred earlier on tBustereo, Network Nomis and a range of South Australian
expressions of interest by companies generally, regardless edmpanies that were part of the original project team looking
source, in the MFP. at putting this project together? Why was that project team

Mr OLSEN: What is the position in relation to plans for rejected, and then the EDA, Pacific Film and Television
setting up a multi-bilingual film and video production facility Corporation and Ditard put in place?
under the media and entertainment section of the MFP? Mr Kennan: | have no knowledge of anyone having been

Mr Kennan: The work we are doing in the media arearejected, but | was not there at the beginning. There may be
right now, which is very much interrelated with the under-some confusion about objectives. The group to which the
lying software technology thrust that we are looking athonourable member refers is doing other things with EDA.
through many of our activities, is heavily focused around aVe have been actively working with EDA to ensure its
post-production capability. It would be in addition to the participation in our media project. We could be confusing
feature film production capabilities that exist in Australia. more than one activity. Over the past three to four months we
That is a particularly good example of where MFP Australiahave had dialogue with EDA to bring some of the companies
is coordinating functions across several States, in thimentioned by the honourable member into the activity that
particular case working in South Australia and Queenslandve have identified as our media project.

Our activities are seeking to identify specific business The Hon. Lynn Arnold: If we can advise further on that
interests. We have a consultant working in that particular areanatter we will obtain more information, but it may be
with us (Cooper and Lybrand), the funding of which wasappropriate that these questions be answered by the Minister
supplied through Canberra. Right now they are in theof Business and Regional Development. | will let him know
prefeasibility study and are about 50 per cent complete. WHhat this matter has arisen.

will be getting another report from them in about two weeks Mr OLSEN: What is the current status of the proposal to
time. We have been very focused on, once again, indicatingstablish the National Environmental Protection Agency
to them that what we are seeking to do is extend the compevithin the MFP as proposed in the draft EIS issued in
tency of Australia in a quickly growing industry and, indeed, February 1992?

to do that across Australia. Mr Kennan: We are working with both the National

Mr OLSEN: As a point of clarification, have we gone Environmental Protection Agency (NEPA) and the
past the project steering committee stage? Has the proje€ommonwealth Environmental Protection Agency (CEPA).
now involved the Pacific Film and Television Corporation| put them into the same category, but right now we are
and the Commonwealth Department of Industry, Technologyorking with the Federal authorities towards their participa-
and Regional Development, or is the MFP still negotiatingtion and involvement with the ultimate intention of establish-
through the EDA with the original steering group thating a centre of excellence around the north-west crescent
involved Southern Television Corporation, Austereo andenvironmental activity. To my knowledge, the NEPA activity
Network Nomis? Have we gone past that group and are whas not, at this point, resulted in any specific commitment to
now dealing with the group that you referred to? When youdocate here.
referred to Queensland, did you mean that it is now being Mr Keller: | believe that the announcement to which the
taken over by the Pacific Film and Television Corporationhonourable member refers concerns CEPA, the Common-
plus the Commonwealth department? wealth Environmental Protection Agency. At that time, there

Mr Kennan: On my understanding the activity has alwayswas a commitment to locate any research and development
had an MFP Australia involvement. Pacific Film andactivities of that agency at Gillman as part of the MFP. There
Television Corporation is a key member of the consortiumwill be no research and development activities in that area for
activity, together with Ditard. In addition, and this is very a couple of years. In a visit to our offices, the Federal
important, we are working with the EDA here to identify the Minister reconfirmed that, as time progressed, as research and
participation and involvement of the South Australiandevelopment activities became necessary as part of the
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Commonwealth Environmental Protection Agency, theyl 000 new homes but to selling just under 900 new homes
would be located at the MFP as part of our yet to be formedvith a net gain to the State of only 100 homes for rental or
environmental management centre or centre of excellence imew housing accommodation. | sense that we are using the
environmental management. NEPA, the National EnvironOsborne housing scheme with its 70 houses, which may be
mental Protection Agency, is in the final stages of formationstarted at the end of this year, as one of the MFP’s credits, yet
and we have been advised at this stage that the secretariatiof something that is desperately needed by the State. That
that agency will be sited in Adelaide. is a comment rather than a question. It seems to me that when
Mr OLSEN: | seek further clarification. Mr Keller has the State needs housing and when we are sitting on
advised that in the fullness of time it is intended to establist$30 million itis little short of criminal, particularly when the
an agency here. It seems to me that we have a range whole of the State could benefit from a better cities program
generalities but very few specifics or tangibles in terms ofas do interstate communities. South Australia seems to have
establishment, which we understood would be achieved different concept.
through the multifunction polis. Looking at last year’s and this year’s Estimates of
Mr Keller: There are two different agencies. CEPA is Payments, | have some concerns about the information utility
concerned with policy setting, and there was a commitmerand the line ‘Information Technology Central Management
by the Federal Government to place research and developund—$4.1 million’ referred to on page 30. Last year the
ment activities as they developed at the MFP, and thaPremier during the Estimates Committees said that a vista of
commitment is still current. The projection is that moneyscompanies had come forward for the information utility
will be forthcoming from the Federal budget in a year frominvolvement, and he mentioned NEC, NTTI, BHP and Deca.
now. That is all we can say about that. Regarding NEPA, th&Vhat is the relationship of those companies with our
true Federal agency that is compiled of all the States, it is minformation utility, particularly since the Government appears
understanding that agreement has been reached basically dadhave downgraded that service to a Government data
is in the final throes of being signed. Part of that deal is thaservice now under the auspices of State Services? What is the
the secretariat will be sited in Adelaide associated with ourelationship of those companies, which were part of a vista
environmental protection authority, but it will employ a of companies last year, to the concept of having the
limited number of people—only three or four. information utility and world university integrated on the
The Hon. H. ALLISON: Has the Better Cities scheme Gillman site?
been terminated and funding ceased? | am under the impres- The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The information utility can more
sion that it has; and, if so, with what has it been replaced?fully be dealt with in connection with the Minister of
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Questions regarding Better Business and Regional Development. | will ask John
Cities funding were answered before. | refer the honourabl&hepherd to make some further comments on this matter.
member to the record. | have not been advised that th8trategic alliance negotiations have been undertaken with
program has ceased. It is an ongoing Federal Governmesgven potential alliance partners. Memoranda of understand-
project, and | will seek advice on that matter. ing for strategic alliances have been signed with four
The Hon. H. ALLISON: Will the housing that is to be organisations, and the foundation contracts are under way or
constructed sooner or later at Osborne be situated on MR&e about to commence with all four. Memoranda of under-
land or on land outside the boundaries of the project? standing of potential foundation contracts are under discus-
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: This is a key point of the whole sion with the other three. They include: Digital Corporation,
MFP Australia project. MFP Australia involves a series ofa signed memorandum of understanding, and the foundation
activities. Before | became Premier | held the view, and Iproject is network management; Lane Telecommunications,
have certainly put this view forward a number of times sincea signed memorandum of understanding, which is a project
becoming Premier, that the Gillman site is not the only partmanaged, integrated network project; BHP IT, memorandum
of the MFP development. There are other aspects of the MFBf understanding signed on consultancy services in evaluation
and we commonly refer to Technology Park and Science Padnd/or implementation of electronic data interchange;
as part of the project. Indeed, they are part of the enterpriskelecom—we intend to sign the memorandum of understan-
zone of the MFP. The MFP has stimulated activities that cading, and minor changes have been finalised to that (that is
take place in a number of areas. The site at Osborne is dor basic carriage services and nexus marketing); and
South Australian Housing Trust land, but it is part of the MFPAnderson Consulting, concerning which it is intended to sign
project. It is not part of Gillman, although it is not far away, an MOU on changed management in relation to financial
but it is part of the MFP. systems. Two other sets of strategic alliance negotiations
The Hon. H. ALLISON: 1 find this a little eccentric, have taken place with major corporations, and | will ask Mr
because we have an MFP Act that clearly defines th&hepherd to comment on that.
boundaries of the current MFP scheme. There is a difference Mr Shepherd: The Premier has described those three that
between the MFP Osborne housing scheme, Technologyave been signed with Digital, Lanes, and BHP IT. Two
Park, Flinders and other projects, because they are definedfurther negotiations are being undertaken, one with IBM
the schedule to the MFP project as areas A, B, C and D. Sindgustralia, which was an early participant in the information
the Housing Trust funds 15 per cent, as we were told earliegtility, and that has gained status as a result of a registration
plus we assume the rest being committed by speculataf interest on information processing that was called in
builders, the Housing Trust project at Osborne could in allSeptember 1992. Negotiations are also proceeding with EDS
probability have taken place in any case. Australia Pty Ltd, which gained status under the same
| say that because South Australia is sitting on $30 millionregistration of interest, and a memorandum of understanding
worth of Better Cities funding. The Housing Trust is crying has been signed with EDS Australia Pty Ltd. Negotiations are
out desperately for funds to house tens of thousands of Soutlontinuing with IBM. Therefore, four memoranda of
Australians who are currently on the waiting list and, fromunderstanding have been signed, and the role of State
memory, it is committed this year to building approximately Systems as the body that is being corporatised to undertake
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the activities of the information utility is to administer the that from the time we picked this up, 1 July (so it is not very

relationship between the State Government and most of thoseng), we have had discussions with the Flinders University

organisations with which those memoranda of understandingice-Chancellor and some of his management team to, as a

have been signed. team, really collectively go after increasing the occupancy in
The Hon. H. ALLISON: | note that IBM’s name was that facility. To me itis an asset that should be better utilised

mentioned as having an expression of interest. | have watchedan it is today.

IBM with considerable interest at a personal level because in As far as the market value on the property is Concerned,

France IBM was a key component of the Montpelierwhat you are referring to there is a matter of not really
multifunction polis, yet shortly after | visited the MFP tenancy occupation but the reality of the market. That is a
Montpelier, in 1991 | think it was, IBM announced massiveconcern that we all have, that assets like that have fallen back
standings down and world-wide IBM has gone into tens ofn value. It is still very important in my mind that from our
thousands of retrenchments. How confident are we that |B|\fesponsibi|ity we are aggressively in pursuit of tenants, and
could still be a key player? | intend to do that, very tightly coupled to Flinders

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: It is certainly true that it has  University, because they have a very big responsibility in this
reduced its work force by an enormous number from a worlg|so.

force that is many times more enormous—I forget the exact o Hon. DEAN BROWN: In the draft EIS which was
size of its work force but it is of the order 250 000 interna-, \bichaq only last year, so it is still fairly current, many

tionally. The figure it has reduced is of the order of 400 000,tements are made about the MFP and the development that
to about 300 000, but it is still a very large company. will take place at the Gillman site. | could go through and talk

The Hon. H. ALLISON: About a 100 000 reduction p ¢ some of those: | do not wish to take up the time of the

world-wide over the past two years, including this year: | juslcommjttee, but they certainly outlined a number of things

feItTahIittll_ie ll aLt easz OV?(;_thﬁt]' . lid poi that would be done. Are we now to accept the fact that that
e Hon. Lynn Amold: That is a valid point. draft EIS is no longer a relevant document?
Mr Kennan: We are having discussions with members ] o .
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: As | understand it, it certainly

of IBM Australia about getting involved in the consortium . | td ¢ The State G t iced it
activity. We must clarify that people will not necessarily put!S ?\lre evak? fgg;netg : F S a}g overnmetn recognclis_?_ :
1 000 or more jobs in place immediately, given the curren n November » (N€ ederal Government approved It in
economic environment, but that does not stop us fronj cPruary 1993. The EIS setup an ongoing evaluation process
working with them to identify ways in which we can bring requiring environmental management p'aﬂs to b? prepared
tand works undertaken and reviewed. The first environmental

five, 10, 15 or 20 jobs, each one of which is an importan tol din 1992 Work undertak
commitment. So, there is a dialogue on our side, but it is quit§'2nagément plan was approved in - VVOrk undertaken

separate from information utility discussions; we are taIkind[S being rewewed and |n.accordance with the EIS result_s,
in the consortium area. ogether with the next environmental management plan, will
The Hon. DEAN BROWN:: This financial year $410 000 P€ réceived by the Government in November.
has been allocated for a capital works program at Science The Hon. DEAN BROWN: From that draft EIS, we see
Park. Why is this money being spent when Science Park hd§at the Government is about to establish an MFP academy,
an occupancy level of only about 27 per cent, which is @nd in t_hat academy there will be an education service, an
pretty low level? In the Auditor-General’s Report it is statedinternational management centre, a centre for research into
that the value of Science Park has been downgraded from $1ban environmental management, and an information and
million, which it cost almost two years ago, to about $3_1tephnology communications training centre. This is all at
million—by about $7 million in a two year period—but we Gillman, because the EIS was all over Gillman, not some-
are about to Spend $410 000 when itis On|y a quarter full. where else. It will also include the Asian Institute of
The Hon. Lynn Amold: It has to be acknowledged that Language and Culture. | draw attention to the fact that here
the take-up rate of the Mark Oliphant building at Scienceare very specific proposals in that EIS and the Premier says
Park has been slower than would have been desired. It i5is now still a very relevant document, approved this year
slower than most of the multi-tenant buildings at TechnologyPy the Cabinet. | see no proposals whatsoever for the
Park, although even some of those buildings had a slower ragstablishment of those things within an academy down at
of take-up than other buildings. Notwithstanding the sloweiGillman. I also refer to the May 1991 management report on
take-up rate, we are confident that it has enormous potentidhe feasibility of the MFP. Is that a relevant document?
being located where it is in the southern area and also next The Hon. Lynn Arnold: First of all the EIS refers to the
door to Flinders University—and also, because of itsenvironmental impact of activities proposed under the MFP
collocation with Flinders University, being very close to theover the life of the MFP. It is not anticipated that all these
centre being developed by Flinders University and CSIRO oithings would happen in the first year. It was always going to
information technology, there are possibilities for increasinge a 20 to 30 year project. Some of the aspects will happen
this kind of activity in that area. | will ask Mr Kennan to in the later stages, some will happen in the middle stages and
comment further. some will happen in the earlier stages. You do not design an
Mr Kennan: The moneys in our budget for 1993-94 are EIS that is just current for the present period of the project.
really directed toward attracting more companies to come intdou look forward to how that area that is under the scope of
that area. So, under those circumstances generally we hatree EIS will cope with development upon its environment for
picked up on the past practice, which I think is a currentmore than just a few years. You are looking at the long-term
market situation, of having fit-out moneys in our budgetsituation. That is the whole purpose of the EIS, to see whether
because that is the sort of encouragement that usually hasaonot the activities are sustainable. It is a current document
be provided in order to bring in tenants. that will have relevance for the development life of this
Those areas are covering some car park work that has twoject, a development life that will last a generation. On the
be done in addition to the actual office fit-out. | would addmatter of the next feasibility study—
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The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The 1991 managementreport ~ The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | wish to move the following
on the feasibility of the MFP? motion:

