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but it is a topic that the Leader himself does not want to
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY answer, because when he was given the opportunity to debate
the matter with the member for Ross Smith he chose not to
Wednesday 11 August 1993 do so. He refused to do so. | might say that | also said last
. week that if he had any new evidence on this matter he should
at ;hemDiigIZa?jpfngrs (Mr Ferguson) took the Chair present it and, indeed, as | mentioned last week, and | will
p-m. prayers. repeat the point again, the royal commission term of reference
DINGO CONTROL No. 4 is precisely meant to deal with z_aII these is_su_es._lf the
honourable member has any new evidence he is invited to

A petition signed by 27 residents of South AustraliaMake that evidence available to the royal commission.

requesting that the House urge the Government to allodowever, he does not come up with any evidence. First of all
domesticated dingoes to remain in the current owner's car@e refuses to debate the issue and then he refuses to say

was presented by Mr Becker. whether he has any evidence or not. Indeed, we must take it
Petition received. that he does not have any new evidence.
I made the point last week that all the evidence that was
LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE before the royal commission and the Auditor-General and the

reports of the Royal Commissioner and the Auditor-General

Mr McKEE (Gilles): | bring up the second report 1993 are in fact part of any process that is being followed through
of the committee and move: in term of reference No. 4. The task force in its work is

That the report be received and read. designed to assist the Royal Commissioner in terms of
pursuing to the furthest extent possible any criminal actions
that can be taken against anyone who has been guilty of any
criminal activity in the matter of the State Bank. We have
gone into this matter thoroughly. Every possible discrepancy
and avenue is there to be investigated.

Motion carried.

Mr McKEE: 1 bring up the third report 1993 of the
committee and move:

That the report be received.

Motion carried. Members interjecting:
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Well, the Leader laughs, but
QUESTION TIME what does he do in terms of coming up with actual evidence,
actual substance? He does not come up with any.
BENEFICIAL FINANCE Members interjecting:
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Leader of the Opposition): The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: All of these matters, and

Will the Premier ask the criminal prosecutions task force taany matter of substance, are there to be investigated by the
investigate whether the former Premier gave false evidenamyal commission, and | repeat the comment | made last
to the Royal Commission relating to the dismissal of Messrsveek: if you have evidence on this matter, do so. I might also
Baker and Reichert from Beneficial Finance? Lastsuggest thatthe Leader should have the courage to stand up
Wednesday the member for Ross Smith said that ‘at the timand actually debate the matter properly with the member for
of the separation of Baker and Reichert’ he was told by thé&koss Smith, which he refuses to do. He cannot take on a
Chairman of the board that ‘they did not think there wasdirect questioning on this matter. It is easy enough for him
substance in it and there was no way that it could be pursuedust to sit over there, as he has done for most of his parlia-
This was his purported explanation of why the formermentary career, and throw the questions and disregard any of
Premier did not ensure that there was an immediate and fulhe answers that have been given on this matter—totally
investigation of allegations of criminal activity involving disregarding any of the answers that have been given on this
Baker and Reichert. matter—and refuse himself to answer questions on the issue.
If this latest explanation is true, it is in serious conflict  Now, | repeat the point: the effort we have gone into here
with the evidence that the former Premier gave to the royak a very thorough one. All the information and all the
commission which was that at the time of their sacking heevidence from various people on this matter, including
was told that their conduct, and | quote from the formerevidence that would have been sought by the counsel, the
Premier, ‘was being investigated or would be investigated'taxpayer funded counsel, that the Opposition had before the
That is from his written evidence, and then from his verbakoyal commission is available—and more besides. If there is
evidence to the royal commission, | quote: ‘| was not awarenore evidence to be had, if there is more evidence that
of the outcome of that particular inquiry. There is no somehow missed the extensive investigation of the royal
evidence that any investigation of Baker and Reichert wasommission and the Auditor-General and people can provide
continued after their departure. | have received advice thavidence of that, then that too will be investigated by the
this conflict can be resolved only by the criminal prosecutiongrocess that we have in place. There is nothing more that can
task force investigating the central issue of whether or not thbe said about that. What more can be said—
Government ensured there was a proper inquiry into the Members interjecting:
conduct of Baker and Reichert immediately the Government The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | call the member for
was informed of the serious allegations against them at th&oyder to order.
end of July 1990, and, if there was no such inquiry, why the The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: —other than that all the
Government failed to act. information that exists can be considered. But as to
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: After their rather disap- information that does not exist, how can that be considered?
pointing performance in Question Time yesterday memberk put the question back to the Leader that he has an
opposite have decided to revisit a topic that was welbbligation, if he believes there is evidence in addition to what
answered last week. Not only was it well answered last weeks already before the royal commission and the Auditor-
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General and any other public forum, including informationcost in the capacity of Government to deliver the sorts of
that may have been in this place, to make it available. services in schools, health and other areas that the community
wants. | simply come to the point that, in terms of answering
STATE BANK the Deputy Leader’s interjection, he knows the package that
) ] has been made available by the Federal Government, which
The Hon. J.P. TRAINER (Walsh): | direct my question e himself acknowledges is a very generous package.

to the Premlgr. o He was on the steps of Parliament House saying how
Members interjecting: generous a package it was, so he at least acknowledges that.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | call the Leader to  And he knows what is regarded as the future income stream

order. . o of the bank. It is assessed that it has very good prospects of
Members interjecting: making real profits (unlike the illusory profits of before) of

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Will the honourable member $100 million a year in present day terms.
for Walsh please sit down. | will not tolerate interjections  Mr D.S. Baker interjecting:
across the Chamber from one side to the other while we are The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The member for Victoria
supposed to be conducting Question Time. Itis unfair to th@ays that is a joke, but | know that there are many on that side
member who is asking the question and unfair to the rest afho do not agree with his views on that matter. It is then very
the House. | would ask members to contain themselves. Thgasy to work out the kinds of prices that would not be good
honourable member for Walsh. sale prices and the kinds of prices that would be. What we

The Hon. J.P. TRAINER: | ask the Premier: what want is the best possible price and, if the price does not go
contribution will the sale of the State Bank make toward theabove that threshold point, there will not be a sale. One of the
debt reduction objective set out in the April economicthings that we want to do is to have as open a process about
statement Meeting the Challenge, and what options does thiis as possible and not to tie down the sale process in the
process provide to the Government in selling the bank? way the Leader wants it tied down.

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: | thank the honourable  The Leader is saying that all sorts of things must be met.
member for his question. His asking it today is very signifi-For a start, the headquarters must be kept in South Australia
cant, because today my colleague the Deputy Premier wiind there has to be a golden share. | cannot quite see what the
introduce the legislation that will facilitate the preparation forpurpose of the golden share is. That would be an albatross
the possible sale of the bank. It is a very important piece ofround the neck of a Government if that situation were to
legislation that will be followed by other legislation in the apply. Then he puts all sorts of otheaveatson the sale
months ahead. This is just the first step in the legislativgyrocess, effectively trying to chase away anyone who would
process. | want to make the point that its contribution to thebe interested in making a reasonable price offer for the bank.
State’s debt reduction strategy is contingent upon getting a We are saying that we will take all those other issues into
fair price for the bank. As | have made the point time andaccount in assessing the relevant tenders that are made later
again, if there is not to be a fair return for the bank it shouldon, but we will do so on the basis of what will generate the
not be sold. If we can get a fair— best return and do whatever is required to get the best

Mr S.J. Baker: What'’s the price? financial return for South Australia. The Leader has also tied

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The Deputy Leader asks himself down to another constraint—a public float. He is
about the price. Here we are embarking on a sale processaying he does not care what anybody else says about trade
putting it up for sale and attempting to get the best possiblgales, a public float is the way to go, notwithstanding that the
price, and he is saying, ‘Look, before you go out and aslkanalysis we released previously indicated that a public float
people to tender a price, before you ask people to say howas not the best option. In fact, it was a worse option than
much they are prepared to pay for the bank, you tell thenkeeping the bank, but the Leader, who has not considered his
what you would like.” That is a ridiculous way of going about position on those matters, could not care less about facts like
the situation and we are not going to conduct it on that kindhose and has gone on record saying a public float is the way
of basis. to go.

Members interjecting: If a public float were to generate a better return than a

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | ask the Premier to trade sale, certainly that would be the way to go, but, on the
take his seat. | would ask members to come to order, becaubasis of all the evidence to date, that is not the case. In
this Question Time will be conducted properly. | have beercontributing to the financial planning for the future and
fairly tolerant both yesterday and today with membersproviding the best options for delivering services to South
shouting at the top of their voices to try to drown out theAustralians and addressing the need for a debt management
person who is answering the question. | repeat that | wouldtrategy in this State, this Government will sell the bank on
ask members to contain themselves and behave properly.the best possible terms, for the best possible price. If it turned

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The point | have made on out to be a better deal not to do so, of course it would not be
many occasions is that, if a sale price offered for the bank isold. | am confident that the process we are entering into,
of less value in present day terms than the likely incomeavhich will begin today in a legislative sense, will deliver us
stream of the bank, it is not a good deal to sell it, becausthe best possible price for the bank, which means the best
other areas of Government would then be deprived of monegossible financial return for South Australians.
to provide for the schools, for the hospitals and for other Mr S.J. BAKER: Mr Deputy Speaker, | wish to raise two
things, and that would mean we would not have as muclpoints of order.
money for those sorts of purposes. The DEPUTY SPEAKER: We will take them one at a

If on the other hand the sale process results in a bettg¢ime.
present day value return than the present day value of the Mr S.J. BAKER: The first relates to repetition, and,
future income stream, then clearly not to sell the bank wouldecondly, | would ask that the time be noted in the Premier’s
be a very bad decision, because it would cost, and it wouldesponse.



Wednesday 11 August 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 187

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: | do not uphold the first point The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The Leader comes up with
of order, and it has been difficult, as | understand it, becausthis again: all the evidence is already there before the Royal
of the number of interjections that have been made. Howeve€ommissioner. There is nothing new to put before the Royal
| agree about the length of time. The question was asked &ommissioner.
2.10 p.m., about 7 minutes ago. | believe it is time the The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting:

Premier wound up his reply, and | ask him to do so. The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The Leader has put nothing
new: all he has said is what is already on the public record,
BENEFICIAL FINANCE what is already there, and what as | have said is already
o referred to the Royal Commissioner and also the task force.
Mr S.J. BAKER (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting:

Will the Premier seek an explanation from the member for  1e Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The Leader goes on as a
Ross Smith for the reasons why he did not ensure a full,5cked record. and a cracked record he is
investigation of the alleged illegal conduct of Baker and Members int’erjecting' '

Reichert immediately this matter was brought to the 14 Hon LYNN ARNOLD: He says, ‘Refer it’: it has
Government’s attention? If that explanation is not satisfacbeen referréd Is the Leader \}ery simplé or somefhing? can

tory, will he refer the matter to the criminal prosecutions task, " get the message? It has been referred. The Deputy
force and, |fthnotf, why SOL In ewden(t:_e to thet r(iyz"‘l\l/lLeader quotes page 7321 of the evidence. The evidence is
commission, the former Fremiers executive ‘.E‘SS"S ant, Mhefore the task force; it is before the Royal Commissioner.
Geoff Anderson, said he told the former Premier, ‘It WouldHonestly I do not know what the Leader and the Deputy

be better off to be more public on Baker and Reichert.’ After, . ; .
. Leader are going on about when this matter is already there.
referring to the fact that the State Bank had made the formq{ has alreagy dgne the journey that he wants it to d)c/x it is

Eremll%r aware that thﬁre ma)k/ b;I\(jlnmm dal charges Iafud ' NG ready before them. If there are any other matters that they
oya ommlssmnert‘ en asked Mr Anderson, In referenceg;q, ¢ pursue, it is there for them to pursue and, if there is
to the f9rmer Premler’, Did he sug‘ges‘t you take that furtheany other evidence to come up on this matter, the Leader
or not?’ Mr Anderson's reply Yvas No'. . owes itto the process of justice in this State and owes it to the
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The Deputy Leader is n,0asq of a thorough inquiry in this State, which this
quoting from evidence given to the royal commission, and {54 arnment supports and has actively supported by provid-

said in answer to the first question today, as | said last weelg, ; oxtensive resources for that process, as well as supporting
that all that evidence is available to Royal Commissionef; t.om day one. The Leader owes it to also support that
Mansfield in dealing with term of reference four, soitis thereprocess and mdke any information he has available.

to be investigated by the Royal Commissioner.

Mr D.S. Baker interjecting:

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | call the member for HEALTH EUNDING
Victoria to order, and | caution him.

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: As | pointed out, the Royal Mr ATKINSON (Spence): Will the Minister of Health,
Commissioner is currently examining all the evidence, andramily and Community Services advise the House how
it is not a case of my saying, ‘Do not look at page 7 321’Health Commission units can end the financial year with
(which happens to be the page this is on), because it ighspent funds? Does the Government allow health units to
already there on the evidence; it will be considered, and ikeep their surplus revenue or are they required to return
does not have to be referred to anybody. It is there to beavings to the Health Commission?
considered. Itis quite ridiculous. Itis a matter of duplication  The Hon. M.J. EVANS: Certainly, the Government does
simply to say, ‘By the way, if you are not going to considerallow health units to retain their expenditure where they have
page 7 321, do consider it', because it is there to be cormade savings in the system, where they have made adequate
sidered already; there is no question of a reference to the tagkovision in their budgets for contingencies that do not then
force; there is no question of a reference to the Royabccur. Of course, those units can retain those savings and
Commissioner, because it is all being referred to them in anfunds and spend them on services and the provision of vital
event. patient services in the following financial year. Indeed, let us

I do not know what point the Deputy Leader is trying to look at the policy of those opposite who would criticise this
make in that regard. The Royal Commissioner will consideicircumstance in which we now find ourselves. In March 1992
all that evidence, and he will make his own recommendathe member for Adelaide said that the Liberal Party was
tions. He will not be directed by the Leader or me, and thatommitted to a system of three year accrual budgeting for the
is quite correctly so. He will make his own recommendationshealth service which would allow hospitals to keep excess
as to possible prosecutions, and all | can say is that when hievenue.
makes recommendations on that, if they include instructions Members interjecting:
for prosecutions, this Government will do everything thatis The Hon. M.J. EVANS: Unless that is a dated policy—
required to ensure that those prosecutions proceed. In amayd | know how quickly policies can change on that side of
event, criminal prosecutions are dealt with by the Director othe House—Ilet us look at the most recent example in July
Public Prosecutions. That office is itself independent, and i1993, but a few weeks ago, when the member for Adelaide
would be improper for anybody to attempt to say that itis quoted as saying that managers needed increased freedom
should not proceed with prosecutions. In that situation, wherto manage and that a Liberal Government would guarantee
we cannot tell them to do things, | give my full moral backing that any savings and efficiencies within the health system
to saying that any prosecutions that can proceed shouldould be retained and spent on services. That is exactly right.
proceed. This Government has no vested interest whatsoevEnose funds must be retained in the health system—and not
in stopping any situation of prosecution— only in the health system, because they must be retained by

The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting: those health units which have made the savings. Itis perfectly
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reasonable for those health units to engage in budgeting There is also evidence that Mr Hartley was speaking to a
practices which result across 200 health units throughout thgerson in the present Premier’s ministerial office about the
State in ensuring that they have adequate provision for salaproblems in Beneficial at that time. A diary note of former
and wage rises, for equipment which arrives in August bubank Chairman, Mr David Simmons, recorded that on 10
which has been ordered in the previous year and for gran#sugust 1990 Mr Hartley advised him that ‘Lynn Arnold’s
which arrive from the Commonwealth, for example, dayssecretary believed that Beneficial was the big target in
before the end of the financial year. Parliament.” Other evidence to the commission shows that
Naturally, in a budget of $1.4 billion there can be a carryduring 1990 Mr Hartley and the present Premier had a
over of 1 per cent or 2 per cent. | would be much morenumber of discussions about State Bank issues.
pleased with that slight carry over figure than a deficit figure, The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: This is another case of
which would certainly not indicate the same degree ofrying to draw together separate sentences and statements and
appropriate management. If we are looking at the question dfying to create a totally different conclusion from the case.
savings, let us see where those savings would occur if thehad no evidence available to me to dispute the statements
Opposition were to be in a position of controlling the healththat were made by either the bank or Beneficial Finance at
budget in this State. We have had a number of comments ovétat time regarding the dismissal of Messrs Baker and
the years about savings from non-medical services. First, théyeichert. Because there was no evidence to dispute the
were going to save $40 million, then it was $20 million andstatement of the bank and Beneficial Finance, there was no
then it was 40 per cent. Let me take some of the morgeason further to question that statement. In any event, of
conservative areas, because it is hard to pin down exactlourse, it was not my ministerial area but, quite apart from
what that policy would be. However, if savings of those kindsthat—
were to be made out of that budget, we would be losing of the Members interjecting:
order of 1000 jobs, and that is making a conservative The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Well, there was nothing to
estimate and allowing reasonable provision for goods anignore.
services as well as wages. Members interjecting:
If we take $40 million out of that non-medical services  The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: There was nothing to
expenditure line, as the Opposition plans to do, there woul@ynore. The facts are—
be over 1 000 positions in this State where people would be The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | would ask the
unemployed. | am not even going back to the Leader'remier to ignore the interjections and to address the Chair.
statement about 25 per cent: | am talking just about the $40 The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: If one reads the business
million and the 1 000 jobs that that represents. Let us ggbages, one discovers that many CEOs leave their positions
some accuracy back into this debate, let us have some rationglite suddenly.
management about that, and let us understand and accept theThe Hon. Frank Blevins: Like the member for Bragg—at
very words of the member for Adelaide that managers d@ o’clock in the morning.
need the freedom to manage; they do need the options with The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: That is right. The former
which the health system now provides them. While IDeputy Leader left quite suddenly. In fairness, he did ask the
congratulate them on realising that policy, they shoultquestion and I did actually question that one, because it was
understand that it was implemented by this Government ovef bit interesting to find out the reasons, as there were good

12 months ago. grounds to dispute the public statement made on the occasion
about that matter. In this particular matter, as on the transfer
BENEFICIAL FINANCE or removal of other CEOs, where there is no evidence to