Mr Keller: That report is still current. Obviously many  That the Committee expresses its lack of confidence in the
of the projects examined in that document have been updaté’ﬂ%rﬁtli%fn?c\)f?r the planning of the MFP and in particular draws
or repl_aced by_othgr prOJe(_:ts as you go on, but the majorit 1. The E:ontinuing concentration on urban development at the
of the information in there is still relevant. Gillman site:

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The draft EIS has some very 2. The lack of commitment by commercial interests to that site;

specific commitments about time. | know it is over the life of ~ 3- The long lead time to 1996-97 before any commercial land
will be available for sale; and

the pr_oject b.Ut’ fo_r instance, it refers to site clean-up and 4. The expenditure of $16.7 million to June 1993 on the MFP
greening projects in the second half of 1992. They have not with no tangible benefits available.

occurred. The principal site works, stage 1, 1993-94 were As a consequence, this Committee calls on the Government to
there and not occurring. The commencement of the firsgtop further development of the Gillman site and to refocus its efforts

: _ the development of high technology industries which will
village, 1994-95, has not taken place. | refer under th uarantee jobs and investment in the immediate future.

management report, produced just on 12 months ago, to the ) S .

setting up of a centre for aquatic toxicology. Discussions have The CHAIRMAN: The motion is in order in the sense

been held with an investor. How is that going? that it can be debated. | call on the Leader to speak to his
There was a proposal to set up a centre for environmenté?o.pﬁg'l_'on DEAN BROWN: | move this expression of a

!aw. Se\{eral major law companies have expressed an interqg[:k of confidence in the whole of the planning of the MFP
in funding such a centre. Have those companies NOW< a result of the answers that have been given this afternoon.
committed in the past year to that centre? There was to be course. it is not a new issue. The Economic and Finance

centre for research into urban environmental management. ommittee had a hearing on this issue several weeks ago, and
feasibility study was required. Has that feaS|b|I|ty study Iqeeq understand that the answers given to that committee were
undertaken? There was a proposal for an |nternat|onqé

) b ss than precise. | have been particularly concerned about the
management centre; afea5|b|I|t_y study had to be complete] ck of detail given this afternoon by the Premier and his
ggge% ?E:glee:\fe%Igrﬂm??riéﬁtgurgggeu{gigﬂl)g ggﬁtﬁgﬁ t())e visers. However, in particular | focus the attention on the

: 9 alggemier, because the Premier is the Minister responsible and
we need to know what sort of progress has been made on thWTu

We are literally pouring the money in and we wish to see st carry the ultimate responsibility for this.
. ally p 9 y | would like to raise several matters at this point, Mr
what is coming out.

) Chairman. First, it was the Premier himself who earlier this
_The Hon. Lynn Amold: The Leader is under Some yegr sajd that 1993 was the year of the MFP. We are now
misapprehension as to what an EIS is about. The EIS refe(gg|| jntg 1993, yet we have not been given specific details
to the development proposals that will take place in an aregyis afternoon as to what else will be completed for the MFP
and examines whether or not those proposals are consistgqt) 993, One could argue, quite rightly | would think, that it
with maintaining or enhancing the environment of that areajj| pe very little. | refer to the promised 70 houses on the
It is an impact statement, in other words, upon the environpshorne site. This has been promoted as the first major
ment, of development proposals. The actual uptake of thoSgyelopment of the MFP. We find, first, that the houses will
development proposals is for the board and corporation to dqqt tg he constructed by the end of this year, as stated by the

as they plan best, but the question that comes from the ElSremier in his Economic Statement in April this year.
is whether or not special environmental work needs to done. Secondly, as my colleague the member for Mount

As the tables that | have circulated already to the Leader ang g mpier quite rightly pointed out, the Osborne site is no

other members of this Committee show, work is being dongnore than a Housing Trust site. Of the 70 houses to be built
this year on that matter of the environmental management Ghere, apout 15 per cent will be paid for by the Housing Trust.
that area. | can mention just the wetlands for a start, but alsgure, it won a design award, but we could have had the
the environment social design and planning overheads of ﬂlfesign award with respect to the Osborne site and the
project are being funded in this financial year. construction of the 70 houses without the MFP. It has nothing
The aspects of the cleanup costs for Gillman and theo do with where we are seeing the funds being spent in terms
current total of environmental works needed there all comef the MFP this year and into the immediate future.
from, in the first instance, the environmental impact statement Thirdly, | was disturbed to find that Mr Button, a former
and, in the latter instance, the environmental managemegederal Minister who was involved in the establishment of
plan. We will be in a stronger position this year when thethe MFP over a number of years, is now out selling the
second environmental management plan comes out to tell égmmercial contacts he apparently developed in his position
more about the staging of those works, but the first part ohs Minister. | am particularly disturbed to find that we as
those works is programmed in this financial year. taxpayers are putting $10 000 of our money into paying for
Mr Kennan: Let me indicate as | did earlier that the Mr Button, a former Senator, to spend three weeks introduc-
major components of our budget for 1993-94 are economimg the MFP’s Chief Executive Officer to companies that Mr
development and environmental management activity. EveButton obviously knew when he was a Federal Minister. We
the works that we are doing in terms of the geophysicahre paying him $10 000 plus the on-costs for accommodation
testing relate to environmental remediation activities, so therand travel. | find it unacceptable that a former Federal
is a very definite project activity under way now that is in Minister is using the contacts he established as a Federal
accordance with the environmental impact statement. As wllinister and is now charging the South Australian taxpayers
indicated earlier, the authorisation of the environmenta$10 000 for those introductions over a three-week period.
impact statement was not forthcoming from the Federal However, | became really concerned when, immediately
Government until February 1993, so clearly some of the datgsrior to afternoon tea today, | asked some specific questions
that you have indicated had a slippage at that point. about the expenditure for stage 1. After some delay | was told
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that $1.56 million would be spent this financial year—of the Gillman site.” No; the State Labor Government has
1993-94—on soil tests for the Gillman site, and that was théocked us into the Gillman site. We are locked into a very
only allocation in terms of stage 1. After a 20-minute teadifficult site.
break we were given figures which threw a little more light A draft EIS was handed down last year, and the final EIS
on this. | have no doubt that there was a lot of soul searching/as approved by Cabinet earlier this year. The Premier says
during the tea break to find what other moneys might behat it is still a valid document but, when we look at the
spent. We found that the $1.56 million suddenly increased tpromises made in that environmental impact statement, we
$1.7 million over the tea break. We found that $9 million wasfind that they have not been adhered to and are nowhere near
to be spent on land acquisition, which was not mentionedheing adhered to.
earlier, and $6 million on environmental rehabilitation. | | highlight again that the EIS states that the site clean-up
suspect that most of that is coming from the Better Citiesand greening projects would be finished in the second half of
money, although that has not been specifically earmarked thi992 and that the principal site works would be carried out
afternoon. in 1993-94. However, we find from statements made this
| was then concerned to find that no Better Cities moneafternoon that that is not the intention at all. We believed that
was spent on the MFP in 1992-93 whatsoever, despite ahe first village would begin in 1994-95, but this afternoon
announcement and a commitment by the Federal Government found that is not the case. We found that the first commer-
that South Australia had $40 million to spend. | am not tryingcial land will not even be sold until 1996-97, | understand. So
to suggest that that money has been lost, but we find that thttte proposal in the EIS has slipped by at least another two
$40 million, which has been talked about time after time agears, compared to the statement made in the EIS only a few
bringing immediate benefits to South Australia, will not nowmonths ago.
be spent until the end of June 1996. Again, | find that |refertothe management report that was produced on the
unsatisfactory. MFP in May 1991. A feasibility study into the MFP set out
We also found that stage 1A, stage 1B and stage 2 of thewhole series of very promising statements about what could
MFP project at Gillman will cost taxpayers $354 million be achieved.
between now and the year 2005, with a very small part of that mentioned a centre for aquatic toxicology, a centre for
being spent this year, $167 million of it being spent by Juneenvironmental law, and a centre for research into urban and
1998, a further $70 million being spent in stage 1B by theenvironmental management. There was also a proposal for an
year 2002 and a further $114 million being spent by the yeainternational management centre. These statements were put
2005. out to whet appetites and give the impression that companies
We found that the return from the sale of that land iswere out there ready to sign on the dotted line—companies
projected to be only $222 million, leaving an overall netthat were holding firm discussions with the Government with
deficit of $132 million to the taxpayers of South Australia. a view to investment.
We found that apparently very little of the Commonwealth’s However, we find that we are years and years away from
Better Cities money is likely to be spent on that project,any such commitment from those companies. In fact, | would
because most of the $40 million is to be earmarked foguess that any interest has dissipated. Having been in the
environmental projects yet to be negotiated with the Federalommercial world, | know that, if something drifts by year
Minister. We are in a very grey zone, to say the least, irafter year the way the MFP has, commercial interest evapo-
relation to that aspect. rates pretty quickly and they go elsewhere. They would go on
We found that almost the entire concentration of the MFRo something with a time frame much shorter than that of the
is still locked into the Gillman site—$354 million of South MFP.
Australian taxpayers’ money is to be allocated to that Gillman | am not against the MFP; in fact, | have been the
site. We also found that no company has made a commerciastrongest advocate in South Australia for the establishment
commitment to the Gillman site. | find it unsatisfactory thatof high technology industry. After all, | was the one who put
we are committing $354 million to that site without one up the whole proposal for Technology Park Adelaide. | put
single commercial commitment. the commitment behind it, through the former Liberal
We heard earlier about BHP, but we all know that theGovernment, to invest $7 million. Suitable sites are already
BHP commitment is no more than a statement of intent oavailable where we can establish high technology industries.
goodwill: there are no dollars attached and no project i$Ve have the nucleus in Science Park and Technology Park
involved. We heard that there was some interest in otheand in our universities and other centres around Adelaide.
areas: in fact, 25 companies have expressed some interestinWhy waste $354 million on the Gillman site—a very
commercial developments outside of the Gillman site. Thadlifficult site and one that has attracted no commercial interest
is the very point | have been arguing for months—there is avhatsoever—when we could spend much less than that and
far greater attraction to commercial interests outside of thachieve far greater tangible benefits? We are after high
Gillman site than in the Gillman site, so why plough technology industries that will guarantee jobs and investment
$350 million into that site? here in the immediate future. We are not able to wait until
| am particularly concerned to find that total expenditure1996-97 before seeing the first commercial sale of land with,
to the end of June 1993 on the MFP project in Southof course, any commercial job years after that. We all know
Australia is now $16.7 million. | would have to argue thatthat once you have sold the land you have still have to put up
there are no tangible benefits to the residents of Soutthe facility and establish the company and commercial
Australia from the spending of that $16.7 million—none opportunities.
whatsoever. | find that unsatisfactory. We could have | guarantee that there will be no commercial jobs at the
attracted quite a number of significant commercial interest<illman site this side of the year 2000, and South Australia
and we could have established a large number of commerciehnnot wait that long. Therefore, | move this motion con-
jobs if we had gone out to companies and said, ‘Here islemning the Premier over the fact that the MFP project is still
$17 million: come and invest in South Australia but outsidefocused on Gillman and the commitment for funds is still
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being made to Gillman—that is where the money is beingjuestions on this side of the House here this afternoon, needs
spent—when, instead, the money should be focussed aw#y be addressed. But at the end of the day the MFP needs a
from the Gillman site towards attracting high technologyplace, it needs a spot, on which to concentrate the effort, and
industry elsewhere. Gillman represents that spot. We should remember that,
Mr QUIRKE: | must congratulate the Leader on oneduring the argument on whether it was going to be in
thing: at least this year’s stunt is typed. When he pulled thiQueensland or in South Australia, at the end of the day the
caper last year it was handwritten, it was in bad English anduestion came down to the provision of an adequate amount
no-one could understand it, including his own troops. At leasbf land that could be usefully developed in the future, land
this year it is properly typed so that we can address all thelose to the centre of the city, near an international airport and
issues he raises. It comes as no surprise to me or to anyonear Technology Park, and a range of other factories. As far
else around here that the Leader has made these statemeasghis argument is concerned, the MFP people have made in
about the Gillman site—no surprise at all. When he wagpublic evidence before the Economics and Finance Commit-
elected Leader of that crowd opposite, one of the first thinggee a commitment where that was concerned that they are not
he said was that he believed in the MFP but that he did ngtist concentrating on the Gillman site, that they are looking
think too much of the Gillman site. It comes as no surpriseat the broader investment questions and at the wider involve-

to me that after 18 months or so— ment of a whole range of other parts of South Australia in this
The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting: project.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Secondly, in relation to the lack of commitment by

Mr QUIRKE: —we are still getting the same cracked commercial interests to that site, | think the one concession
record. However, this afternoon it is being dressed up withhat | will make where this is concerned, and | have made it
a few more fancy clothes. We have had a series of verjy a number of other places, is that the MFP is very slowly
boring, less than penetrating questions from those opposit&yming together. | think there was no doubt from the public

and, in fact, where— hearing of the Economic and Finance Committee that much
Members interjecting: opportunity has not been seized in the way that it should have
The CHAIRMAN: Order! been. | think that point has been conceded by the MFP people
~ MrQUIRKE: —this is concerned it was typed up some and by the Premier himself. The project is behind schedule
time ago ready for this stunt. It was going— at this point but to suggest that commercial interests are not
The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting: queuing up at this point is indeed to misunderstand the

The CHAIRMAN: Order! | remind members that the development of a project that is going to take many years to
normal Standing Orders of the House apply in Committee come together and is typical of the attitude of the Opposition
Mr QUIRKE: 1 think it is a great pity that members \where this is concerned. We had this same argument over the
opposite are not prepared to extend the same courtesies tRgbmarine.
we extended to them when we listened to the Leader’s

h. In fact h d it twice. b didit ] In relation to the long lead time to 1996-97 before any
Speech. In fact, we have done it twice, because we did | a%‘ommercial land will be available for sale, there are a number
year in relation to the SAFA motion—same time, same