L dispute the statement made, there is hardly much purpose in
Mr INGERSON (Bragg): My question is directed to the askFi)ng questions about that. | have given yietailedpedeence
Premier. What inquiries did you make at the time of the,qtthe matters that Rod Hartley discussed with me and he
Baker and Reichert sacking from Beneficial Finance aboui;s gone likewise before the royal commission. The Opposi-
the reasons for their sudden departure?—you” meaning thgy, well knows—because it had its own counsel at the royal
Premier. . commission who heard all the evidence and who, in fact, had
The Hon. J.P. TRAINER: On a point of order, Mr {he gpportunity to ask questions of me on that evidence—the
Deputy Speaker, we have a very strong tradition in thiatyre of the conversations between Rod Hartley and me and
Parliament that all questions and comments have to Bghat information was canvassed between us.
directed through the Qhair, and that no.rmally precludes the repeat the point | made when | commenced my answer
use of the word ‘you’ in the way in which the honourable , this question: I had no evidence available to me to dispute
member is trying to use it. This is not the House of Represenpe statements made by the bank and/or Beneficial Finance

tatives. regarding the dismissal of Baker or Reichert.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: | ask the member for Bragg
to direct his questions through the Chair. FINNISS SPRINGS

Mr INGERSON: What inquiries did the Premier make
at the time Baker and Reichert were sacked from Beneficial Mrs HUTCHISON (Stuart): Can the Minister of
Finance about the reasons for their sudden departuré&boriginal Affairs inform the House of the details of the
Evidence to the royal commission shows that, at the tim&overnment’s proposal to resolve the dispute over the Finniss
Baker and Reichert were sacked, Mr Rod Hartley, then th&prings property near Lake Eyre? At the weekend the
permanent head of the Department of Industry, Trade anilinister announced that this property would be transferred
Technology for which the Premier had ministerial responsito the Aboriginal Lands Trust for the benefit of all those
bility at that time, was aware of the allegations against themAboriginal people associated with it. | would appreciate the
In early August 1990, Mr Hartley spoke to Mr Geoff Minister detailing the process through which the reconcili-
Anderson about the matter. ation of this longstanding dispute will be achieved.
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The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | thank the member for Stuart As well as the evidence referred to in the previous
for her question and certainly her ongoing interest in thequestion that the problems at Beneficial were being actively
affairs of Finniss Springs. The honourable member has, dliscussed in the Premier’s ministerial office at the time, | also
course, been there, met with the communities and taken rafer to the fact that the Attorney-General told another place
very personal interest in the whole resolution of this issueon 14 August 1990, ‘It is not a matter of the State Bank or
My colleague the Minister of Education, who first becameBeneficial standing out as being institutions that have been
involved in this difficult situation as Minister of Environment badly managed.’ Yet, and in contradiction to the Premier’s
and Planning, attempted to resolve this issue followingprevious reply, that statement was made a fortnight after the
deputations she had received from numerous representative®vernment was told that the two most senior executives of
of the Aboriginal communities. | say ‘communities’ becauseBeneficial Finance would be sacked over alleged illegal
several communities are represented in this area. Of coursggnduct and that the company was on the brink of financial
some of them have claimed custodial right of control anccollapse.
management of the Finniss Springs area and also, of course, The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Before the Premier
of the heritage of the particular region. answers this question, | draw the attention of members to

Cabinet has resolved that it will in fact move the landsStanding Order No. 120, which states that a member may not
across to the management of the Aboriginal Lands Trust. Theefer to any debate in the other House of Parliament or to any
former Minister of Education having resumed the pastoraieasures impending in the House. | am not taking a point on
lease, we have now reached agreement with the originghe honourable member, but | hope that members will bear
shareholders of the Finniss Springs Pastoral Company and tkieat in mind when framing their questions. The honourable
property will now go to the Aboriginal Lands Trust for their Premier.
management and care. | think that is probably the only The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: There were a number of
solution to this very emotional issue. times in the member for Kavel's question where he, | think

| know there are still mixed views about this matter, butquite deliberately, misused or chose words to create a
I note the comment of the member of Morphett regarding Midifferent impression from what is the case. By so doing he
Reg Dodd, representing the Arabana people. In fact, today heies to convey the impression, again by innuendo, that the
has announced his support and thinks ‘it's a brilliant idea’ Government is not desirous of seeing this whole issue fully
We can therefore record fetansardMr Dodd's views about  and thoroughly investigated. | make the point again that we
this. want it fully and thoroughly investigated.

I'do not think the dairy community is so excited aboutthe  Members interjecting:
concept but, of course, we have to recognise, as | am sure the The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
member for Stuart does, that two other communities are The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD:

. . . I hope | shall have a chance
involved: the Kuyani and the south-western Aranda. Thosrf\0 answer the question. | mentioned that all that is on the

communities, to some degree anyway, can claim Prey i record is there for the Royal Commissioner to
eminence in terms of their claims regarding the Finnis xamine. The criminal investigations task force is there to
Springs area. . . . . assess whatever matters can be referred to the Director of
We have, | believe, come up with what is the best solutiorp, 1y1ic prosecutions, the Australian Securities Commission,
for the situation. | have now requested in writing to the\,hoever else, for prosecutions to take place. | have given
Chairman of the Aboriginal Lands Trust, Mr Garney W'lson’the assurance that it is not in this Government’s interests to

tha,[‘t E)T.er:rust enter into dISCUSSIOI’ltS ‘?"tht:]h‘?[ cqlr]mu?lty tl nsure there is any stopping of that process. We want that
establish an ongoing management plan that will involve alf}co << to be as thorough as possible.

members of all communities in the Marree/Finniss Spring | now come to the way in which the member for Kavel
area, and also that there be a continuation of mining an d hi i Hy ferred to the fail £ th
pastoral activities on the Finniss Springs station, recognisin amed nis gues_ lon. ne reterred 1o the Taiuré of he
the heritage values existing there and the particular sites th overnment, he is claiming the failure of the Government.
atements have been made on that matter. | do not accept

are of significance to the community. . ; :
- L : - that contention, but that is the way that he puts it. He does not
l, as Minister of Aboriginal Affairs and as Minister of say that this is an Opposition claim; he attempts to put it that

Environment and Land Management, have powers in any must be correct because he, the member for Kavel, says so.

eventto recognise any of those areas brought to ourattentiolrhen he said that the matter was actively discussed in my
which can be substantiated as being sacred to those COMMULS: mer ministerial office. There is absolutely no evidence of

ties. U
I think that we have come up with the best solution. | Iookthat' Thatis simply not the case. Then he makes the case—

forward to the continued support of the communities and the Members interjecting: ) | .
productive and valuable contribution that Finniss Springs will 1€ DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | ask the Premier to

make not only to our cultural life but also to our economic'®SUme his seat. This is a very serious question. The
life. Parliament is deserving of an answer. | do not believe it is

correct to ask a question and then to shout down the person
BENEFICIAL FINANCE to whom that question has been addressed. | request that the
Parliament should proceed in the proper way. The honourable
Mr OLSEN (Kavel): | address my question to the Premier.
Premier. Is he refusing to ask the criminal prosecutions task The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: In the previous question
force to investigate the Government’s failure to ensure asome evidence was quoted about allegations of certain
immediate and full investigation of the alleged criminal comments having been made to an officer in my former
conduct of Baker and Reichert because he and other Ministemsinistry. There is no substantiation that that matter was
may be implicated in their failure to act on this seriousrelevant to the general theme of the question that was asked,
matter? and it is certainly not a case of its actively being discussed.
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Then the member for Kavel said that the Government wasagainst the centre has been restricted to those who can read English
told. | made the point a minute ago as to what was known bnd whose experiences do not make them afraid of authority.
me in this matter. Yet he makes the reference that everybodyence my question.
in Government somehow knew what he claims was known. The Hon. G.J. CRAFTER: | shall be pleased to pass on
He is simply making allegations. | make the point that untilthe honourable member’s suggestions and concerns to the
thoroughly investigated—and we have put the resourceState Planning Commission. | understand that the proposal
behind all this to investigate thoroughly all these matters—o which he refers is for the establishment of a waste
allegations are just that. They are not statements of fact—+ecycling, sorting and transfer centre on the site on the corner
even though the member for Kavel would want to believeof Old Port Road and Tapleys Hill Road at Royal Park. The
them to be so—until they are proven to be so. land is currently zoned light industry within the city of

| come back to the point, and | ask the member for KaveMWoodville and is currently an engineering, motor wrecking
to listen very carefully indeed. With regard to all, not justand car sales site. The surrounding land is predominantly
some, of the things that have taken place, we have not sa@bmmercial and industrial, although | understand that there
to the criminal investigations task force, ‘By the way, only are some residences nearby.
consider certain matters; leave aside other matters.’ Nor have The applicant has applied for planning approval. As it is
we said to the Royal Commissioner, ‘By the way, ignore pagea waste operation, the South Australian Planning Commission
7 231. The very number of the page indicates that someoneis the planning authority in this matter. The commission is
evidence has been before the Royal Commissioner, and tlcarrently dealing with the proposal and is awaiting comment
Opposition had their own counsel to ensure that all matterBom a number of authorities and agencies with an interest in
were thoroughly investigated, unless they are claiming that. The proposal is currently on public exhibition, as the
he did not do a good job or something. The point is that ther@onourable member said. As required under the Planning Act,
has been no attempt by me or by anybody in the Governmettie commission gave direct letter-box notice to 29 abutting
to say to the Royal Commissioner or the criminal inves-and nearby land-owners and occupiers and gave public notice
tigations task force, ‘Lay off certain areas.’ That has notbeein the Advertiser The closing date for objections and
the case. We want them to investigate all matters that neeslibmissions on this matter is 20 August. So far | understand
to be investigated. That is all that is to be said about théhe commission has received a number of objections from
matter; nothing more can be said. interested persons.

The Leader comes up again and talks about referring all Indeed, | would suggest more are expected given the
these matters. All these matters are before the criminanterest that the honourable member refers to for this matter
investigations task force; all these matters are before thi@ the local community. Objectors have the right to be heard
Royal Commissioner. What | might be able to do is telephondy the South Australian Planning Commission prior to the
and say, ‘Can | have some of the evidence back so that | cafecision, and obviously interpreters are available to assist
take the action of referring it to you, but you will have to give those persons who do not have English as their first language
it back to me to give it back to you'! That is absolutely to give evidence. Of course, there are appeal rights for parties
ludicrous. The fact is that all the information that is availableaggrieved by a decision of that body.
is there. Information that is not available has not been sentto Neither council nor relevant State Government agencies
the Royal Commissioner or the task force for the simplehave yet provided comment and, of course, | cannot indicate
reason that it is not available; it does not exist. Anything thatvhether or not the matter is likely to obtain approval.
exists and is known about is within the province of the taskdowever, the proposal involved significant landscaping and
force and the Royal Commissioner to make whatevescreening, and most sorting of recyclables is proposed within
recommendations need to be made and to undertake whatewetarge noise proof building. Traffic movement will occur

actions need to be undertaken. principally along Tapleys Hill Road, Old Port Road and
Hardy Street, which is a non residential street. However,
GARBAGE RECYCLING TRANSFER CENTRE should the proposal receive planning approval it will also

need a licence to operate from the Waste Management
Mr HAMILTON (Albert Park): My questionis directed Commission.

to the Minister of Housing, Urban Development and Local

Government Relations. Will he consider or request an NAPIER DISTRICT

extension of the closing time for submissions by the South

Australian Planning Commission on the proposed Royal Mrs KOTZ (Newland): Does the Premier agree with a
Parkways Garbage and Recycling Transfer Centre; and wifnember of his Cabinet that the needs of the Napier electorate
he request the SA Planning Commission, when placinglave been ignored by the Government because of ineffective
advertisements in newspapers regarding objections to this af@rliamentary representation for the area?

other like proposals, to ensure that they are in the language Members interjecting:

or languages which are predominant in those suburbs? The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Angry responses communicated to my electorate office  Mrs KOTZ: The Minister of Primary Industries has
reflect the frustration contained within this question. Mycirculated a parliamentary report to local residents that states:
constituents have pointed out that advertisements placed in For too long the Napier area has been considered a safe Labor
the local government section of thdvertiseron 6 and, seat and taken for granted.
indeed, 13 August—and the closing date for such respons@$ie Minister also claims that as an Independent Labor
will be 20 August—will give little time for constituents to member he has, over the past 18 months, personally achieved
submit a proper objection. A letter directed to me contains thevhat he calls ‘long overdue improvements for the area’.
frustration that | mentioned. It states: The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: | might say that the member

No proper translated information about the proposed site has bedA Newland does not seem to be representing the electorate
distributed in the area. We would like it considered that protesbf Newland all that well by going to another area altogether.
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Quite apart from that, just add up the sorts of comments thgtut themselves in the best possible light to represent the areas
come from the other side. On the one hand the honourabfer which they are standing, and they say that they believe
member is attempting to say that the electorate of Napier hakey can best articulate the argument for those people.
not been well looked after, while on the other hand members Members interjecting:
opposite have said that too much Government money was The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for
going to Labor electorates. The fact is, that the situation—Albert Park is out of order.
Members interjecting: The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Quite clearly, that is not
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Members opposite have necessarily a situation accepted by other candidates. | make
made that point, and | noticed the member for Bragg listeninghe point that the track record of this Government is one of
very carefully yesterday to the statement of the Minister oquity and fair distribution of resources to all electorates of
Health, Family and Community Services on health spendinghis State, and we have dealt fairly with those areas that have
and he wanted to know whether there was going to be a fajsarticular economic disadvantages. Seats in the northern area
deal for Liberal held electorates around the State. In fact, hirave been well dealt with by this Government. In fact, one
interjected and asked, ‘Is Burnside going to get a fair deal”has only to look at the Government’s track record over many
He is firmly of the view that this Government has been, quiteyears, a track record that has been deliberately distorted by
determinedly, keeping funds away from Liberal electorateshe Opposition, which says that we did it for political
and putting them into Labor electorates. purposes. In fact, we have done it simply for basic social
That has been the view of members opposite, but now thggistice principles, and that is something of which | am very
member for Newland says that that is not the case, apparentiyoud.
it is something different. The honourable member is trying  Members interjecting:
to make use of what is a campaigning situation between The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
candidates for this seat. The point is that the Government has

fairly distributed resources to South Australians throughout MAIN STREET PROGRAM

the State. It is the case that sometimes—
Members interjecting: Mr HERON (Peake): Can the Minister of Tourism
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! outline to the House whether the popular Main Street

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: —constituents in individual ~ program is likely to be expanded to assist more areas of this
electorates may consider that they are not receiving a faltate? In my own area a lot of interest has been generated in
deal. | have been a member for the northern area for a lorigje Main Street program and we have been successful in
time and | sometimes hear constituents in various northergetting a coordinator to put together a number of programs
areas saying, ‘We wonder sometimes whether we are gettirig benefit local businesses and the community in the vicinity
a fair go. We wonder whether we are getting a fair share off Henley Beach Road.
the resources. We think all the resources are going down The Hon. M.D. RANN: | am delighted with this question,
south, because Governments seem to look after the southwhich contains considerable irony because | keep getting

Mr Brindal interjecting: letters from members opposite saying that they want to have

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The member for Hayward Main Street in their area. They also want enterprise zones for
interjects and makes the point that down south is where theippeir area, which is interesting because on the day that we
are not getting the resources. In fact, | have been down sougihnounced them the Leader of the Opposition and others
and | have had people there say to me, ‘We are worried thatenounced them as being useless and said main street was
we are not getting a fair share of the resources down heréred and old hat. We have received letters from a number of
They are all going up north.’ Well, this is just the way things people, and indeed the member for Adelaide and the member

go. for Kavel are a few of the many people who have indicated
Members interjecting: their support for these programs.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | am delighted to be able to make a major announcement

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Interms of campaigningin today, because there is enormous enthusiasm for the main
different areas, people look for the best possible deal and thstreet program. From around South Australia we have
best possible representation for the area that they seek teceived over 40 applications to join the program, with more
represent, and in any election environment candidatethan half having already commenced their own projects
nominate themselves as the best possible candidate tdthout State Government support. Of course, this level of
represent a certain area. That has been the situation on maggmmunity self help is to be applauded. | can inform the
occasions. | recall when the member for Mount Gambier waslouse that Burra and Penola will receive main street funding
Minister of Education and a former member for Newland,as part of the historic towns program, along with Glenelg and
who lost his seat many years ago, was issuing newsletters Rort Adelaide, because of their importance to tourism, and
his area that were very critical of the Government of whichClare, Jamestown, Peterborough and Whyalla, because of
he was a member. their regional importance to rural communities.

The Hon. Frank Blevins: He was right. | am sure there will be massive applause from those

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Well, in that case he was people opposite who were opposed to main street but who
right. The member for Mount Gambier responded to anow want it for their towns because the mayors have got on
guestion on that occasion and indicated that that was just tHbeir back. | am very pleased to be able to announce an
way things go when he was speaking up on behalf of thadditional $105 000 in funds for the State Government’s

people of the area that he was seeking to represent. 1993-94 Main Street program after this overwhelming
Members interjecting: response from local Government, business and local commu-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! nities.

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The simple facts are that we Some people would know that Norwood Parade, Lobethal
are in an election climate, and all candidates for seats seek&md Willunga were the first regions in South Australia to
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receive assistance for their main streets programs. The extra Members interjecting:
allocation— The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | call the member for

The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting: Hanson to order.

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Tricky Dean is making a few The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The member for Hayward,
interjections, but | will ignore them. The extra allocation for who is standing for another seat altogether because he knows
the 1993-94 program will ensure that any backlog ofhe cannot win a seat down near Hayward, is clearly showing
applications will be cleared and that no community involvedthat he has no understanding of the concept of Cabinet
in the Main Streets project under the guidelines is left withoutolidarity. The member for Hartley is an Independent Labor
assistance. The Leader of the Opposition asked, ‘What isiember in this place, as are the member for Elizabeth and the
Main Street?’ That is interesting because he attacked it theember for Semaphore. They have at all times made the
day we announced it. Essentially, it is a community basegoint that, by being Independent Labor, they are not tied by
program designed to encourage the refurbishment of commetiie Labor Party, and that is quite correct. But when they enter
cial districts through the use of consultants. It is designed tinto any process such as the coalition Cabinet, which two of
encourage people to stop, rather than drive through townshipsose members have, they are tied by Cabinet solidarity and
in the country, and enhance the vibrancy of local communithat, the member for Hartley freely and fully acknowledges
ties, which in turn will generate jobs and breathe new life intcand, | might say, totally adheres to.
commercial centres throughout the State.