“of environmental problems down there. The argument in this

channel, same arguments. The only thing that is different i ,se 4 cou ;
' . ; . 3 ple of years ago was that it would take longer
that last year it was SAFA and this year it is the MFP. ltwasan that to clear up some of the land down there so that

the sameway of ?‘ddfessmg the is_sue_—the Ie_ad-up time, tr%?gnificant parcels of land could be made available. The
whole bit. In my view there is no sincerity in this stuff at all,

but there is a lot of contradiction. On the one hand we are tol xpenditure of $16 million to June 1993 on the MFP with no

hat there i h ; Gill dth ngible benefits at all is a small investment. | would have
that there IS too much concentration on Gillman and then, O{'hought that for the purpose of properly putting together the

the other hand, we are told that nothing is happening therebuilding blocks for a project of this scale—and we are talking

| will deal with each of the four items in turn. The g0t the project of hundreds of millions of dollars, potential-
Opposition is pulling a stunt to try to undermine one of theyy yjiong of dollars, over the next two or three decades—it

few projgcts nationally that can brjr}g Some benefi'g to thi%s a small investment. | would also have thought that the
country in the next decade. | think itis very sad that it is N0t a5 that the Opposition is talking about, and in particular
receiving b_|part|san support but is getting the same treatme hy the Leader does not like the Gillman site, need to be
that was displayed during the early days of the submaringj4.essed and it takes resources to do it

project. | think it is a real shame. | will say this: if the land is As to the Button question. 1 do not Wan.t t0 spend a lot of
sold in 1996 or 1997, or whenever ther_e is anythlng _dow e on that. | do ngt have fo carry a torch foPex-Senator
there to be opened, these same people in the Opposition fn ’ Y

be in the front row, all ready for the big opening and all the utton but I will say thiS: itis the same old story. When it is
one of ours that is going around as a consultant after he has

rest of it finished a time in Parliament, or wherever it is, then what
The motion refers, first, to the continuing concentration''N'SN€d @ ime In Farliament, or whereveritis, then what we
et from the Opposition is that the bloke is not worth it,

on urban development at the Gillman site. If one looks ver)g

closely at the Gillman site and then a short distance away %g)uld not be using his contacts and should not be using all

the very successful West Lakes project, one can see that some>¢ things that he is supposed to _have picked up in Federal
Y project, arliament, that he should not be using those sorts of contacts

things can be learnt. . N ) .
I?hink even the Opposition could handle a trip down thereanOI that there is something improper in the whole thing. We

to have a look at it. The reality is that the Gillman site right°uld give you lists of some of your blokes and quite a few
now is not the prettiest land in Adelaide; but it is a magnifi-Of them have lost— ]

cent development site under conditions there which the MFP  The CHAIRMAN: Will the honourable member remem-
people have been carefully putting in place. In particular, wder to direct his remarks through the chair.

know the degradation of land down there and the dumping of Mr QUIRKE: Mr Chairman, quite a number of them
materials on that site, some of which was the subject ohave lost their seats over the years and have then gone around
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and hawked themselves as consultants. There are one or twbreply and the vote is put. My recollection is that the

of them in here right now. member for Playford was speaking.
The Hon. H. Allison interjecting: Mr QUIRKE: Atissue here is a very important project
Mr QUIRKE: Well, if the member for Mount Gambier for South Australia. | think the concession needs to be made
wants to | will— that it is a project that has more slowly unfolded than a
The CHAIRMAN: Order! number of members would like to have seen. There is no

Mr QUIRKE: —go into the gutter; we can do that. If you doubt that putting the board in place, employing the Chief
want to do that we can go into the gutter, but do not hawkExecutive Officer and doing a number of other things have
yourself around here as Mr Clean, if you want to start makinded to delays which in many respects underline the fact that

interjections like that. in the next 12 months, as the Premier has made clear on many
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The honourable member must occasions, we will not only have to see things on the ground

not use the word ‘you’. down at Gillman but we will also have to see some other
Members interjecting: concrete developments in the MFP which warrant the support
Mr QUIRKE: We are dealing with the substantive that the House has given to the MFP Australia project. | think

motion. it is very important for South Australia that we do not muff

The CHAIRMAN: Order! | ask honourable members not this and that we do not make cheap political points and jump
to interject and | ask the honourable member not to responié On a project such as this and kill it off.
to interjections. At the end of the day, with Federal outlays running at the
Mr QUIRKE: This is the same old story— tune that they currently are, the problem we will have in
The CHAIRMAN: Order! When | am giving directions South Australia is that the amount of resources that will be
to the Committee | do not expect anybody to speak. | askecessary for this project will have to be hard fought for, and
honourable members not to interject and | ask the honourabf@ey will not all come from South Australia. Indeed, there

member not to respond to interjections. will have to be a large Federal component in this project. |
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Are electronic devices Ssuspect that if this motion is carried tonight, it will put the
permitted in the chamber? nails not only in the Gillman coffin but also in the MFP
The CHAIRMAN: No, they are not. | do not know to Australia project. It is my view that if this statement we are
what the honourable member is referring. debating here tonight is not passed, it will cause irrevocable
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The member’s telephone has damage to this particular project. If this motion is not passed
been ringing. it will provide people, particularly in Canberra who are very

Mr QUIRKE: Mr Chairman, it has been turned off. dismissive of this project and who at the end of the day do not
However, | might say that | have seen the Leader with one ofave the vision to see this project come into existence in

those devices in here, too. South Australia, with ammunition to bushwhack this project
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: No you have not. and cut its throat.
Mr QUIRKE: Yes, | did. | saw you walk out of here the _ At the end of the day we know what the Leader of the
other day with one. Opposition thinks because he has been consistent throughout
Members interjecting: the past 18 months, making it clear that he believes the
The CHAIRMAN: Order! concentration on the Gillman site is not what MFP Australia

Mr QUIRKE: The argument that comes up here about ghould be on about. | suggest to him that, if we move away
$354 million commitment down there at Gillman and thatfrom the Gillman site in that fashion, we will not only Kill
nothing has happened where this is concerned is simplytgat project but also ensure that any new investment which
stunt by the Opposition to undermine one of the few project¥/€ can snare as part of that MFP project will die and certainly
that we as a State have that will provide a chance to generaf®t provide jobs in South Australia. .
employment over the next ten years. Unfortunately they have | suggest that in this respect the Leader has made quite
not learnt anything from the submarine project. What theyclear tha'_[ this is his position a_nd that, as | under_stand it, when
have learnt since last year is how to spell, how to pu1the election takefs, place \_Nlth!nthe next two to six months, or
sentences together and how to get it typed up in plenty o#henever that will be, this will be one of two issues. He has

time to pull on the usual 5.30 stunt on a Tuesday afternoorade it clear that is his view on the whole matter. | suggest
that that needs to be put to the people of South Australia. My

[Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.30 p.m.] fervent hope is that the people of South Australia will see the
importance of doing something about the land degradation
The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are examining the down there at Gillman; that they will see through this project;

proposed payments ‘Premier and Minister of Economidhat in fact we can bring about those environmental clean-ups
Development—Other Payments’, and as part of that procedbat we believe are necessary; and, more importantly, that we
the Leader of the Opposition has moved a motion whictwill be able to get not only private sector involvement but
honourable members have before them. | should explain theso involvement from Canberra in very substantive ways so
procedure. It is necessary to distinguish between the peoptbat we can see the development of our State which | think
who are sitting on my left and on my right who with me are over the next 10 years will be absolutely crucial to the future
members of this committee and the Premier, who is heremployment chances of the kids in S.A.
under Standing Orders to answer the questions of the | have always said in the House that one of the great
Committee. Because of that slight distinction, the normabangers facing South Australia if we do not have projects like
procedure in a debate like this is that members of thehis, the submarine project and a number of other projects
Committee are given an opportunity to speak in debate andyhich in many respects emanate from the Federal level, we
once that has been exhausted, save for the summary thatl run the risk of running down our manufacturing base and
accorded to the mover of the motion, the Premier is invitech number of other things as well as a brain drain in South
to speak if he wishes to do so. Then the mover has the rightustralia—a flight of expertise to other States, particularly
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to Queensland and even overseas, to such a point that it wiff its knees. The people are sick of promises, false hopes and
take us two or three decades to reverse that process.rHetoric provided by the political process. It is no wonder that
therefore say that this motion is nothing more than a stunioliticians are held in such low esteem by the general
and that this Committee needs to reject it in its entirety.  community, given the promises that have been made year
Mr OLSEN: | support the motion moved by the Leader. after year, highlighted | might add by the last Federal election
Itis usually the responsibility of the second speaker to rebutampaign and the promises of Prime Minister Keating and
those matters that have been put forward by the first speakehat has been delivered in the budget. It is no wonder that the
on the opposite side. In this instance, all we have had fromoting public have such a disregard for politicians when there
the honourable member is platitude, rhetoric and irrelevaris such blatant abuse of and disregard for the political
comment. He has not tackled the core issue. It was not thgrocess, for putting down benchmarks and not achieving
Liberal Party which profiled this project; it was the Labor them. That is what we have seen with the multifunction polis.
Party. It was not the Liberal Party which set the benchmarks | referred during my questioning to a number of areas, one
for achievement and for recording progress on this projecpf which involved the survey of those 28 international
it was the Labor Party, the Government. companies. What we have seen from that is interest but
Since 1988, some five years ago, when this project wasothing tangible put on the deck. It has been drawn to the
first put on the agenda for South Australia, we have see@ommittee’s attention that the National Environmental
Labor Governments set benchmarks for achievement for therotection Agency and the Commonwealth Environmental
multifunction polis. Time and again those benchmarks, set biProtection Agency are two different bodies with two different
the Labor Party, the Government, have come and gone. liunctions. A Federal Minister has verbally announced that it
other words, the Government has not met its own criteria ais the intention to establish a facility in South Australia.
it has put them down. Given the track record of Federal Ministers in the current
The role of any Opposition is to ensure that there isLabor Government and their commitment to the people, |
guestioning, probing, and prodding of the Government intavould not take any verbal assurance at this stage, | would
action where there is inaction. The only comment of concermvant it in writing and | would certainly want it countersigned
by the honourable member that | picked up during the courskefore | took any regard of any commitment from the Federal
of his remarks was the fact that the Federal Government wagena.
getting cold feet and having second thoughts about this | am sure that the Premier would acknowledge that at
project. If that is the case, | think the Premier ought toleast, given what the Government has done to our wine
indicate that to the Committee, either to confirm theindustry when it has gone back on three and four month-old
member’s view or to rebut the member’s view as he has putommitments in relation to that industry. There is no real or
it before the Committee. tangible commitment for the establishment of those facilities
The last Liberal Government got Roxby Downs andin South Australia. Once again, that reinforces the point. We
Olympic Dam up and running within three years. It had tohave had rhetoric and promises for some time. The direction
negotiate with international consortia to have that projecbf the multifunction polis stalled for two years because of the
established in South Australia and it did it within three yearstotal inaction of the Cabinet and the then Minister of Industry,
Here we are five years down the track (in this past 12 month§rade and Technology, the current Premier. The current
ended 30 June 1993 some $16.7 million has been spent), aRdemier set the benchmark. He said that he would refocus the
what are the tangible results that the Government put forwardhultifunction polis. Where is that refocus? What is happening
to this Committee, to this Parliament and to the people ofith it? The current Premier said that 1993 would be the year
South Australia as visible achievements? of the multifunction polis. If this is the year of the
As the questioning has highlighted, those visible achievemultifunction polis, the year when we are going to make great
ments, those tangible benefits, cannot be quantified before tistrides forward after five years of its being on the agenda, |
Committee, the Parliament or the public of South Australiawould hate to think what the Premier would achieve over the
That is why this motion has been moved by the Leader: taourse of the next 10 years if he were given the opportunity
draw this to the attention of the public and the Parliament, buto do so, which | am sure to his relief he will not.
more importantly to try to prompt the Governmentinto some The MFP clearly needs a refocus, one that is achievable
sort of action in relation to the multifunction polis. and realistic. That is what this motion seeks to achieve. It
Members will note that the motion is in two parts, seeks to highlight the inadequacies and problems of the past
highlighting the difficulties and the lack of achievement byand the lack of decision-making of the Cabinet and the
the Government, but also in a positive sense putting down thiglinisters that has left officers of the multifunction polis, well
redirection the Government ought to take in terms of puttingneaning public servants who want to achieve, with a vacuum,
the multifunction polis back on track. because Ministers and the Government would not make the
The honourable member referred to the needs of Souttlecisions to enable them to get on with the job and to
Australians. | will tell you what the needs of South achieve. Now, some five years after the MFP was put onto
Australians are: they are to get South Australia up off itshe track, we are at this Estimates Committee with no real
economic knees. You do not get South Australia up off itgangible ticks to put against the benchmarks set by this
economic knees by talking about projects without achievinghdministration and by no-one else. The Government set the
on projects. That is what we have with the MFP. What Soutlbenchmarks, what it intended to achieve, and it has not.
Australians want is job security, job protection and job Let me refer briefly to this media project. | think it
prospects. Tens of millions of dollars have been spent on thidemonstrates some confused priorities when we have plans
project with some $40 million budgeted to be spent by 3@o support a high-tech film and television media facility in
June 1996, but where are the job prospects and the joBueensland rather than going ahead with the South Australian
security for which South Australians are looking? project despite the involvement of South Australian com-
That is what they are looking for and what they requirepanies in its development. Two years ago, the Economic
now. The South Australian economy needs to be picked upevelopment Authority, with the support of the MFP,
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appointed a project steering committee to examine théurther to the vacuum that was created by the State Bank bail-
feasibility of a similar joint public/private sector project, outin February 1991.
which was to be based in Adelaide. Since then, an enormous The Hon. Lynn Arnold interjecting:
amount of time and energy has been put in by the members The CHAIRMAN: Order!
of that committee to make South Australia an international Mr OLSEN: You see, Premier, | get confused—
centre for media production and broadcasting, to meet The CHAIRMAN: Order! The honourable member will
entertainment education and training needs and to look at théérect his remarks through the Chair.
Asia-Pacific region: a commendable objective that we would Mr OLSEN: The fact s that since February 1991 we have
all want to support wholeheartedly, but | understand that thbad no real focus or direction by Government. That has
participants believe that that project has now moved awayreated frustration and annoyance for those public servants
It is not to be a joint public/private project. It now involves who want to achieve for South Australia. They cannot
the Pacific Film and Television Commission of Queenslandchieve because the Government, the Cabinet and the
and the Commonwealth Department of Industry, TechnologMinisters are not giving direction. We have seen that
and Regional Development. exemplified by this project, the subject of this motion.
What has happened to the South Australian companiedfortunately, South Australians are losing, and that is why
Where have they been left in relation to this project? | notehe motion couched by the Leader highlights the criticisms
the reference to the committee that an attempt would be madmd lack of action but also puts the positive, the focus of
for them to be accommodated and incorporated in some wayhere we ought to be going and what we ought to be doing
in the project in the future. My argument is why were theyto get back on track.
not? | do not think the committee was given substantive Mrs HUTCHISON: | would like to deal first with some
arguments as to why those companies were bypassed in thectual matters which seem to have alluded members
instance to allow the establishment of the project with theopposite. One of the key reasons why South Australia was
Queensland based commission and the Commonwealdwarded the multifunction polis was the fact that, as part of
department, a fully public entity; not a joint public/private that multifunction polis project, the Gillman site was offered
consortium but a fully public entity. as a degraded site. It was offered deliberately in terms of the
If that is the way in which South Australia is supposed tofact that the technology could be sold at the end of the
win out of MFP Australia, it reinforces the old adage thatexercise to make that degraded site into something that could
when the Labor Government of South Australia fights forbe used. In most countries in the world the development is on
South Australia we lose. There are numerous examples difie sea front. This is a very important aspect and one of the
that. With a project such as this one could say that it igeasons why the Gillman site was selected. Developing that
important in the long term for South Australia. We do notsite to the point where it can be used for urban development
deny that. The motion demonstrates that we want a project @nd to the point where it can be used to look at the environ-
this nature to be established in South Australia, but let usnental requirements for the fisheries and the mangroves is
tackle it realistically, let us not create false hopes and let usnportant, because in every country in the world that
get on with the job so that we can use the resources that atechnology would be a saleable commodity. It is something
available now in South Australia to build on. When thethat is a long-term project. | think that the Leader of the
Leader announced last year the refocussing of our polic@pposition and the other speaker have not looked at that.
direction in relation to the multifunction polis, it was not ~ Members interjecting:
intended to dismiss it. It said, ‘Let’s use the resources thatwe The CHAIRMAN: Order!
have in place at the moment on which we can build and sell. Mrs HUTCHISON: | suggest that the Leader extend the
We will build on those resources and get tangible results ansame courtesy to me as was extended to him. The mul-
benefits from them now, and in the longer term we willtifunction polis was specifically premised on the fact that that
develop this project so that it achieves for South Australiavould be a major part of it, but it is not the main part of it,
those goals and objectives that the people have set down fand that is what members opposite are losing sight of. The
it. other part of it also involved the development of technology
That is what the Leader and the Liberal Party have putvithin the State and the development of the education
down as the policy thrust that we ought to have. It does naservices within it. Already there have been some sales of the
create false hopes, perceptions and dreams which theducation technology we have in South Australia. The very
Government has attempted to do in the wake of electiomegative attitude we are hearing from members opposite
campaigns pending. We have been long enough withouertainly will not promote the interests of South Australia in
action, without decisions of Government, and not only on thisa project such as this.
project and this issue. This Government, its ministry and its  This is a joint Commonwealth/State project, and | would
Cabinet have been in a vacuum since the State Bank bail-obtive to agree that there has been a very slow start to the
was announced. It is as though they have lost their focus amtoject, and that was mainly because in the intervening period
their policy direction altogether. The problem with that is thatthere was a Federal election plus the fact that the appoint-
South Australia is losing while that focus and policy directionments to the board and of the CEO had to be made jointly, so
have not been put back on track. a delay was involved in that. Now that all that has occurred,
With the establishment of these seven super ministriesnembers will probably see that there will be some advance-
rather than departments focusing and getting on with the jobments in the whole area. But that is not to say that there has
we have seen the public servants within those super ministrigt been some work on the site: there has been. | think
trying to shake out their position in the structure rather than€members opposite did not even consider that. The member
getting on with the job of policy direction for the future. That for Kavel, for example, tried to compare the Roxby Downs
is all of the making of the Premier and Minister and theproject with this project. There is a saying that you should
changes that he put in place, the changes that strangled tbempare apples with apples. That is not comparing apples
direction of South Australia and put it on hold, put it on stall, with apples, because that was a single individual project. The
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multifunction polis encompasses a whole range of projectstion of the MFP legislation which came before the House—I
and it extends across the whole area of the operation of them supportive of the concept. The Premier and Mr Kennan
State. So, it is a very short-term view that the member fohave very recently announced some redirection, and more of
Kavel and also the Leader of the Opposition have. that shortly. In spite of that announcement, | find on the
One of the other comments made by the member for Kavgderhaps slightly premature release by the Premier today of the
was the fact that the Leader had said we should be using tiéFP reports to the Economic and Finance Committee that we
resources that we have within the State. That is one of thean say from that report that even now, with a claimed
things that is actually happening: we are using the resourcesdirection, the direction is still firmly towards Gillman, with
of the State at Technology and Science Parks. There hag@me 45 per cent of the finances for this year (however much
been some major achievements in the area of technologyay be spent, the allocation is no evidence of the money
advancement, which can be a saleable commodity in the opdieing spent at the end of the year, let us face it, because last
market. So, itis a long-term project and one which should bgear we were $30 million under spent) being spent in other
viewed in that way. directions and 55 per cent being firmly committed towards
Members opposite have to recognise that a key part of théihe Gillman development. | try to look at it from a less than
was the Gillman site, and we cannot throw the baby out withparochial point of view. | am, after all, a rural representative,
the bath water, which is basically what members opposite ar@nd | am firmly committed to my electorate in the South-East,
saying we should be doing. One of the problems we havdlount Gambier, which is, in its own right, a site suitable for
consistently with members of the Opposition is their veryMFP development.
negative attitude to any project that does not or has not |try to be pragmatic and to consider the lot of Adelaide
emanated from them. If they get behind the project and haveesidents. | cannot help but think, time after time as | drive
a bipartisan viewpoint about it, the project can and willfrom north to south of the city with some difficulty, that the
succeed. In any project a multiplicity of functions should bevast conurbations to the north and south of Adelaide, where
carried out before we can actually see the bricks and mortave have concentrations of Housing Trust development and
on the site, and nobody could be more aware of that than minimal amounts of work provided, do militate against a
and | am anxiously looking for some of those bricks andhappy lifestyle for those people. The end result is that the
mortar. Government and the people of Adelaide have a problem. We
As was pointed out earlier in questioning, when it was saichave the north-south corridors, land for the extension of
there should be some buildings on that site in terms of thevhich was provided some years ago, but land which has
housing development, it seemed to be very difficult to gesubsequently been sold off for somewhat ephemeral profit.
across to members opposite that a competition was in traithhas been spent: it has just gone down the tube. The problem
to try to get the best possible designs for that and that yowith Adelaide dwellers is that they have to move from north
cannot, immediately after the designs are selected, hate south across the city in search of work. The work is not
something built there: you must have some lead time in thathere they would like it to be.
regard. That is one of the things that the Leader of the All States in Australia benefit from the better cities funds.
Opposition mentioned in his motion, that is, the lead time thafs | said, the 1992-93 funds for South Australia were under
has occurred before there is something actually on the sitepent by $30 million when other States were only too happy
He is being very naive if he thinks that we can build some-o get their hands on their allocations and commit them to the
thing immediately after the competition closes. | would begood of the people. We must have at least 50 000 South
very suspicious of his way of leadership if that is the way heAustralians on the South Australian Housing Trust waiting
thinks. | am speaking very solidly against the mation, and list—in the city, great concentrations and certainly in the
point out to members opposite that, if they want the State toountry to a lesser degree. In addition to those South
go ahead, they must show a bit of innovation and initiativeAustralians waiting for homes, we have the homeless youth
and support a project such this, because if they do not, thgyoblem in South Australia which is—as it is anywhere in