It has already proven most successful as a concept both MASLIN BEACH
internationally and interstate, in New South Wales, Western
Australia, New Zealand and the United States, and the South The Hon. D.J. HOPGOOD (Baudin): Will the Minister
Australian program is well on the way to achieving a similarof Housing, Urban Development and Local Government
reputation. The State Government has set aside an anni¢lations indicate to the House when the residents of Maslin
budget of $250 000 to kick start Main Street projects, withBeach will enjoy the benefits of common effluent drainage?
funds of up to $40 000 to be provided per project. lamtold The Hon. G.J. CRAFTER: | thank the honourable
that that is considerably more than other States are providingnember for his question and for his ongoing interest in this

The Main Street Advisory Committee is comprised oflocal concern. The Government has allocated $1.5 million of
representatives from the Retail Traders Association, th8etter Cities funds to construct a septic tank effluent drainage
South Australian Tourism Commission, the Economicscheme (STED) for Maslin Beach. In addition, $1 million has
Development Authority, the Small Business Corporation, thédeen spent in Aldinga Beach already as part of the program
Office of Business and Regional Development, the Heritagéo upgrade urban services in these southern areas. Under the
Branch, the Local Government Association and the DepartSTED program, funds are provided to local government for
ment of Arts and Cultural Heritage. | will be making some the design and construction of schemes by the private sector.
more announcements shortly, so keep those cards and lettéigcal government provides part of the capital funding and is
rolling in. responsible for the scheme’s ongoing maintenance.

Funds have now been made available to Willunga council
NAPIER DISTRICT and bids are currently been sought from consultant engineers
o to design and supervise construction of the scheme. A design

Mr BRINDAL (Hayward): My question is directed to  consultant will be selected by the end of this month and the

the Premier. In view of his answer to the last question—  fy|| design process will take about three months. A prelimi-

Members interjecting: nary design will be prepared during September, and under the

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for |ocal Government Act it is then the subject of a 21 day
Hayward. public consultation process. The Willunga council then needs

Mr BRINDAL: —that ‘all candidates are presenting to consider any objections and incorporate any changes that

themselves in the best possible light', is he aware that thg sees fit in the design. During December the final design
Minister of Primary Industries is now publicly telling the will be completed and tenders called for the construction of
electors of Napier that he is not bound by Cabinet solidaritythe scheme. A tenderer can then be selected during January
and what action will the Premier take? The Premier said—and it is hoped that construction will begin in February 1994,
Members interjecting:
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! PRIMARY INDUSTRIES MINISTER
Mr BRINDAL: —Ilastweek that ‘the Minister of Primary
Industries.. . knows the rules of Cabinet solidarity and Mr BECKER (Hanson): My question is directed to the
actively works within that'. However, the Minister is now Premier. Does he defend the Minister of Primary Industries
announcing to the electors of Napier— against the accusation of the member for Napier that too often
Members interjecting: the Minister has a desire for publicity at all costs and too
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable often he loses his marbles?
member will please take his seat. | ask Government members The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The Premier may
to hear the question in silence. | believe that what is fair fonswer the question or not, but he certainly has no responsi-
one side is fair for the other. The honourable member i$ility for that area.
trying to make a point. | believe he should be heard. The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: It would be interesting to
Mr BRINDAL: However, the Minister is now announ- know exactly what the member for Hanson thought of all the
cing to the electors of Napier, through his parliamentarycomments made by the member for Napier last night in his
report, that ‘as an Independent member | am not tied to angpeech, because when | read that particular piece | noted that
strict "Party line", | am not the captive of any Labor faction, the very first person the member for Napier referred to was
being free to make up my mind on issues in the best interestone other than the Leader of the Opposition, who has lost
of local people. his marbles and who has a penchant for publicity. | noted that
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the speech was an overwhelming attack on the policies of the MEMBER’S REMARKS
Liberal Party and an attack on the Leader of the Opposition.
Is the member for Hanson saying that he signs off on all Mr BRINDAL (Hayward): | seek leave to make a

that, he thinks all the member for Napier said last night igPersonal explanation.
correct and he is quite agreeable with the criticisms of his Leave granted.
own Party’s policy and all the points made by the member MrBRINDAL: Yesterday the member for Playford made
about the Leader of the Opposition and other membera contribution to the grievance debate in which he made
opposite? specific allegations concerning a particular member of the
The Hon. Frank Blevins interjecting: Economic and Finance Committee. To avoid the slur that was
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: In fact, he probably does, thereby cast on all members of the committee, | inform _the
that is right. | suppose it is unfair of me to bring him out in House that | was the member to whom he was referring.
the open like that since he has led with the chin a bit in askin owever, I.categorlcally deny the allegations concerning my
this question. The honourable member has had a bit of bagFtions which the member for Playford reported to this House
luck with respect to asking questions lately and leading wittfS fact. I_ndeed, When the Economic and Finance Committee
the chin a bit. Apart from that, all members of Parliamentre.'ex""m'r.'eOI the confidential docume_nt | had allegedly leaked
clearly have a penchant for publicity; it is part of the naturethIS morning, it was apparent that neither the n.umbers of the
of being a politician, | guess, and we will have much more ofo€neficial employees nor the amounts quoted in the question
it in the months ahead. Those members of Parliament a llied with that document_. | cannot revea_l more to the_House,
those candidates who do not have a penchant for publicity i ecause that document is indeed classified as cor!fldentlal.
the months ahead will find that they will be behind in any, 1€ honourable member has contravened Standing Orders
political race. both by imputing improper motives to me and by making

personal reflections upon me. Accordingly, | ask either for

I_do not see af‘Yth'”g particularly wrong about_ h_avmg Ghis unqualified withdrawal in this House or that he repeat
desire to get publicity. Of course, some people doitin aver;g
[

. X those allegations outside this place so that | might pursue my
disreputable way, and there is a number of members oppos ?dinary rights according to law
whose publicity seeking is quite disreputable. But the ’
member for Napier was not making that statement about
disreputable publicity seeking; he was merely talking about

an overwhelming desire to seek publicity. The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The proposal before the Chair
Members interjecting: is that the House note grievances.
The Hon. FRANK BLEVINS: On a point of order, Mr
Deputy Speaker, | am probably the thickest skinned person The Hon. J.C. BANNON (Ross Smith):If we had any
in this place, but | draw your attention to an interjection bydoubts about the purely political nature of the matters raised
the member for Victoria, who again accused the Premier by the Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues, today
burning the flag. His words were, ‘That's why you burnt thethey were certainly dispelled. After all, we all know that it is

GRIEVANCE DEBATE

flag’, and | object to that strongly. a stunt to ask for information already available to be made
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! That is a matter for available, because that is the basis of what the Leader is
the Premier to take objection to, if he so desires. saying. Last week this matter was raised for the first time.

. . . The Leader of the Opposition was not prepared to debate that
et YA ARNOLD: v et oiected o et ine venuos rat wor provdd o He v
is totally Wi'.[hOU'[ foundation, as | have indicated to him an.d rgpared to do an_ythl_ng out3|de_the protection of thls place.
members on his own side know. If the member for VictoriaFaIlr enough, thatis his prerogative, but he did say, ‘I am not

wants to see this place turned into a place where untrue thinébandonmg it | am going to pursue it. It is a matter of

. ; ?avity.’
are said aboqt other members and their past, then— Yesterday we assembled again, and what did we have?
Members interjecting:

Not a single reference to it. This matter of great urgency, this
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! matter affecting the integrity of an individual member and by
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Is the Leader backing this implication the Government as a whole, this matter that was

up as the right thing to happen? Is the Leader supporting theeen to be the leading and most important issue to be raised

fact that untrue things can be said about members in thiwhen Parliament opened, was simply forgotten, put to one
place? Does the Leader think that is a good thing, because tk&le; it simply became irrelevant, despite the promise of the
member for Victoria does? If that is the way he is going toLeader of the Opposition that he was going to pursue it.
play the game, he will find the same sorts of things being sai®erhaps what has happened in the past 24 hours is that the
about him to misrepresent his past, to take out events thatader of the Opposition has been shamed into doing
were not true and say they were true. That is precisely whatomething. He has been asked those difficult questions by
will start happening if he follows those sorts of rules. members of the media: ‘Hey, what about the importance of

You play by those rules and you suffer their impact. | statethis issue? What did you say last week about pursuing it this
again that | totally deny the allegations made by the membeweek? When will it happen?’