are going to downgrade— Australia—a major problem. Surely, the $30 million could
Members interjecting: have gone towards mitigating the housing problems confront-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member has interjected ing South Australians. The South Australian Housing Trust

more than enough. would certainly have liked to get its hands on some of it. |
Mrs HUTCHISON: —the State of South Australia as maintain that the Better Cities program should benefit all

they have been doing consistently. South Australians, because surely in the long run, in one way

The Hon. H. ALLISON: My remarks on the topic of the or another, they will subsidise the MFP infrastructure, and
MFP have been pretty consistent ever since the concept wsey will do so for years. They will not have any option—

announced— they will do it by way of State taxation.
An honourable member interjecting: Rural South Australia has many handsome cities. Mount
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Gambier was the prize city for the whole of Australia last
The Hon. H. ALLISON: | know | should notrespond to year in that it won the tidy towns competition, and it has a
interjections. diversity of cultural, educational, industrial, developmental,
The CHAIRMAN: Order! They are out of order and they sporting and recreational facilities which you would hardly
should be ignored. find in any other rural city across Australia. Probably only

The Hon. H. ALLISON: My next remark was that, whilst one or two would parallel that city. | am not only talking for
I have been pretty ambivalent with regard to the Gillman siteMt Gambier. There are many others in South Australia, such
mainly on advice given by Flinders University scholars,as Port Lincoln, Whyalla, Port Augusta, Port Pirie, Murray
Health Commission reports by a number of submissions puBridge, Renmark, and so on. The list is far from exhaustive.
to members on this side of the House and from a fairly | believe it would be a great compliment to the whole of
extensive perusal of the MFP document itself—a documerfouth Australia if the Government widened its vision and,
which | have been pleased to quote in debate during considemather than list simply Whyalla and, to a much lesser degree,
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more recently, Murray Bridge as centres where somaillocated are, after all, Better Cities moneys, which we should
incentives will be given to developers coming into this Statepe receiving anyway, with or without an MFP. Just one

it would be better, and people would not see it as politicalGovernment project—the scrimber project in the South-

opportunism with respect to Whyalla as the seat of a StateEast—Ilost twice as much as the Federal Government
Minister, if the Government were more pragmatic and saidllocated to the MFP.

that it would look at the whole of South Australia for ~ Those of us who have been to France to look at the 20 or
development. After all, the same incentives could be appliedhore MFPs over there—substantial cities which all have the
to any of the cities in South Australia, and | believe that theydesignation multifunction polis—realise that they are very

should be. strongly supported by the French National Government,

However cheap the land may be, we do not know howwvhich has the multifunction system as part of its major state
expensive and extensive the clearance task and associat#lielopment. It is progressing very well wherever you go, be
costs will be at Gillman. Pollution removal will incur extra it Bordeaux, Toulouse, Montpellier, Sofia Antipolis and Nice.
costs that are not applicable elsewhere in South Australigs | say, there are 20 of them around France. They are all
The Leader has mentioned $354 million, which is estimatedlifferent, and they are all commendable in their own right.
from figures given by the Premier today, as the initialThey are all strongly supported by a national communica-
development cost for the Gillman site and associated workgions, transport, electronic communications and financial
The question remains: could we not carry out the same worgystem—an ideal way to carry on.
elsewhere at a lesser cost? Have we even bothered to ask theWhat do | see with the Australian Federal Government?
many councils around South Australia whether they wouldCertainly no evidence of that. | suppose, if | were to be too
be prepared to participate in the MFP? Have we asked theunritical of the Federal Government, it would say, ‘Well, you
whether they would be prepared to offer cheap land and locélad $30 million last year in the Better Cities scheme; you
government concessions? | think we would be surprised abobiave not spent that, so why are you coming knocking on the
the extent to which local government and rural Southdoor for more money?’ It thinks we are nuts—and so we are.
Australia would be ready to join in. We should be further advanced than we are currently.

Progress undoubtedly has been very slow. The progress | have to respond to another snide comment. Members on
has been almost reluctant at best and inept at worst. | am ntitis side are often told that we do not support the submarine
blaming Mr Kennan for that, because he is new to the jobproject and the Grand Prix. We support better management.
When | read Mr Kennan'’s press release, which was the dal§ projects are for the betterment of South Australia, we
before the MFP board was due to report to the Economic ansupport them. As a member of the Economic and Finance
Finance Committee—by statutory requirement and no€ommittee, | always look at the bottom line. Responsible
voluntarily—I thought: is this an after-thought; is it what we Government should do that. We have a wonderful example,
have been accused of in putting forward this motion tonightin relation to the State Bank, of how we should have been
a gimmick, or is it genuine? | give Mr Kennan the benefit oflooking at the bottom line for the past several years, but that
the doubt, because he is new. He may be bringing a neig enough of that.
vision to the concept. As a matter of fact, recently | was only looking at a letter

His new redirected aims for the MFP were released beforereceived two or three years ago from the former Premier,
he appeared before the Economic and Finance Committegohn Bannon, in response to a letter | sent to him on the
While they may not have been in contempt of that committeeannouncement of the submarine project’s being allocated to
which was waiting for him to appear the following day, I still South Australia. His letter said, ‘Thanks very much, Harold,
found them offensive, as | am sure did my colleagues. Wéor your letter of congratulations’, and then went on to
may be too sensitive on that issue, but | detected no respediscuss the merits of the submarine project and the long-term
for that committee, to which the MFP board will have to benefits. The significant thing is that | was one of many
report by statute year after year, and certainly no hint opeople on this side of the House who took the time to write
commercial confidentiality, if that is the catchcry for almostto the Premier and congratulate him and the State for winning
everything we want to find out. the project. Enough of the nonsense on that side—it is just

Gillman is still the main area for expenditure. It could be specious. Incidentally, | did not go along to the launch of the
several years before the Wingfield dump is acquired. It is asubmarine. | have work to do in my electorate. | would have
eyesore. Itis on the nose. It will be a long-term problem, adiked to go, but not for the free drinks, as implied in the snide
we witnessed with the dump down by the Adelaide airporcomment of the member for Playford.
and many other dumps across the world. It will cost a lot of  In conclusion, | believe that the Leader of the Opposition,
money to redress that problem. The Health Commission haas ever, is looking for the best results for South Australia in
identified plumes of long-term health problems for peoplethe shortest possible time. We are not asking the State
across LeFevre Peninsula related to industries which hav@overnment to scrap the MFP project. Perhaps it is signifi-
been situated there for some time. Those health problems magnt that the Government has now passed over responsibility
or may not be significant once the MFP is established, bub the board in the 1992-93 budget papers. We learned that
they have been reported on. | would hate to see thert has passed over responsibility to the board but, within the
dismissed as simply ephemeral concerns. | think the peopMFP Act, the State Minister still has responsibility for the
in the area deserve more than that. MFP.

I would like to see the Government and the MFP board So | hope that passing over responsibility to the board will
have a wider vision and look at wider horizons acrossnot amount to passing over responsibility for the failures. We
Australia, and give wider South Australia a chance. | alsawill do better than we did with the State Bank: we will keep
have to express my continuing concerns about the relativelgur hands on at parliamentary level, which is really what this
lukewarm approach to MFP Australia. Are we using the namelebate is all about. This is hands on politics, analysing,
in order to ensure that we continue to get Federal funds? | sassessing, stating the best and the worst of what we believe
‘lukewarm approach’ because the funds that have beeim, in the hope that something positive and constructive will
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emerge. We are not asking the Government to scrap the MR&e well known. Obviously, the Federal Government had to

but to widen its vision and move away from the very narrowbe involved in such matters, but surely it is better to take a

focus on Gillman and what | regard as possibly a cynicalittle bit longer, and get it right.

extension of focus to Whyalla. | ask the Government to give Members opposite referred to the State Bank. | would

the whole of South Australia and, probably more importantlyhave thought that, if there is one lesson we have learnt, it is

in the long term, the whole of Adelaide a chance to particihow important it is to get the right board, the right CEO

pate. (which we now have) and to get it right. Instead, members
Mr HOLLOWAY: What we have seen here tonight is the opposite are saying that we should rush into it; we should just

worst stunt since Eval Knievel tried to cross the Grandspend the money for the sake of it.

Canyon in a rocket-powered motorcycle. It really was a Members interjecting:

grubby exercise, totally media driven. What a coincidence it \r HOLLOWAY: That is what they are arguing.

was that people from th& 30 Reporhappened to roll up as Members interjecting:

the Leader was about to move his motion. What a coinci- - ts cHAIRMAN: Order! Interjections are out of order.

dence that it was at 5.30, just before we were about to finish Mr HOLLOWAY: The other area of criticism is that the

theﬁiregﬁggém?ef?:g; that— MFP is an evolutionary and dynamic project—it is not a static
The CHAIRMA#\I' Orgderl project—and so it ought to be. The fact is that since the
: : appointment of the international board—and | have not heard

of Mé TA?ZILDL%VC\)/AE thg\évf?ek;ﬁg;rr:reTehPsofuorllso(\)/;g(;J?v?/gohnc:rllgsany criticisms of the calibre of that board or of the Chief
beop : Executive Officer—there has been some fine-tuning and

of questioning before the Economic and Finance Committe ocussing of the objectives of the MFP, as there ought to be.
several weeks ago, in accordance with the statute passed Ne MEP began as an idea some years ago, but it has been

this Parliament. The simple fact is that the Leader of the, - i'vho hast 12 months that we have had the focus with
Opposition could not find any holes init. How convenient ity .%o iniment of the board and the CEO, and of course now
was that this motion was typed up, that it was all ready to roltt is addressing itself to these objectives. It should be

just as we were coming towards the end of the session. The%olutionary—it should not be a static project that simply

motion is totally contradictory. looks at the original objectives that were put out when this

An honourable member Interjecting: was just an idea some two or three years ago.
The CHAIRMAN: - Order! The Gillman site for the MFP is important. The Lead
Mr HOLLOWAY: Let us look at the motion and see e wtliman Site for the IS important. The Leader

what is 50 bad with what is happening with the MFP Thereferred to it as a problem site, but what he did not say is that
motion refers to the continuing concentration on l.era tis also a site of great potential. It is one of the few tracts of
rand of considerable size close to a major capital city, and it

development at the Gillman site. That is what is so dreadf as a number of advantages. It is close to a port and it is close
about it: the concentration on urban development at Gillman. u v ges. it P it

The motion then goes on to say that the expenditure has g major industrial dgvelopment, yet it is close to all the
|Hfrastructure of the city.

tangible benefits. So, on the one hand, there is too muc . .
urban development while, on the other hand, paragraph 4 of 1€ member for Mount Gambier made a very parochial

the motion says, ‘We want some bricks and mortar; we wangP€€ch- He wandered all over the place, talking about

something tangible for it” The motion also talks about the crimber, Housing Trust waiting lists and so on. He tried to

long lead time before any commercial land will be available?ttack the project by saying we should look at Murray Bridge
nd places like that. The fact is, whether we like it or not, the

for sale. What do those opposite really want? Do they wanf. ; . .
aland sale? Are we supposed to turn it over to Myles Peard illman site does have a value and a benefit. However nice

and get rid of it? Do they see the MFP as some sort of latte)Ur@y Bridge might be, 1 do not really think we could
day land sale like they had last century? seriously suggest that it is an alternative to an area that is

An honourable member interjecting: within 20 kilometres of a major city.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Hon. H. Allison interjecting:
Mr HOLLOWAY: Itis just crazy. The motionthen goes ~ The CHAIRMAN: Order!
on to say: Members interjecting:

As a consequence, this Committee calls on the Governmentto 1he€ CHAIRMAN: Order! | remind members that
stop further development of the Gillman site and to refocus its efforténterjections are out of order and, as your Chair, | have the
on the development of high technology industries... right to ensure that the Standing Orders are adhered to. | have
Perhaps it has not occurred to members opposite th&hosen to ignore one or two of the louder conversational
Technology Park and Science Park were absorbed into tt@mments and assume that is par for the course, but when
MFP from 1 July this year, which is just on two months ago.interjections are thrown across the Chamber | think | am
Already officers from the MFP have made it quite clear toreading the Standing Orders correctly by ensuring that
this Parliament, both here and on the earlier occasion beforéembers do not transgress.
the Economic and Finance Committee, that a lot of progress Mr HOLLOWAY: The member for Mount Gambier also
has occurred in those areas with respect to developingriticised the use of Better Cities moneys. What gall it is
industries on those sites in the two months that those parkoming from members opposite who opposed the Better
have been absorbed into the MFP. Cities fund. Dr Hewson, their national Leader, made some

The Leader’'s motion is unreasonable and quite contradicrery scathing criticisms against Better Cities—what a waste
tory. The point of it is really in relation to the delays in of money it was; and how dreadful it was that we should
expenditure. That is hardly a secret. Everybody knows thatpend money on things like making our cities better. Now, of
the MFP’s allocation for last year was not fully spent, and wecourse, they seem to have changed their tune and suddenly
all know that occurred because of the delay in appointing théhis Better Cities money is wonderful and should be going for
board and the Chief Executive Officer. The reasons for thadther purposes.
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The member for Mount Gambier also talked about Federahe operations of this Estimates Committee process when the
Government support. | would have thought that the moskteader treats it so cynically.
tangible evidence of Federal Government support is money. This matter was being canvassed on the Murray Nicoll
The fact is that the Federal Government has continued tshow before it was raised in this place. This matter had
support this project; it has done so after the recent electiomlready been to air; he had already said that this was what he
and there can be no doubt about that. was going to do. We have had talk about the typed-up

The Leader earlier criticised former Senator Button formotion—but one might call it a trumped-up motion—that the
I think, receiving some money—a very small amount, |Leader has moved. However, the Opposition had determined
would have thought, for someone of Senator Button'st was going to do this before it had heard even the first
abilities and experience—for assisting this project. Theanswer to the first question on the MFP today. In its meetings
former senator is widely respected throughout Australiarthis morning, | am sure the Opposition members said, ‘We
industry. | have been to local companies in my electorate—know what we are going to do. At 5.30 p.m., regardless of
would not say they are friends of this side of politics—andwhat they say, we will have a motion. We might make a few
they all have great respect for Mr Button’s abilities and forchanges to the figures when the actual thing comes, but we
what he has achieved, both in relation to industrial policy andavill have it all there on the word processor ready to go. |
his vision in areas such as the MFP. Rather than attacking thkink that shows disrespect for this whole process.
MFP over what is, after all, a very minor aspect of the |have tried to do my level best in answering questions as
activities, those opposite should congratulate the corporatioppenly and honestly as possible. The Leader has asked many
for using the expertise that is available. questions on various issues and | have said, without wanting

The member for Mount Gambier also referred to theto take up the time of the Committee, that | will take them on
Economic and Finance Committee report and appeared titice and provide the answers by 1 October. If that is the
anticipate what that report might be. | suspect that, apart froraay this Committee is going to operate, and if that is the way
being a breach of Standing Orders, his interpretation of whahe Leader is going to operate, then | will deal with each
that report might say is a lot different from mine. | think we questiorseriatim as they come, and if it takes all evening to
should wait until that report comes out before we jump toget through these questions because the Leader is going to put
conclusions, because, certainly, the honourable membertRem on the agenda, then that is the way we will do it.
comments appear to be a little different from what we were  This Committee operates on the basis of a reasonable
hearing from members the other day. However, it reallydegree of cooperation and good will. We are actually trying
comes back to the fact that this is nothing more than a stunto provide information to members of this place. If members
The whole exercise was totally media-driven; the Oppositionook at theHansardrecord—of which | have a copy of the
ran out of useful things to contribute this afternoon. What didearly pages—of my early performance on this Committee
it do? It concocted this motion. It was extremely predictablethey will see that | have been willing and able to come up
So, we have gone through this charade to take up a bit of timgith as much information as possible without unnecessarily
to cover the fact that the Opposition really does not haverying to consume the time of this Committee. The Leader
anything constructive to say. | think we should all reject thismade reference to a 20-minute afternoon tea, as we were
motion and get on with the business of dealing with theapparently beavering away worrying over the figures. The

Estimates, which is, after all, the reason we are here. Hansardrecord quite clearly shows that it was a 15-minute
The CHAIRMAN: Does the Premier wish to address theafternoon tea and one that ended when this Committee got
Committee? together without the Leader, because he was outside doing his

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Yes, Mr Chairman. This has stunt. He was outside preparing for this stunt performance
been a stunt and it was tried last year. This year it has beend he could not get himself back here on time. We were all
done again and the Leader knows that come what may-here waiting; he was not ready himself. That is the calibre we
regardless of the date of the election—there will be arsee in this Leader.
election between now and the next Estimates Committees. So, There are a number of points that | have to make about the
he is determined to put on this stunt. | wonder what the effortunt and the various comments that have been made. First
will be like for the next two weeks—will we have these of all, the Leader has not waited for large swathes of answers
special events coming on the 5.30 p.m. entertainment songh questions. He was given rounds of three questions at a
and.danc.e act from the I__eader? | also have the feeling that hiine and we had long questions, such as:
motion will not get up this evening and | wonder whether we My third question is: what is the cost last financial year of
will see another little stunt—whether he will find himself engaging executive search consultants? How many positions were
obliged to walk out or something like that. filled through a contracted executive search company? How many

The facts are that this is a juvenile effort; the sort of effortpersons does the MFP Development Corporation currently employ?

_ ow many positions remain to be filled? How many of the positions
that we would expect from a newly-elected member OiJs_|'II to be filled have a general manager classification and what salary

Parliament. | say that because in 1980, as a newly-electegf|| pe offered to each of these positions?

member of Parliament, | did it myself. | was here for one year . .
and | was representing the Opposition at the EStimateEaétervllI:dhad another one of these multi-barrelled questions.

Committee. We were getting very poor answers on tha ) . )
occasion—we did get poor answers from the Minister—an% How much of that money [that is, the $40 million] was received

- - : ] y the Government and spent in the year ended 30 June 19937 How
we did move a motion like this. However, one learns a lo uch is budgeted to be spent this financial year? Is it a requirement

over the years. | know the Leader has been out of this placej the Federal Government that all Better Cifies funding be allocated
I know he lost his seat and had to get himself re-elected intt the MFP site at Gillman or is there some flexibility as to where
this place as a result of someone retiring from a very safé1at money can be spent? Can the Better Cities money be spent

Isewhere? Is the Better Cities money being spent on houses at
seat. However, | would have thought he would have learnt %sborne and, if not, who is paying for the 70 houses at Osborne? Is

I|tt|e over the yeaI’S and WOU|d knOW that '[hIS klnd OfJuVenllethe level of State funding of the project tied to the level of
performance does not get him anywhere. It also does not hetpommonwealth Government spending? What other Commonwealth
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Government spending is likely to be available for the MFP? Wharegarded as being critical of the MFP and the way it was
other Commonwealth funding is likely to be available for the MFP?heing handled. The speech was regarded as being an embar-

When was the agreement between the Commonwealth and the St ;
Government signed for the payment of this $40 million and, if it is?%sment to the Government at the time and there were

not spent from last year or this year, is it simply sitting there andvarious ways of interpreting what was said. However,
being carried forward in some form of deposit account? undoubtedly, it could not have been regarded as a rave review

To help the Committee, | said that we would take thos«%)y Mr Yahiro about the MFP. That point has to be acknow-
questions on notice as far as possible and provide th dged. This same Mr Yahiro had some different things to say

information later. However, | would say that those questiond/'iS Year. He is a plain-speaking man; he says it as he sees it;
represent information that | thought was being asked for if'€ S&/S it as he has analysed the situation. At that time he was

good faith by the Leader, and that he actually wanted to kno#°t Prepared to be unequivocal in his support for the MFP.
Let us have a look at what he said this year, on 11 May

the answers. In fact, he does not wait for the answers; he do X ; .
not wait for that information to come: he does not demano?l%%' after he had the information that has been available to

‘No. | won't have that: | won't mMembers of this place, after he has had the information about
' y qwhat has been happening in recent times, after he has been
dpld what has been going on in terms of the legislation and in
Hgrms of the board’s being appointed, the corporation being
Leader could have got all that information together and h&Stablished and the CEO being appointed. After all of that,
could do his little stunt in the full House and move a motion2nd after advice from his own advisers and other Japanese
of no confidence in me over the handling of the MFP matter?USiness and governmental sources, this is the sort of thing
If the Leader were genuine, he would have done that iffie said at a function in Japan:
terms of wanting to consider all the information. He would __In particular, I [Mr Yahiro] was deeply impressed by the positive
have deferred any notice of a motion until he had all thd"esures clearly outlined for the MFP. .
information available. However, of course, that messedVhat measures was he talking about? He was talking about
around his little ploy; that was not satisfactory to his purposethe measures that | announced in the ‘Meeting the Challenge’
He with his tactics team had determined that they were goingtatement. He went on to say:
to do this anyway and, come what may, he was going to do Looking back, as you know, in late 1991, as leader of an MFP
it today at 5.30 p.m. That was why we were waiting for thelnvestment Environment Survey Mission, dispatched by the Japanese
clock to strike 5.30 p.m. and he Woulld. do it. If he has notf\ggﬁarigrggﬂg étﬁg?pn;?tg%mfst?;ﬁz;h this room tonight went to
been replaced as Leader of the Opposition by the member for | the report of the mission submitted on our return, we included
Kavel before next year's Estimates Committee, the Leadex number of proposals for the realisation of the MFP. While the state

would do well, if he is going to do this stunt again, to do it in of progress since then has been ‘steadily moving forward’ in some

better media time than 5.30 p.m re_sphetcr'gs, it cannot be said to be progressing at the pace for which one
) C . mi ope.