as other members opposite know, because when the allega- In order to get over his embarrassment, he rather hoped

tion was made the honourable member had the courtesy to doat the events of yesterday—his accusations concerning the

and check it out and find out that it was not true. political test that should be applied concerning appointments
in the Public Service—would allow this matter somehow to
be forgotten. But, no, it was going to have to be on the
agenda again, so he cobbled up a little set of questions today,
with nothing new, a repeat, a re-run of allegations made—and
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again getting the response they deserve, that s, if the burden Mr OLSEN: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. The
of your question is, ‘Should these matters be within themember for Ross Smith has made a desperate attempt to
purview of the investigating bodies’. Of course, there is naewrite the recommendations of the royal commission, to
need for the Premier to say, ‘I will refer to those bodiesrewrite what the Auditor-General has had to say, and it
information already available to them.’ simply will not work. In recent weeks the member for Ross
In pursuing this matter in this way without a scintilla of SMith has been the subject of some intense scrutiny in this

further evidence or any kind of validating material, the House. The now Premier will not take any positive action to
Leader of the Opposition is indeed conceding the totahave the matter clarlf_|ed before the crlm!n_a! prosecuthnstask
political nature of the exercise. There was a suggestion dPrce. Why? Why will the Premier not initiate an action to
course that | had clear and unambiguous advice about thi8ave this matter clarified? | suppose he is relying on the old
That is totally wrong, and that can be seen from any of théaying, ‘Unless you know the outcome of an inquiry, do not
records, evidence and reports that have been so adducé@ve one; do not initiate one; do not take one on.” That is
Incidentally, the fact that that might have been wrong, that is¢l€@rly the position at the moment, because it would ascertain
that the issue was clear and unambiguous, is well proven g{pat the former Premier was negligent in his duty, and that
the Auditor-General’s report where, after that exhaustive twéhay well not be a criminal offence, and therefore the criminal
year investigation with the fullest resources at his disposaProsecutions task force may not go searching for that, but
the Auditor-General was not able to conclude that the Ioanghere clearly is an abdication of responsibility. Any company
to Beneficial Finance executives were in their nature thing§irector in the same position as the former Premier and
that would attract adverse findings. Specifically, in volumel"éasurer who had acted in a way that was such an abuse of
16, page 43.11 of the report, the Auditor-General states: "€Sponsibility—

___ TheHon. J.C. Bannon:l was not a director.
It should be stated, at the outset, that some of the publicity in  \r OLSEN: | know you were not a director; | am
respect of this matter has been based on internal Beneficial Finan . N ith ibiliti ’ p .
reports that my investigation has found to be misleading andifawing a comparison with your responsibilities as Premier

inaccurate. This issue has been exhaustively examined by n@nd Treasurer of this State with the responsibilities that the
investigation, and | have concluded that, while there are som@ustralian Companies and Securities Commission applies to
irregularities in respect of the provision of loans to executives, they|| directors out there in the public domain. Anyone out there
matter does not attract adverse findings. in the public domain who neglected their responsibility in the
That is what the Auditor-General has said. Yes, there is theame way that the member for Ross Smith neglected his
Jolen Court matter, it is being pursued and there are reconiesponsibility would have been before the Australian
mendations in relation to it, and well and good, but I did notCompanies and Securities Commission and would have had
have clear and unambiguous advice. The second suggestitth answer for the neglect of their responsibility to the
is that it was up to me in the face of this rather murky andshareholders of their company. The shareholders in this
difficult situation to follow it up by laying complaints to the instance are the taxpayers of South Australia, yet the member
police. That is wrong: the board had a responsibility, it wagor Ross Smith has the hide and hypocrisy to stand in this
in charge of relations between the executives it employedRarliament and criticise the Opposition for being politically
and it had the information, and that responsibility is totallymanipulative.
ignored by what the Leader of the Opposition said. Indeed, One only has to think back to the 1989 State election
it is ignored constantly in comments and criticism. Thecampaign, and to evidence put before the Royal Commission,
Auditor-General’s findings are ignored, as | have suggestedi9 know that no-one abused their position more than the
the Royal Commissioner’s report is ignored, as | pointed oumember for Ross Smith, who used $2 million of taxpayers’
last week, and the question which | was asked in Parliameritinds to hold down interest rates artificially during the course
and which required the parliamentary and appropriate publiof that campaign. There is no doubt that, had that action not
response again has been ignored. The only conclusion | cdx¢en taken, the Government would not have won the election.
draw is that some kind of intimidation is involved in this We know it won with a minority of the vote—only 48 per
activity by the Opposition. cent. We understand that and we understand that the
Government is illegitimately on that side of the House. But
Mr OLSEN (Kavel): Inresponse to what the member for the fact s that the former Premier.a.nd Treasurer was prepared
Ross Smith has just said, there is a simple fact that ht® use taxpayers’ funds of $2 million to buy their way into
ignores: he got advice and as Premier and Treasurer of th@@vernment. Let us not hear any more about hypocrisy and
State he had a fundamental responsibility to check th&eing politically manipulative. You are the past master at it.
veracity of that advice and do it forthwith. He did not do so: ~ The Hon. J.P. TRAINER: Mr Deputy Speaker, | rise on
he abdicated his responsibility as Premier and Treasurer gfPoint of order. The member for Kavel is doing it again in
this State. Many people wonder why the member for Rosgddressing remarks—
Smith is still sitting in this Parliament; it is pretty clear that ~ The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would ask the member for
the member for Ross Smith is here in a desperate attempt Vel to refer to members by their title and not by pronouns.
rewrite political history. You will not be able to rewrite The member for Kavel. o _
political history in this State; you will not be able to correct— ~ Mr OLSEN: The member for Ross Smith is a man with

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for axﬁatstrf:‘f‘tt"";" never br?]f":go“er’: %“drge”"ﬂ”'ﬂhe;‘as i
Walsh hasapoint of order. existe uture. FOr some reaso e memper 10r Ross smi

_is determined to inflict the same fate on his own Party. |
The Hon. J.P. TRAINER: The member for Kavel is  know not why someone who professes to be a great champion
falling into the trap of not directing his remarks through thegf the Labor cause sits there over the shoulders of the
Chair; he is using the expression ‘You'. Premier, a constant reminder to the people of South Australia
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: | must uphold the point of of his negligence and his actions as Premier and Treasurer of
order. The member for Kavel. South Australia.
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If he were a true Labor man wanting to serve the cause diealth, and it is for that reason that | asked the Minister today
the Labor Party, he would move on, but no, the ghost hang® request the Planning Commission to give my constituents
there over the Labor Party, clearly reminding it and theadditional time to obtain legal advice in order to make a
people of South Australia of his track record of stewardshigubmission and, | would suspect, an appeal to the Planning
of this State over some 10 years, attempting, as | said earliegGommission.
unsuccessfully to rewrite history.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable Mr BECKER (Hanson): This afternoon | lodged with the
member’s time has expired. Parliament a petition signed by 27 students and staff of the

St Francis School, Lockleys. The petition states:

Mr HAMILTON (Albert Park): It is often said by my The humble petition of the undersigned students and staff of St
colleagues that | rarely stray from the electorate of Albertrancis School, Lockleys, sheweth:
Park, and I have no intention of deviating from that today. In  that all domesticated dingoes in South Australia be allowed to
Question Time today | raised the issue of the anger permeat- remain in the care of their current owners and that no orders be
ing the suburbs of Royal Park and Hendon about the proposed $§3;3 geft(i)tzérr:glrrsq[ﬁzgeufg?g r|g>.ray that your honourable House will
waste management garbage and disposal transfer Centre toéﬂgw all domesticated dingoes in South Australia to remain in the
located at the corner of Old Port Road and Tapleys Hill Roadgare of their current owners. And your petitioners, as in duty bound,
Royal Park. My constituents are angered considerably by theill ever pray.
fact that they believe they have not received sufficient comThe students also gave me a letter that | will send on to the
munication about this issue. They allege that information hagyinister of Primary Industries. That letter states:
pot bee.n forthcoming from .the qounCII. They bglleve To the Minister of Primary Industries, Mr Groom,
information has not been disseminated to them in theygents and teachers of St Francis, Lockleys, are very concerned
language or languages that they can understand. about Diesel the dingo. We think if he is taken away from his owners
In addition, many people advise me that they are reluctarite might become aggressive. Aborigines have been using dingoes

to sign petitions because they have a fear of authority Mangs friends and companions for hundreds of years. Just because he is
) .a dingo does not mean he is aggressive. That is like saying all

of them come from the Ukraine, Poland or other areas ify;mans are dangerous. Why should they put it down when it has
Europe and relate to their past experiences during the wardone no harm? Why kill the friendship that blossomed between
have great sympathy for all those views. Nevertheless, peopl@esel and his owners? _

believe that information should have been provided to thel_rl%ia If you do put him down and he is not dangerous, you have wasted

: - - e life of an innocent dog. In some other States you are allowed to
about the nature of this project. One person has written to ep dingoes as pets, so why not South Australia? So why not

and the letter states, in part: _ . __change the law? Perhaps the law is too harsh?

We have taken the trouble to research the issues within the limits - From the concerned students of St Francis, Lockleys.
of time currently available to us, because we are aware that we shan?1 L. . .
our neighbourhood with a large number of non-English speakind he letter is signed by 238 students of various ages in
migrants. In addition to this we have had the experience of suppordifferent classes at the school campus. | can understand the

ing a neighbour whose experiences in the Second World War madg,mpathy of young people in relating to pets.

L@%T;ﬁlé‘gsgtg?g%g;? égi?gﬁ{?giﬁé%amm”ty’ namely, the police,” \na g a1l we can to encourage young people to be kind
A local business owner has commented to us on the reluctanc@d considerate to one another. We do all we can to encour-

of local people to sign any petition or similar protest regarding thisage students to have and adopt a pet of some kind and

centre if they cannot read or understand the language of what igerefore there is very close and very real feeling for this
written. We also note that no appropriate translated informatio

about the proposed site has been distributed in the area. We WOJ)(?r‘tlcular gnlmal,_the dlng_o. Perhaps in the past we have been
like it considered that protest against the centre has been restricté@ harshiin treating the dingo as a pest rather than a pet. We
to those who can read and whose experiences do not make theghould learn from the original inhabitants of this land who
afraid of authority. domesticated and used the dingo for their own personal
For those members who think that this is just an excuse, henefit. The dingo has a very real meaning and a real feeling
enjoin them to talk to those people and local business peoplgithin the community of this country.
in the area who are strongly supportive in their concerns | do not think that we should just go out willy-nilly and
about the proposal. Itis easy for people like us or people Whelestroy somebody’s pet. Perhaps, as the students have
are academically qualified or who have professional or semguggested, the Minister should now totally review the
professional qualifications and know their way around, butegislation and ask his officers to have an in-depth look at
the average Joe Bloggs out in the community, when projeci§omesticated dingoes and not be so quick to make bold,
such as this are proposed, would not have a scintilla dhyreaucratic decisions as they have done on this occasion. |
information about how they address such a problem. have also received a letter from Hazel Jones of Trinity
It was only when | started putting out information in the Gardens. Hazel Jones is no relation to the Jones who own
electorate about how they could appeal against the centre piiesel the dog. Mrs Jones says:
express their opposition to it that the information came With regard to the matter of Diesel, as Mrs Jones states, she
flooding into my electorate office—information that | believe understood him to be a kelpie cross, my queries are—
they should already have had; information that should have 1. On what basis has Diesel been classified as a dingo?
been made available in more public places than one locatiok00ks are not a criteria. _
information that could have been disseminated by newsletters 2- \S\Fﬁm Where.‘t"’as.the dodg gbtal)”?_"j? their historv b
to households in those suburbs and other people in the arg@aeyeds ¢ o c o ore and dams nas el history been
If I can do it, any member of Parliament or any local  |pelieve this situation is no different to a statement by someone
council can do it. Is it any wonder that these people are angrat he/she has been bitten by a dog. That dog has to be identified
and upset that the value of their properties and their way ghositively before action can be taken. We need positive proof he is

P : dingo before he is taken from the only loving home he knows,
life is to be affected adversely by this proposal? I am noalhere he is fed and watered regularly. If the experts who handle

convinced that this proposal is a viable one. | am Nognimals daily are unable to prove this is the case, then what
convinced that it will not have an adverse effect upon theiqualifications does the Animal and Pest Plant Control Officer have
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over the experts. What are the views of veterinary surgeons? Haspacity, a member of the Rostrevor College staff and had no official

anyone consulted Dr Schulz who | believe is the surgeon for thetatus. The Headmaster also forbade the perpetrator any future access
Royal Zoological Gardens, Adelaide? to the college grounds and warned him against having dealings with
Therefore we ask the Minister to give this further consideration Rostrevor students, especially while they were under the legal

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable Sustody of the college.

. . ’ ’ At no stage was the Headmaster aware of any association
member’s time has expired. between the perpetrator and the youths concerned, nor did their
parents raise any such matter. Rostrevor College did not know that

The Hon. J.P. TRAINER (Walsh): Last night the the perpetrator had ever sexually assaulted or made advances to any
member for Coles for various reasons, mostly no doubt foRostrevor student prior to these offences being revealed in 1988.

: strevor College acted promptly and decisively to protect its
noble reasons, spoke on the subject of sexual abuse Eﬁdents, even though it had no ‘incident’ or accusation or complaint

students, sexual abuse involving an _athletics coac_h Whgh which to make a report to other authorities.

somehow moved from school to school in the 1980s without, When the older brother advised his mother of the incidents and
presumably, having any difficulty in taking adequateshe complained to the Department of Community Welfare in May
references with him. In the course of her remarks, madé988, Rostrevor College cooperated to the fullest by making

under parliamentary privilege, the member cast a cloud ovqaﬁ\?glrlaballttaigrtﬁdents files and giving the family access to this and other

the reputation of Rostrevor College. Because of the many  since the perpetrator was convicted, no other family, student or
occasions in recent years in which parliamentary privilege hasx-student has ever approached Rostrevor College to comment,
been used, there have been moves to allow individuals whdlege, or lay a complaint. To the knowledge of the present college

; ministration, no complaint of a similar nature has ever been made
have been defamed to have a statement in defence $irelation to the college. Rostrevor College did not know of the

themselves read intdansard | hold no brief for the school  perpetrator’s offending, could not have known and did not fail in its
concerned and | hold an absolute and total abhorrence to thiety under mandatory reporting.

practices referred to by the member for Coles. However, | dghat statement is signed by P.D. McGlaughlin, Headmaster,
believe in natural justice and fairness and therefore I intend,q R_j.0Orchard. Board Chairman. | place those remarks on
to read to the House the following statement received today,e record without necessarily endorsing them so that anyone
by all members of this House without implying any endorseyeadingHansardat a later date will be aware that at least one
ment of it on my part. This statement by Rostrevor Collegé the parties referred to by the member for Coles had an

says. alternative view of events.
Rostrevor College did not know that the perpetrator (who was not

amember of the teaching staff) had ever sexually assaulted or made The Hon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen): | do not need to

advances to any Rostrevor student prior to these offences bei . . .
O o in 1988, Mmind this House of the controversy surrounding the

Even the mother of the two boys has conceded Rostrevor Colleg8troduction of poker machines in this State. Indeed, the
did not know of the offending. Opposition recognises that there was a considerable amount
Rostrevor College deplores and deeply regrets what happened ¢ controversy and a lot of concern in the community, and |

the two students. ;
The abuse of children. whether it be in the home, school owant to refer to some of that concern at the present time. It

elsewhere, and whether it be sexual, physical or intellectual, is to bi§ interesting that we have only just learnt that the number of
strongly condemned. poker machine licence applications in South Australia—
A great injustice was done to the two boys and, vicariously, to  Mr Atkinson interjecting:

their family by a person, who, by his guile, won the trust of this .
school and this family as a friend, N (;I’rr(;i::)EPUTY SPEAKER: I call the member for Spence

Itthen gives some background information: The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: —has now reached 100. We
In the Central District Criminal Court in May 1989 a former gre told that the lucrative poker machine industry is expected

voluntary athletics coach at Rostrevor College was convicted of eig i ;
counts of indecent assault involving two youths and was sentence earn the State Government $1 million aweek when in full

to a term of imprisonment which was suspended. swing and that it is on target to start on 28 October, just
None of the offences were committed at Rostrevor College. before the Grand Prix weekend. We are told also that the
The offences were committed between August 1982 and Apriddelaide Casino is tipped to install the first machine, with

1988, when the older brother was aged from 14 years to almost
years, and the younger brother, 15 years and 7 months. At the i Jotels and clubs to follow. Further, we are told that, through

of the offences, the perpetrator was aged between 19 and 25. "the generosity of the Government, as part of the package the
In his sentencing remarks, Judge Lewis said that the perpetratésovernment has promised $2 million to rehabilitate gambling
had no official position of trust in respect of the boys. He was theiraddicts—3$2 million. The money would be provided, we are

coach and ‘acted, in a sense, as a member of their family in relatiogy|d, to welfare agencies if a need could be proved.
to them'’. Judge Lewis stated: ‘| want to make it clear that | am not -

saying that | regard you as being in a teacher/pupil relationship.’ Qhurch qnd vyelfare groups qui'ge rightly havg attacked. this
. S particular situation. They have said that they did not believe
His Honour said in his reasons for sentence,

‘ ) that the Government was serious, and is there any wonder
... [the perpetrator] became a friend of the parents of the boysgh 4t they are saying that? Let us note the comments of the

from 1982 and he spent a great deal of time in the company of th . . ‘oo
family at their home from 1982 onwards.” As well as being a%uperlntendent of the Adelaide Central Mission, the

voluntary athletics coach, the perpetrator also was an unpaikeverend Ivor Bailey, who has referred to it as ‘just another

boarding assistant at the college. His relationship with the colleggolitician’s promise’:

was terminated by his resignation in June 1984 because he had

entered into conflicting employment with another school in Adelaide

The perpetrator continued the relationship with the youths and the

family well after his association with Rostrevor College had

terminated. _ And so the people in this State are still waiting.
In April 1985, when the college became aware of allegations of\jr Deputy Speaker, the Adelaide Catholic Family Service

the perpetrator’s behaviour at another school, the Rostrev irector. Mr Dale West. said:

Headmaster took immediate action to protect the college students. ’ ! )

He wrote to the parents of students who were known to be associat- The money should be provided up front; an agency should not

ing with the perpetrator and informed them that he was not, in anjave to prove a need.

We cannot take this seriously. It is just an afterthought in their
rab for pokie revenue. Mr Bannon made a similar promise in 1984
hen the Casino was established and we are still waiting.
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If any members in this House do not agree with that, then leParliament and the people for its actions and decisions; a
them go out and find out first hand; talk to the non-public sector of integrity and service, able to help free most
Government agencies in the welfare area; go out and talk oeople from personal disadvantage and to assist those in
those people; find out the stress and strain under which thogenuine need; equality of opportunity, choice and excellence
organisations are working at present. To hear that somehow education; high quality health services and a lifestyle the
welfare agencies, already struggling to meet the community’sest of Australia envies; and women participating fully and
needs, have resources to gather information to supportequally in all spheres of our society. That, in a nutshell, is the
submission for funding is absolutely absurd. Liberal vision for South Australia.