The Leader then chose to misrepresent the figures that eg P

was given. For example, on the recovery of State Governme nd that is the point with which we all agree. He continued:

that it come today and say,
have you wait until 1 October.” So, we presume that

revenues and on the costs of the scheme he said: This is because both Japan and Australia, their economies hit by
. . . the global recession, have been forced to bide their time. Neverthe-
Itis going to cost the taxpayers $354 million. less, throughout this time it is true that construction of MFP's project

i infrastructure is steadily under way and the organisation has been
However, he then acknowledges that there will be reVenu(l;}stablished with the establishment of the MFP Development

received of $222 million. Then, in one of his typicsdtto  Corporation, the appointment of its board, the revitalisation of the
voceasides, when he has to recognise in an embarrassed Waytivities of the International Advisory Committee and the recent
that there is another point of view, he said that the net costppointment of the Development Corporation's CEO. MFP-related
will be $132 million for stages 1A, 1B and 2. Then, twice activities in Japan have also graduated from the prior ‘study group’

o ith the establishment of the ‘Cooperation Association of Japan’.
later in his speech he came back to say that the cost to tfé With these preparations in place, the announcement of such an

taxpayer would be $354 million. That is not correct. Itis Notenthusiastic new economic policy by Premier Arnold and the
correct by what I have said and it is not even correct by whainclusion as an integral part of the policy of positive stimulus
he in asotto vocesaid himself this afternoon. If you are going measur_e§ for MFP are cIe_ar indit_:ations of the inseparability of SOL!'[h
to argue a case, you argue it on a real case and not what yéystrahas economic rewtahsaﬂop and MFP, and it seems that ‘a
. h - ul has truly been breathed into’ MFP.

wish to be the case. | will come back to some more points | particular, the designation of the MFP as an ‘Enterprise Zone’
about that cost to the taxpayer, because it is important thétvolves the provision of various taxation incentives and we, who
that information be considered by this Committee. If thehave repeatedly stressed the need for such public incentives, it is

; ; ; A ighly gratifying to see our wishes granted.
Leader is not going to ask the questions then | will give thel Further, the plan to merge the existing Technology Development

answers to questions that should have been asked. Corporation and the MFP Development Corporation is of extreme
Let us come back to another point. It is true that somesignificance for the consolidation of the foundations of MFP. That
people have expressed concern about the length of time thiais merger is the logical thing to do no-one could deny, but logic

the MFP has taken to go through various stages, and | am 0q@d actual execution are often two different things. In Japan, for
’ example, | believe it would not be easy to realise such a merger, but

of them. | am one of the people who has expressed thoggeatly admire the farsightedness and resolution of Premier Amold
concerns, but | can identify that there was one person wh bringing about this merger, which will take effect on 1 July.
expressed some concerns when he came to South Australia The approach run period of MFP has largely been under the
a couple of years ago on an investment mission from JapalfCEIE 6 SRt JLoen 06 e e RN 160k 1 the
| refer to_ none oth_er_than the Chair of the M'_:P A_UStral'aexcellent leadership abilities of Premier Amold. Prime Minister
Corporatlon Association OfJapan, Mr Toshikuni Yahiro. TheKeating’ who recenﬂy visited Japan, has |Ong been a pro-MFP
Leader may remember, if he was reading the daily paper ablitician and | have no doubts that Australia’s commitment to MFP
the time—it was before he got back into politics, so he ma)yvill not change under Premier Arnold and Prime Minister Keating.
not have been deeply into reading the newspaper—that th8o, they were the terms spoken by the head of the Cooper-

was the occasion when Mr Yahiro gave a speech that wastion Association of Japan and that was the same person who
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gave very equivocal comments two years earlier, comments The member for Kavel offered to us, | do not know
that were easily interpreted by many as being negative abouwthether it was gratuitously or otherwise, that he gets
the MFP. Those who heard him speak were astounded kgonfused, and in fact | think he has been very confused on
such forthright words on behalf of the MFP. Now that is thethis matter. | am conscious of the fact that | cannot read in alll
kind of thing that is being measured by those who watch thé¢his information, but there are many interesting things that |
MFP with real interest rather than political cynicism. have here that | was prepared to answer questions on, and but
We come to the matter of John Button and his work for thefor the fact that the Chair is chiding me for the length of time
committee. Apparently this is supposed to be some unforgii-am taking | would read these in as answers to unasked
able act. This is supposed to be some act of political cyniguestions about progress that has actually been achieved:
cism. This is supposed to be some act of political paybackabout the Australia-Asia Business Centre, the International
He is a person who has worked long and hard for industry irsoftware Services Company, the biomass project, the
this country and who is well respected by industry and bylearning environment technology concept, the intelligent
people who, as the member for Mitchell said, do not vote foprecinct program and the MFP Services Company—all of
him but who acknowledge the considerable work he has dornhose are things about which | can give concrete evidence of
for industry development in this country. | want to put on theprogress that is being made, and | was ready to do so had the
record that it was the board who wanted to use him to gguestions been asked. But of course it did not suit the
around on the work he has been going around on. It was n@urposes of the Opposition to actually ask questions on all
something he sought and it was not something that hthose sorts of matters.
necessarily wanted to do. Certainly the matter of payment for Then we had a very discursive discussion by the members
his services was not something that he initiated: it wa®pposite. They took us through the north-south corridor, we
something that the board insisted upon. He did not want tavent to visit Murray Bridge and we went to various other

have that happen but the board insisted upon that. places. Do not frown at me; it was the member for Mount
An honourable member interjecting: Gambier who took us on this discursive trip around the State.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Then we had all sorts of other issues about the Housing Trust

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The board insisted upon it and other concerns—concerns that are of course serious
because, aware of his capacity as an ambassador for the MEBncerns of South Australians but hardly pertinent to the
they wanted his full-time commitment. They did not wantdebate that was at hand. Then, the member for Mount
him in a voluntary capacity then finding that his time wasGambier | think it was said, ‘All South Australians will
lessened by the many other commitments that are callingubsidise MFP infrastructure’—and we just got a ‘Yep’ to
away his time already. He is in such demand for his serviceshat. | do not want to take much more time but | feel | must
paid services by organisations. He was prepared to woread out some evidence that was put before the Committee
voluntarily for the MFP but they said, no, we want your by the MFP because it is very pertinent and it concerns the
commitment full time. The point needs to be made that notlevelopment costs of the MFP site. It also concerns the
only did they want him, they wanted Professor Claudecontribution of the work at the MFP site to the State econ-
Rameau, whom they are paying three times as much to damy. | quote:
that self same sort of work. In the process of developing the MFP concept from its most

The matter has been raised about the length of time thadrmative stages there has been a range of economic implications.

the project has taken to get up and running. That |ength oThe MFP feasibility study estimated that gross State product could
increase by $2.1 billion by 2014 or an increase of 7.5 per cent over

time has been of concern to_us all, buF when | was in Japaﬁjrrent levels and that an estimated 43 000 jobs could be created
I had the chance to visit the high-tech city developments neafoughout South Australia as a consequence of a fully developed
the city of Kobe and | saw there a very MFP-like develop-multifunction polis, all stages. These estimates reflect the broader

ment that has taken place. | asked them to go back to wheange of benefits from the fully developed project.

the first concept was identified and they told me that it wasThat is 20 years from now. Of course, it is a project of a
backin the 1970s. That was when this idea of a high-tech cityeneration and it was always going to be the project of a
near Kobe was first mooted. Then | asked them, ‘When digjeneration. If you look at the—

you actually get the structure in place?’ The structure was not  The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting:

in place until over five years later. When | say the structure, The CHAIRMAN: Order! | caution the Leader. When |

I mean just the committee, just the organisation. That was n@fall for order it is because he is breaching Standing Orders
in place until six or seven years later. Then | said, ‘How longand ignoring my call is a further breach of Standing Orders.
did it take from then to get the first bricks and mortar onthe  The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | will leave out some of the
ground?’ That did not come until about 1989-90. That wasntervening pages—not because | am embarrassed by what
a period of 10 or 11 years after the concept first took placehey say; in fact, | am very pleased by what they say—
and here now in 1993 the project is expanding massively angecause | am conscious of the time | am taking. However,
IS a great success. _ ) they are there to be read. It goes on to say:

_ The reality is that these projects of a generation do take Therefore, meeting the updated target employment of 1 550 new
time to get established in terms of bricks and mortar. | knowobs directly in MFP industries will result in additional gross State
that the Leader and those on this side are wanting a kind giroduct of almost $400 million across the next six years and an
Emerald City rising from the sands or mudflats of Gillman.additional $19 million in revenues to the State from general activity.

. . i L rom the turn of the century there would be an annual increase in
That is not the way these things work, to have this kind O]J:ross State product of $130 million with an employment of 3 100

Emerald .City approach where you are looking for a greageople with general annual returns to the State Government of
beacon like that. How these things work and become &7.7 million with payroll tax exemptions in place—

and properly. That is pr(.aC|se.Iy what has happened here. nging to $11 million when payroll tax exemptions are withdrawn.
course we would have liked it to have been speeded up bigfevelopment costs include the following area: environmental

that has not been the case. remediation costs necessary regardless of the urban development.
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This point has not been considered by members of th¥et this afternoon we heard that it has been put back by at
Opposition. Even if the MFP had never been heard of, eveleast three years to 1998. Even on this present day judgment,
if the MFP concept had never come up from the MITIthree years have been slipped in less than 12 months. That is
mission, the site would have needed remediation anlow accurate the Government’s statements are. | refer to
environmental rehabilitation. In addition to that, we have aother statements in terms of what the Government proposes
population growth in this State that again, even if the MFPto achieve on this Gillman site. Again, the EIS states that the
had never been heard of—unless we are going to see urbaite would be cleaned up and greening projects completed by
development spread into the Barossa Valley and the Southetine end of 1992. The work has not even started and is not
Vales—needs the development of urban residential potentigbroposed to start this year. We find that it is intended to have
This land has potential for urban residential development. the principal site works for stage | in 1993-94, yet no money

South Australia’s population is going to grow. The MFP hasf been allocated fo.r that, and .they are not likely to start
will make it grow faster but, nevertheless, it will grow. The Until 1995-96. The environmental impact statement also says
area around Gillman will have to be cleaned up, even if theréhat in 1994-95—next financial year—work on the village
is no MFP. The tables contained here summarise the MEPill commence. We found out this afternoon that the village
business and urban development models in constant 194¢ork will not even be able to start until 1998-99. They are the
dollars. They indicate that at the conclusion of stage 1A of the$Ot of reports that are put up that have absolutely no
Gillman development there is a net South Australian sit§uPstance whatsoever in terms of credibility and in terms of
development cost after land sales of $88.9 million. Thighe time frame put down. That is what we object to—the fact
includes $49 million in area remediation works necessargat we have spent $17 million on this project and yet nothing
regardless of urban development, resulting in a net stage | ngible has been achieved for South Australia. Mr Chairman,

development cost of $39.9 million. Completion of stages 1A N0 doubt you recall the very same sort of arguments coming
1B and 2 will result in a total net South Australian site Tom Hugh Hudson and Don Dunstan in 1979 over Monarto;
development cost after land sales of $132.4 million. Thighat vision that they had out towards Murray Bridge where
includes a total of $55 million in necessary area remediatiofis State blew $80 million of taxpayers’ money and achieved

costs, leaving a net total development cost of $77.4 millionnothing but a zoo. A zoo for $80 million of taxpayers’

| suggest that, before the Leader goes on with senselern?oney! | can recall Hugh Hudson standing in this House
motions like this, ’he works out how much the alternative COSE guing day after day the same type of argument being used

. ! ! the Premier and other members opposite here this evening;
of infrastructure would be to accommodate residential an y PP 9

. - - .and it lacked credibility.
commercial activities for that population centre elsewhere in On all the assessments of anyone who has looked with any
the urban area of South Australia. | am certain that the figure,

would come pretty close to those figures. In other WordsébjectlvIty towards the MFP site at Gillman, they would

argue equally that what has been put forward lacks credibili-
there are net costs that would be a cost to South Austral . At 3.15 this afternoon we asked the Premier the second
anyway in respect of whatever location was chosen.

guestion on the MFP. He has had weeks to prepare for the
I apologise for the time | have taken on this matter, but IEstimates Committees, so he must have known that one of the
do think it is important to cover those facts. They are factdirst questions would be: what capital works program will be
that could have been extracted by questioning. In fact, | wagarried out in 1993-94? What money will be spent? It is the
prepared to provide those facts, but | could not do that earliefost logical question you can have in an Estimates Commit-
because we wasted two hours on this senseless stunt by . | put it up as the second question, and he could not
Leader of the Opposition, who was not even prepared to wagnswer it. They ummed and ahhed and fiddled and looked at
for answers to his own questions. He asked many questiofigports and said that it would be $1.56 million, and | wrote
that he knew he would receive answers to, and which, out afown that figure as the total capital expenditure for 1993-94.
courtesy, he still will get answers to. He was not prepared tqhen they came back after a 20-minute break and said, ‘Look,
wait for those answers. | hope that members of the Commitye made some mistakes. We have had to revise those figures.

tee will forthrightly reject the motion. It is now $1.7 million, and on top of that there is another
The CHAIRMAN: Does the Leader wish to exercise the $9 million for land acquisition and, sure, we are doing some
right of reply? environmental rehabilitation work; it will cost another

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | wish to go through what >0 Million-

has been raised by the Premier, because frankly what was Premier, It was you who sat hey € last year, exactly 12
onths ago in this Estimates Committee, and gave us a figure

raised by members opposite, who have a chance to vote 2 . :
this motion tonight, was not even worth rebutting. They did(g%gg_lggllllmcr;;o r?a?:asllpiri]rzogo(i:ggItt?llrz)vl?ggﬁsao2;2: d'\l/JI'(:a Pa'rr: d

not stick to the arguments raised in the motion, and they di etailing how that monev would be spent. What was the

not stick to the arguments raised during the debate. | pick u 9 Y o pent.

what the Premier had to say, because he quoted at gr ult 12 months later? Three million dollars has been spent.

length from the MFP management study in terms of what it /'S rgprehsegts less _thanléo per rc]ent of EH? aI_Io::]anlr_\ ?Ut
" : ; ; own by the Premier just 12 months ago. That is how little

will produce in 20 years as a benefit to South Australia. Lepredibility he has with this Estimates Committee. It is no

gsrlr? eo If)? ';r\:\éhgzﬁev;/(er :F? grt@?rlfgtahfzi‘&g%i%?e&telg {;r%ngﬁt %onder that the Chairman of the Japanese committee of the

MFP. We can pass judgment on the effectiveness of thogd' - made the statements that he did. At that stage he had
reports. een told they were spending $31 million on capital works

] ] ) ) _alone. Itis no wonder he came out and said that at last some
The first report is the EIS approved by Cabinet earlier thisnoney had been spent. He was fooled. He was deceived, just
year. The EIS states: as South Australians were deceived in respect of the State

The first release of land on the Gillman site is staged to occur if@nk and so many other issues. The reality is that only
1995, $3 million was spent on capital works.
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| realise, Premier, that you are embarrassed, and so you | come back to the motion. Let us highlight the points
should be. You talked about the benefits of the biomasagain. There has been a continuing commitment by this Labor
project. The biomass project happened to be the Liberdbovernment to urban development of the Gillman site, but
Party’s 1989 election promise in terms of using sewagehere has been no commitment by commercial interests to
effluent to create a hardwood forest north of Adelaide. It hasnvestment in that site. We see enormous lead times with no
now been grabbed at the last moment as an MFP project. commercial development able to establish one single free
Members interjecting: enterprise job on that site before the year 2000. We have
The CHAIRMAN: Order! already seen the commitment to expend almost $17 million
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: It is also interesting to see by June of 1993 with no tangible benefits whatsoever except
the Premier boast about his so-called enterprise zones. Theo holes sunk in the ground and plenty of reports, reports
package that the Premier put down under his enterprise zonediich would appear (from what we can judge of their
was the decentralisation package introduced by a Liberaubstance) to lack real credibility.
Government in 1979 and abolished by a Labor Government So, there is a plea from this Committee: for goodness
in 1985. There was a commitment of about $16 million a yeasake, as a Government, have the hindsight to look back and
in the last year of operation of those decentralisation grantsee the mistakes you made at Monarto and have the foresight
where companies were given a complete rebate of payroll artd look forward and see what everyone else is saying, that the
land tax for establishing in a certain area. MFP needs to be refocussed and that the development should
Here we are in 1993 with the Government trying totake place outside the Gillman site. We should no longer
recycle the policy that it abolished in 1985 and put it forwardcontinue to waste taxpayers’ money on that site. We need to
under the name of an enterprise zone. Premier, you again lackfocus it and to quickly establish high technology jobs,

credibility— industry and investment in centres of excellence away from
The CHAIRMAN: Order! the Gillman site. | urge all members to support the motion.
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Your economic statement— The Committee divided on the motion:
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Ayes (3)—Messrs Allison, Brown and Olsen.

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The Premier's economic Noes (3)—Mr Holloway, Mrs Hutchison and Mr Quirke.
statement was brought down only in April of this year. twas The CHAIRMAN: There are three votes for the Ayes and
the Premier who said that the construction—not ‘to begirthree votes for the Noes. There being an equality of votes, |
construction’ but ‘the construction'—of up to 70 medium give my casting vote for the ‘Noes’.
density lower cost houses on a site at Osborne was to be Motion thus negatived.
scheduled for the end of this year. We find that those houses Mr OLSEN: Have all Government departments now
have not even been commenced and will certainly not bagreed to cooperate under the revised information utility?
completed by the end of this year. Last year several departments and agencies were concerned

This afternoon, the Premier has been unable to give angbout joining the utility, thereby reducing the potential
firm commitment of private investment on the Gillman site savings to the Government.
of the MFP—no commitment whatsoever. Yet, Mr Bruce Mr Shepherd: The new concept for the information
Guerin, when he was head of the MFP, stated that unlessuility is based upon a revised and upgraded form of State
firm commitment from a private enterprise organisation couldSystems and corporatised, and uses that organisation as a
be achieved by the end of 1992 the project should notehicle for securing strategic alliances with the private sector.
proceed. We still have no commitment for the Gillman siteAs that concept has been developed and discussed through
12 months later. the public sector, we have had good cooperation from all

The Liberal Party is not against the MFP concept: it hasagencies, and | am not aware of any problems involving lack
always been in favour of it. The honourable member oppositef cooperation or acceptance of that proposal from any
even highlighted the fact that at least | have been consisteagency.
because when | came back into politics in May last year one  Mr OLSEN: | therefore take it that they will all partici-
of the first things | said was that the MFP should bepate in the new structured body. What is regarded now as the

refocussed. potential savings to Government of establishing the
Members interjecting: information utility, given that three or four estimates have
The CHAIRMAN: Order! varied since the information utility was first put on the agenda

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | have been joined by a and those amounts have been downgraded significantly with
chorus of every other thinking person in South Australia whaeach review?
supports that point of view, because they realise that to pump The Hon. Lynn Arnold: These matters can be further
$354 million of scarce taxpayers’ money into the Gillman siteexamined under the Minister of Business and Regional
without even the possibility of a commercial job on site Development, and we will identify that to him as a question
before the year 2000, because the land will not be releaseallat needs to be answered on that occasion. It will need to be
until 1998, is sheer stupidity. That is why the Liberal Partypicked up by the new board, and the advice | have is that an
pleads with this Labor Government in its dying days to atinterim board of management will be formed and an an-
least have the commonsense to reassess its position. Theuncement relating to this will be made later this month. A
Premier himself last year, having been newly elected, camBill for the necessary legislation to cover the information
into this Chamber and during the Estimates Committees saidtility will be introduced shortly in this session of Parliament,
that he would refocus the MFP. We sat back and sighed witand Mr Brenton Wright has been appointed as Chief Exec-
relief. But what have we found? There has been no refocusstive, as was announced recently.
sing whatsoever. The Premier has charged into this on his Mr Shepherd: In regard to savings, of course, the new
white charger trying to pump literally hundreds of millions concept of the information utility is one which requires a full
of dollars committed between now and 1998 into the MFRlevelopment of the alliance concept, which is under way, and
site at Gillman. the development of a business plan of the new utility under



48 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY—ESTIMATES COMMITTEE A 14 September 1993

the new concept, and that will be undertaken under thallocated? Can the Premier provide an itemised list of the
direction of the new board. proposed recipients of these grants? Why are they not being

Mr OLSEN: Inthe last annual report—and the responseadministered by the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic
just given to the Committee in part answers some of thesAffairs?
guestions—of the Department of the Premier and Cabineta The Hon. Lynn Arnold: In some cases they are; in some
number of activities were foreshadowed for the informationcases they are not. The extra amounts that have been provided
utility, one of which is the appointment of a CEO, which thefor include an amount of money for festivals in South
Premier has now indicated. | take it that the business plan wilkustralia. | have been concerned for sometime that South
be developed by the new board when it is announced iAustralia is not only the Festival State but it is really the State
September. of festivals. The Festival of Arts is renowned throughout the

‘Negotiations with consortium and associated studiesvorld, and we also have a number of special festivals. Glendi
aimed at agreement and the form of the information utilityis acknowledged as the best of its kind in Australia; the
entity, equity holdings and contribution to the parties andtalian festival in November is well respected in Australia;
owners or shareholders agreement’ was a reference in the latd we have the Dozynki Polish festival, regarded as the best
annual report of the Department of the Premier and thé&olish festival in Australia.

Cabinet. Where are we at as it relates to the information We have the Dimitria festival which is well regarded
utility in that area? compared with other Dimitria festivals around Australia, and

Mr Shepherd: The participation of the private sector so on. Of course, we have the Multicultural Arts Carnival
organisations is on a completely different basis, on the basighich is also highly regarded. But there are many such
not of equity but of partnership arrangements in which thdestivals and | have been concerned that we have not had any
various strategic alliance partners undertake areas of busingsgchanism to provide support for these groups. So in this
in partnership with the new information utility. For example, budget we are providing an amount of $50 000 which will be
under the memorandum of understanding entered into witadministered by the commission upon application by various
Digital Equipment Corporation of Australia, the new groups to determine whether they can be given some financial
information utility will use Digital Equipment Corporation’s support for their festivals. The anticipation at this stage is that
special expertise in network management, and the Ministghere will be a limit of $10 000 per successful application.
of Business and Regional Development last week opened tidere will be a maximum. Some groups will not quite qualify
new network management centre of State Systems which ustes that much, but it provides the opportunity for these
the technology and that special expertise of Digital. organising committees, who make such a wonderful effort,
That will develop significant savings for the State and be 40 receive some recognition and support. The funding will be
vehicle for business by Digital Equipment Corporation. Aslimited to cultural and educational activities. It will not be
a result, Digital Equipment Corporation has already investeavailable for the promoting of culinary diversity or traditional
significantly with the provision of equipment, both in an dancing activities. It will be focused on trying to reach out
economic development sense and in a sense of pursuit afitto new educational and cultural arenas, particularly those
development of the network management centre. That iat reflect the impact of that particular culture on the
typical of the kinds of relationships that have been developethulticultural Australian culture. So that will be administered
with those strategic alliance partners. by the commission.

Similar arrangements have been developed with Lane A fund of $25 000 has been announced for the commis-
Telecommunications, which is a South Australian based firngioning of literary works that are authored in this country by
with which a memorandum of understanding has been signegigople who write of their experience in this country or
with Telecom, which is close to signing one, and withsomehow write of the impact of this cultural context upon
Andersons, which is also close to signing one. That covereir own identity as an individual or as a group. An amount

the four partners of the Information Utility. of $25 000 is being allocated for that. Again that will be
The CHAIRMAN: There being no further questions, | administered through the commission. Other amounts that are
declare the examination completed. being allocated include $25 000 that will be jointly available

to the South Australian Institute of Languages and the Centre
for Language Teaching and Research (CLTR), on the basis
that if they receive outside sponsorship for language courses
that are not in the mainstream then they can receive some

Office of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs, $1 932 000 help from us. The Institute of Languages has for some years

tried to encourage the availability of languages that are not

Departmental Advisers: mainstream languages in our higher education arena to

Mr P. Nocella, Chairman, S.A. Multicultural and Ethnic students in South Australia—for example, Russian, Korean
Affairs Commission. and Arabic—and they have done that from within their
Mr S. Everard, Acting Executive Assistant, Office of resources but they are limited as to their capacity to do it in

Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs. future.

Mr A. Gardini, Acting Chief Executive Officer, Office of We have said that if, for example, they could get support
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs. from embassies or from the private sector to give funds for

Mr P. Della, Acting Manager, Support Services Branch.sponsoring these courses we are prepared to match the
sponsorship they can receive from that. | think the anticipa-
The CHAIRMAN: | refer members to pages 28 to 30 in tion is that that will be administered through the Tertiary
the Estimates of Payments and Receipts, and pages 31 to BRilticultural Educational Coordinating Committee
in the Program Estimates. (TMECC), which comes under the Hon. Susan Lenehan. A
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: There is a new allocation of further $50 000 will be available for sister cities promotion—
$215 000 for multicultural grants. When will these grants beor sister regions, really, it should be referred to as. We have
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a number of sister relationships in this State and | think it isvith the commission, and others will be done with the
time that we focused on those and had a special committeéEMECC, which comes under another Minister.

in the Premier’s Department that will include representation The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | wish to turn to the heading
from the commission. It will also include representation from‘Provision of Language Services’, which | appreciate the
the Protocol Section of the Premier's Department, théPremier has been talking about in general terms. The Program
Tourism Commission, the Economic Development Board anéstimates show that actual employment for this program was
from other agencies that all have some interest in th@0 full-time equivalents—six positions below the budgeted
promoting of strong bilateral relations with other regions oflevel. What is the reason for the fact that this is six full-time
the world. equivalent positions below the budgeted level? Also, in

We have a number of these already. In the formal senséd!Swering that, I highlight that, although the situation is far
we have the Gemellaggio with Campagna; we have the Sistﬁelow the budget in terms of positions, in Qctual dollars spent
province-State relationship with Shandong; we have thé S only $52 000 below the budget. Why did the much lower
relationship with Penang; we have the relationship witlfmpPloyment level not result in a significantly reduced
Okayama and the like. We also have a series of othéfXPenditure? Also in terms of the provision of language
relationships of a lesser order but which do need regularerVvices undertaken during the past financial year, who
reporting on, and | am keen to see that each of these relatiofdertook the review thatis referred to, what was the cost of
ships should be the subject of some annual reporting tB'€ review and what was the outcome of that particular
Parliament so that we are aware that once these agreemeHt¥/€W? .

have been entered into we can know whether or not any 'N€ Hon.Lynn Amold: In general terms, the full-time
progress was made on them during the year. This committ uivalents were: 56 proposed 1992-93, 48.7 actual and 46.7
will be responsible for ensuring that happens. The $50 0oproposed 1993-94. A number of vacant full-time
is being allocated to that committee to help it work with the/nterpreter/translator positions were left unfilled throughout

various groups that are doing activities to promote these sistd?92-93 and a further four positions subject to negotiated
relationships. conditions were terminated in July 1993. It is expected that

. . two retirement separation packages will be taken in 1993-94.

A further amount is to be given to the Centre for gne of the points | need to make is that the Language
Intercultural Studies and Multicultural Education. The centreggryices Centre is required to cover its costs. It is required to
has made an application for an intercultural informationyeet demand within Government, but also for its private
network. It has already received international recognition fogector customers on a cost-effective basis and on a competi-
its role in promoting intercultural studies in South Australia,j,e basis, and it is required to meet the demand with respect
not only within the education sector but also within the wider;y e range of languages that are required to be interpreted
community. Indeed, | notice that the next person to address; transiated. The reality is that that changes.
one of_it_s seminars in a couple of weeks is_the Hon. Jul_ian The mix of interpreters and translators needed now is
Stefani in another place. | have had the privilege of being,qya|ly different from what it was years ago, and it has not
invited to seminars on earlier occasions. However, the centtejced the effectiveness of the service to actually see a
has put a considerable amount of effort into providing &eqyction of some full-time positions in some languages,
conduit for not only the academic community in Southpecayse there is no longer the demand for those languages,
Australia and the multicultural communities in South\\hereas new languages are coming on and we now have to
Australia but also the general community to have a bettef,ork out new ways of providing for those. So, there always
understanding of intercultural studies and multicultural,y;i be some turnover and maybe some change from full-time
education. So, we have accepted the centre’s Submission{§ hart-time or part-time to full-time positions with respect
part and are giving it $40 000. TMECC will also have (4 certain languages, depending upon the tomography of
responsibility for oversighting the expenditure of that moneysqth Australia.

The last amount that has been allocated is to the South Mr Everard: In accordance with the guidelines of the
Australian Institute of Languages again, this time for an oralsovernment Management Board for periodic reviews of
history project. When | first established the Institute ofGovernment programs, the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic
Languages, at the occasion of its official launch some year&ffairs reviewed the program, as indicated by the Leader of
ago, | indicated that we had something very special in Soutthe Opposition. The review considered the appropriateness
Australia. We have many special things in South Australiapf providing interpreting and translating services by
but one thing that was special was a heritage of languag&sovernment and the efficiency and effectiveness of the
that is unique. Some of these languages are rare and actuadigrvices provided by the Interpreting and Translating Centre
dying out in other parts of the world, but older Southin meeting the interpreting and translating needs of both the
Australians still speak them, either these minor languages @outh Australian Government and the community as a whole.
dialects. It is important that we catch through oral historyinterviews were held with 24 representatives of the 11 main
means some of these languages that have now died out dtient organisations, and a survey of all 206 customer
some cases in their countries or regions of origin. We havagencies was conducted, which resulted in feedback from 112
the chance to do something here. So, a research project wilistomers. Those agencies represented over 80 per cent of the
be sponsored through the Institute of Languages to helmtal volume of business conducted by the centre. As far as
gather together this linguistic tapestry that we have in thishe actual cost of the review was concerned, it was done
State. | think it is a very exciting project. That project will be internally in accordance with the instructions given by the
done in conjunction with the commission, because th&overnment that we avoid the use of external consultants. It
commission will be an important source of support andwas done in-house by our own officers. So, in that sense there
advice as to where various people in the community are thatas no payment to consultants.
have these languages. So, some of these funds will be done The CHAIRMAN: In calling the Leader for his third
through the commission, some will be done in consultatiorgquestion | point out the time and indicate that, if the Commit-
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tee wishes to maximise the number of questions between notake place in November this year and therefore they have
and 10 p.m., some brevity in both questions and answers &sked us if we would mind holding off any further develop-
possibly indicated. The Leader. ment to assist them with participating in that pilot program.
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: We would certainly support As far as the office is concerned, we are ready to go now, but
that. I understand that a number of departments, in particulave are holding off in order to cooperate with Treasury.
the Health Commission, are setting up their own language Mrs HUTCHISON: The next two questions relate to
service, as no doubt you are aware: is that in accordance witlage 38 of the Program Estimates. The first question is in
the sorts of arrangements that you would like to see or is thakgard to the specific target to continue to promote and assist
starting to cut across the provision of language services? in the implementation of projects and activities to overcome
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: Some discussion has taken placeracial tensions. Could you provide us with a little more
between the Language Services Centre and the Healthformation on that project?
Commission about that issue. The South Australian Health Mr Nocella: The objective there can be generally
Commission and its various entities have been an importamtescribed as being aimed at anti-racial vilification and anti-
part of the customer base of the Language Services Centracist activities. The objective is to assist in the development
and we are concerned if that base is eroded because that catel implementation of anti-racist strategies. The current state
down the cost effectiveness of the service. From the point aff implementation is that the South Australian Education
view of the Health Commission, what they are after is theDepartment’s anti-racial policy has been completed as part
most cost competitive service themselves and we certainlgf continuing the program of implementation of multi-
respect that matter. The argument really comes down to thaultural management commitment plans, which is the major
fact that we should be able to ensure that we are giving thstrategy that the commission and the office jointly apply in
most cost competitive service from the Language Servicesrder to obtain those outcomes that are the institutional
Centre. The centre has gone through this review to help makebjectives as set out in the Act. The Office of Multicultural
sure that we do it because it is not a good idea, in my viewand Ethnic Affairs has participated in the University of South
to fracture the provision of these services. Treasury officergustralia working group, which has developed the University
are assisting with those discussions between the Healtif South Australia anti-racist policy in 1991.
Commission and the Language Services Centre. The proceedings of the South Australians for racial
Some concern was expressed earlier that there might egjuality forum—community relations in a multicultural
a reversion to the reliance, in some instances, on norsociety—have also been published, and discussions are taking
professional translators or interpreters for clients and we anglace between officers of the policy branch of the Office of
opposed to that because, if somebody comes into a hospitMulticultural and Ethnic Affairs and officers of the
a family community services centre or a court, they shouldiniversities’ equal opportunity office. The universities,
know that they are being interpreted professionally so thaalthough outside the State ambit, have undertaken to develop
their health worries, their welfare worries and their legalmulticultural management commitment plans as a gesture of
worries are being properly communicated from them to thegyoodwill and as a show of their intention in this area. In
person they are dealing with amite versal think there has addition, as far as the vilification legislation is concerned, on
been some evidence that in some entities of the Healtthe part of the State there was an intention of going down a
Commission certain institutions from time to time have usedgath different from that proposed in the Commonwealth

a non-professional. We do not support that. legislation.
The CHAIRMAN: | will allow the third question, but | National legislation would have been a preferable option
will be stingy with any supplementaries. rather than State by State legislation. The parts of the

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The Program Estimates proposed law that make racial vilification unlawful allow for
indicate that the number of interpreting and translatinga person who believes that they have suffered racial vilifica-
assignments last financial year was significantly lower thation to make use of the complaint process provided under the
for the previous 12-month period. Can you explain the reasoRacial Discrimination Act 1975. The provisions in the
why? | realise you will need to get a prepared answer to thiproposed law are such that they would ensure that certain
next part, but how many Government departments anéctivities are not affected. These include: discussion on issues
agencies actually paid for translating and interpreting servicesf public policy; the publication and performancelmina
last year? If you could perhaps provide an itemised list ofide works of art; general academic discussions; news
payments made by the various departments to thesporting on demonstrations against particular countries; and
commission? serious and fair reporting of events. As an example, the law

The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | can provide that quite easily will not prevent public discussion on issues such as
by 1 October, not only for last year but even for the yeaimmigration policy.
before, maybe even the year before that so that you can get The current state of implementation is that State
trend lines. Government agencies have been approached for comment by

Mrs HUTCHISON: One of the objectives of the the Commonwealth Attorney-General's Department. Officers
department over the past two years was to go to an accruaf the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, the Equal
system of accounting. That was to be completed within a two©pportunity Commission, the Attorney-General's Depart-
year period. Has that been completed as yet? If not, when iment and the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs met
it anticipated that it will be completed? to advise on a coordinated response for the consideration of

Mr Everard: The systems and policies have actually beerthe State Attorney-General. The Government of this State has
developed within the office and we are ready to go withindicated that it will consider whether State legislation is
accrual accounting. Indeed, we have actually done a moakeeded once the Commonwealth legislates on this issue.
trial balance for last year. However, being one of the smallePublic hearings that have been held in all States, including
agencies, Treasury has asked us if we would be prepared &outh Australia, have, unfortunately, been the scene of rather
participate in a pilot program which | understand is likely toappalling displays of intolerance and racism. If anyone



14 September 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY—ESTIMATES COMMITTEE A 51

needed confirmation that this legislation is needed, it was The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The sum of $90 000 was
provided on the night of the hearing. involved in these two projects—$20 000 involved State funds
Mrs HUTCHISON: A further line on that page provides and the balance was Commonwealth funds. The project was
for the assistance and encouragement of ethno-specifimmpleted in December 1992, and the project report evalu-
community groups to develop projects for the Centenary otion was presented to the Canberra Office of Multicultural
Women’s Suffrage and the International Year of the FamilyAffairs. The project represented a three-tiered approach to
| applaud that. What form would that assistance and encoucontributing to a socially-cohesive South Australia by
agement take? influencing the attitudes and behaviour of people working in
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: The Multicultural and Ethnic the media industry and student journalists, bringing about
Affairs Commission and the Office of Multicultural and changes in media organisations and the school of journalism
Ethnic Affairs are in the process of developing a corporatef the University of South Australia, empowering Aboriginal
plan, as has been indicated. In recognition of the centenapeople and people of non-English speaking backgrounds to
celebrations, the office has proposed a series of projects twork more successfully, confidently and skilfully with the
highlight the significance of this event for migrants andmedia.
women of non-English speaking background. The following The report’s recommendations will be examined and
have been proposed: a research and advocacy project on ndarther initiatives will be developed, subject to resources
English-speaking background women’s needs; access tweing available. The recommendations of the media report
information in relation to the Australian electoral system andwill be followed through and, where appropriate, will be
how they make decisions on how to vote; a multi-mediamplemented by officers of the community relations branch
project developed in conjunction with other agencies and tha partnership with appropriate agencies. | had the chance to
Women in Multiculturalism Network, which recognises the attend only one of the sessions organised under this project—
contribution of women and families to ethnic businesses anthe very first one—and | found that an excellent occasion. |
the economy; and a percentage of the multicultural grantsave heard very good reports about the matter since. A
scheme from the commission will be allocated to projects thatommunity relations resource kit, which was an outcome of
benefit women. this, was launched in December 1992. That can be purchased
In addition, a multicultural grants line will be dedicated from the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs for $40,
to non-English-speaking background women'’s issues, and thmit | am quite sure we could arrange for a free copy for the
office will also endeavour to assist and encourage ethnd@pposition if required. The kit will be updated where
specific community groups to develop appropriate projectappropriate.
for the centenary celebrations and to develop appropriate Mr INGERSON: Quite a number of chambers of
projects and strategies which recognise the contribution afommerce with a specific ethnic base have been developed.
women to the community generally. The office has estabWhat role are the chairmen playing in the development of
lished formal and ongoing links with the executive officer for trade with specific countries? What was the general cost last
the women’s suffrage centenary celebrations. Ms Loing/ear for overseas travel of any commissioned staff?
Sweeney and Ms Vaia Proios representing women of non- The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There are now 17 country-
English-speaking background in the women’s suffragespecific or region-specific chambers or business councils in
centenary steering committee are the officers with whonSouth Australia. Just as an aside, | am pleased to say that the
contact has been made. amalgamation which is now in progress of the Chamber of
Mr INGERSON: s there a problem with the appointment Commerce and Industry and the South Australian Employers
of the CEO to the Ethnic Affairs Commission, as it seems td-ederation will see closer links with these chambers, and we
be taking almost as long as the appointment to the MFP, arate keen to support the establishment of those closer links.
is there any further difficulty with the appointment of the The seven new chambers that have been formed in the past
Deputy Chairman of the commission? 12 months are: the African, Australian/Croatian, Czech,
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There is no problem. On Polish, Russian/Australian, Spanish and Ukrainian/Australian
Thursday, the Governor in Executive Council will, we hope,Chambers of Commerce. There are currently moves to
accept the recommendation of Cabinet that Mr Paolo Nocellastablish Hungarian, South African, British and Thai
be appointed as the CEO as well as maintain his position ahambers. There is, of course, the grants scheme. Establish-
Chair of the commission. That is consistent with what hasnent grants of up to $3 000 are available for such chambers,
happened with some other boards, for example, the Economémd specific project grants of up to $5 000 are available.
Development Board, which has an executive chair. A number of chambers have already received grants under
In the meantime, | want to pay tribute to the significantthat scheme. A chambers network has also been established.
work that Alex Gardini has done as acting CEO following theThat consists of a number of people, including Mr John
retirement of Mr Trevor Barr, who was an excellent CEO forValero, Project Manager, Export Access; Mr Lindsay
the office, and that has been previously acknowledged. MFfhompson from the Chamber of Commerce Export Centre,
Gardini has fulfilled that job with great skill in the interven- which is supported by the Government; Mr Malcolm
ing months. The commission has had a Deputy Chair sinc€lements of Bonaire Pyrox; Mr Marty Williams, the Business
May last year, and | refer to Basil Taliangis, who is still Infformation Librarian of the State Library; Dr Leon
Deputy Chair. He is currently in Greece. Ms Dagmar EgerGianneschi of the Economic Development Authority; Mr
was previously Deputy Chair for a time, and there was d&obert Bean of the National Language and Literacy Institute;
vacancy between the two. So, that position has been filledMr Jim Wilson of the Research Institute for Asia and the
Mr INGERSON: | understand that significant funds have Pacific; Mr Victor Duranti of the Office of Multicultural
been spent on media education as it relates to racial mattefdfairs; and Ms Sylvya Footner of CEDA.
and other issues involving the multicultural and ethnic area. In terms of support from the commission, there is certainly
What general process has occurred, and what budget figuoficer support, and the Chair of the commission is a keen
is involved? supporter and some of his energies would be devoted towards
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helping to establish these new chambers. In terms of other The Hon. Lynn Arnold: There are approximately 80
activities, Mr Basil Taliangis, Deputy Chair of the languages. We will provide a table of the changing pattern of
commission, is presently in Greece supporting the Helenitanguage in demand over the years.
Australian Chamber of Commerce participation in Helexpo, The Hon. DEAN BROWN: In view of the time and with
the Thessalonica trade fair. Following my visit to Greece inthe consent of the Premier, | will read these remaining
January, South Australia was offered free space at that expmatters into thédansardand replies can be made available
That free space has been passed on to the Helenic Australismndue course. With respect to the provision of language
Chamber of Commerce, and we have supported that bservices: what languages are covered by the full-time staff of
sending an officer of my office and Mr Basil Taliangis to the Language Services Centre, how many assignments did the
support the chamber while it is over there. This has been se@entre provide interpreters for in 1992-93, and how many
as a very good initiative which has been well supported byranslations were produced?
business that want to promote trade with Greece. We have There are a number of matters in terms of the Auditor-
also provided support at various times to the ItalianGeneral's Report: Promotion of multiculturalism. At page
Chamber’s participation in expo’s overseas, and will, for200 of the Auditor-General’s Report, grants to ethnic
example, be providing some support to the technology fair imrganisations last financial year totalled almost $218 000.
Turin in November, which is a high technology fair. We haveWill the Premier provide an itemised list of those grants?
not yet determined the final nature of that support, but thathis financial year, grants to ethnic organisations will be
has been asked for by the Italian Chamber, and we are happymost $36 000 less than last year’s actual allocation. Will the
to oblige. Premier explain the reason for the reduction?
Mr INGERSON: What was the cost of that to the  The Financial Statement at p. 2.29 states that $50 000 will
department? be provided to support multicultural festivals this year. What
) financial support was given to the festivals last year? The
The Hon. Lynn Arnold: | can have those details tabulat- napers provide some detail of the explanation for this year.
ed and submitted by 1 October. The Financial Statement indicates that funds will be provided
Mr HOLLOWAY: One of the objectives of the Office for the Centre of Intercultural Studies and Multicultural
of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs is to promote South Education to support the establishment of an intercultural
Australia as a migration destination. It is estimated that thénformation network. What level of funding will be provided
unit will help 800 clients this year. Are they all in the for this purpose?
business immigration category? The Financial Statement indicates that an additional
The Hon. Lynn Amold: They are in various categories. allocation be made to the Minister of Education, Employment

Skill migration is also of interest to us. We are also keerfNd Training to fund tertiary level education, language

; ; .£ducation and language as a commercial significance to South
where possible to attract general migrants to South Australia. ) ) ; . ;
P g g %ustraha. What will this allocation be? What is the

I do not have the latest figures as to what our share s | i his fi ial h
migration is. We will supply those figures by 1 October and=0Vernments total spending this financial year on the
teaching of languages of commercial significance? What

| will provide a more detailed report by 1 October on the . > o .
languages are being given priority under this program?

work of thi rticular unit of th mmission.

ork oft spatcu.a unitoft (.eco SSI0 The CHAIRMAN: In view of the effluxion of time, |
~ Mr HOLLOWAY: In relation to the performance geclare the examination of the vote completed.
indicators referred to earlier by the Leader of the Opposition

about the interpreting assignments and translating assign- ADJOURNMENT

ments, could we be provided with statistics on the number of

languages that are now dealt with so we could get some idea At 10.2 p.m. the Committee adjourned until Wednesday
as to how things are changing? 15 September at 11 a.m.