I share the concern that is being expressed by those Why do we need the vision and the freedom to grow? The
volunteer agencies, by the non-Government agencies that aggasons have become obvious to members of this House over
extremely critical, and so am |1, of the fact that thisthe past few years. Certainly all Opposition members know,
Government, having agreed to the introduction of pokeand increasingly day by day members of the Government
machines, can now turn around and say, ‘Well, we will do theknow. We heard the Minister of Primary Industries indicating
right thing; we will provide $2 million to try to help those reasons why there needs to be a new freedom and vision
people who become addicted if you can prove to us that thergimply by his references to what is going on within the Labor
is a need. Every member of the Government should bearty and the way its members have been in-fighting and
ashamed of the situation and | urge them to go out and tallpromoting one thing only—their own factions.

| am talking about the members of the Government who  gyer the long years of Labor Government our State and
supported the introduction and who have made it happen.ts people have lost their vision and direction, having been

I have spent a considerable amount of time in the past feyeft such a strong economy by Sir Thomas Playford when he
months talking to non-government agencies about th@as Leader of the Liberal Party. There is no doubt that South
pressures under which they are working, and if any membetgystralia lags behind. Our economy has fallen well behind
on either side of the House are unsure about the support thife growth rates in other States. South Australians have also
those agencies are giving people in need, go and ask themgkt the freedom to grow in a personal sense through reduced
urge all members of the House and particularly theemployment opportunities, a lower quality of education and
Government to listen to the concerns about this issue. The $ithacks to other essential services such as health,
million being provided by Government is a pittance; it is acommunity safety and passenger transport.

disgrace, and if it is genuine it should abide by the promise 11,4 ¢4t of Government to South Australians through the
it made previously and the promise it has now made. taxes and charges that we pay has risen rapidly. In this
respect, | want to refer to some of the statistics as they apply
to employment and unemployment. Job losses in South
Australia over the past 10 years, looked at in real terms,
amount to about 26 000 in addition to what our average
should have been. South Australia’s growth rate is substan-
tially below the national average. In population terms, South
. . Australia over the past 10 years has lost about 75 000
Mr ME_IER (Goyder): | movg. people—an absolute tragedy. If a normal Government had
O e hacam e by ppplemented normal policies to keep the Siate gaing at a
acknowledge); the vision and positive benefits fc?r South Australia’lg;a;rmal pace W'thqm any great eXCess In growth, 75 000 more
future contained within the ‘Freedom to grow’ Liberal vision People would be in this State. Just imagine what that would
statement. be doing for our economy. South Australia’s unemployment
On Saturday 26 and Sunday 27 June a very importarﬁite ha_s been the highest of the mainland States throughout
function occurred in this city. It was the Liberal State the period of the Labor Government.
Convention, held at the Convention Centre, at which the We know so many other statistics. | shall refer briefly to
many hundreds of people present enjoyed a stimulating twigxation. Some of the rises have been astronomical. From
days. In fact they also enjoyed a magnificent speech by m$982-83 to 1992-93 land tax has increased 229 per cent.
Leader, the Leader of the Opposition, the next Premier ofdjusted for inflation and so on, that is a real increase of 144
South Australia, the Hon. Dean Brown. In that speech th@er cent. And we wonder why people do not want to buy in
Leader of the Opposition said that we can make a change fdlis State! Likewise in that same 10-year period, stamp duties
the better—not just a change for the sake of change butiacreased by 202 per cent. The adjusted rate is a real increase
change by which a Liberal Government will give our Stateof 117 per cent—still astronomical. The petrol franchise in
and the people of this State freedom to grow. that 10-year period rose by 403 per cent, the real increase
The Liberal vision for South Australia is for a vibrant being 318 per cent. There is no doubt that South Australia and
economy growing by exporting to the rest of Australia andSouth Australians are suffering, and suffering badly.
to the world; South Australian businesses making a world At the same time we have lost confidence in the
mark with the quality of their production; a private sector freeGovernment’s ability to govern in the best interests of all
to grow without unnecessary Government interferenceSouth Australians. The loss of confidence is symbolised by
regional growth to revive our great primary industries; thethe massive and preventable losses of the State Bank and
highest standards of education and training preparing Soutither Government financial institutions; the failure of the
Australians for satisfying and creative jobs; security ofGovernment to ensure that major development projects
employment for our work force—jobs which will keep our proceed to create jobs; the exodus of company head offices,
communities and our families together and our children immanufacturing facilities and jobs to other States; and the
South Australia rather than having to look for opportunitiesbelief of more and more young South Australians that their
elsewhere; open and honest Government fully accountable tmme State does not offer a future for them.

LEADER'S STATEMENT
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Labor’'s dreams have become South Australia’s nightmareunning Government in the interests of the people—
Let us look at a few of the dreams that Labor had. | will politicians must again be seen to be fighting for people before
simply take some that were promised in 1989; | will not gofighting for narrow Party interests. How applicable that has
back over the whole 10 years. The following major projectsbeen over the past few weeks when we have heard the in-
promised by Labor before the 1989 election, have failed tdighting amongst members of the Labor Government.
get off the ground: the Glenelg foreshore development; the The fifth principle is to underpin all actions and decisions
Tandanya development on Kangaroo Island; the Wilpenafthe Government with ethical principles of honesty, probity
development; the Mount Lofty development; the Marinelandand equity. The sixth is to ensure that Parliament is effective
redevelopment; the Marino Rocks marina; a paper recyclingh holding the Government accountable at all times to the
plant; a Victoria Square facelift, including demolition of people it serves. There is no doubt, as the Leader of the
police headquarters; a tunnel for the O-Bahn under th®pposition said, that the Government must lead and facilitate.
Parklands; an O-Bahn for the southern suburbs; a thir@hat role is proactive, not passive. It provides leadership and
arterial road to the southern suburbs; and a major expansidacilitates but it does not interfere, dominate or control unless
of the Art Gallery. If these promises had been carried ouibsolutely necessary to protect the overall public interest. In
since 1989, they would have created thousands of jobs; buhe Liberal vision, a Liberal Government will give the
as we have come to expect, they were promises and they weskearest possible signals that it is doing all within its power
never carried out. to encourage the private sector to create jobs through

As Liberal Leader, Dean Brown, said to the convention insuccessful competition in national and world markets.
his vision for the future, two major independent reports over The Government will help to create a new era of economic
the past year have exposed Labor’s failure to govern witldiversification, growth and vitality in South Australia through
purpose and a carefully considered strategy. First, accordirtgking the State into the world economy after two decades of
to the Arthur D. Little study, the Labor Government over themissed opportunity. There is no doubt that there needs to be
past 10 years: a balance between the economic and the caring responsibili-

... has not seen the need to implement an industrial policy thdi€S Of the Government. In the Liberal vision there is a
fundamentally addresses economic restructuringy and large, the balance between the economic and caring roles of
policy_ has been one of ‘shooting_ any bird t_hat flies past’ rather t_halGovernment. With a growing economy we will be able to put
planning for the future economic well-being of the State—whichmgre resources into the caring role. Achievement of the
%Bﬁjritrr\]g l;gn%tfg’sg?fggé‘lggclmgsiﬁggé%gs'lc industries as well as ®iberal vision recognises_ that it is a constant r_esponsibilit_y

. ) L of Government leadership to encourage continuing public
Thatis the first study, and we had a full debqte onitin thesupport for a growing economy. In fact, the Liberal Leader
:tast session. However, the Government continues to ignorg iined the principles for promoting economic growth, as

' follows:

The second study by the independent South Australian 1 14 encourage a competitive outlook in the South
Centre for Economic Studies at the UnlYerS|ty of Adelaidepstralian economy.
recently concluded, in analysing Labor's period in office 5 1 recognise that businesses are best run by people and
since 1982, that ‘looking back over this petlod, what ISnot the Government.
remarkable is the absence of any cle,arly enunciated economic 3 \inimal Government regulation of business.
develop.ment. strategy for this State’. . 4. The lowest possible Government taxes, charges and

The irony is that for much of the period covered by thesggeg.
reports t_h(_a_Prem|er, Mr Arnold, was the Minister with direct 5. World-class education and employment training
responsibility for Labor's economic and development;iitutions.

policies. Yet we hear this same person today still sprouting g 14 ensure that institutes of vocational education are real
forth and still trying to cover up the mess, and, after today’s,iornatives to universities.

performange, still speaking h.is Arnoldspgak. . 7. To work on an industry by industry basis to support
As the Liberal Leader outlined in the Liberal vision, the jnrved standards of production and specific new types of

confidence of South Australians will be restored in the ability;estment with a focus on various areas.

of their Government institutions to respond openly and g 1, hartnership with specific industries, to develop plans

effectively to their needs and aspirations. In fact, he outlinegy, their growth which remove Government impediments to
six principles for Government. A Liberal Government will 4,4+ growth.

do this by governing according to certain principles. The first

is recognising that the single purpose of politics is to serve  The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS secured the adjournment

people of all ages and backgrounds and that Governmegt the debate.

policies must be made for people—people are not made for

policies. The second is having, as a Government, a well STATE DEBT

planned and clearly defined strategy for the growth of our

State and its people. The third is encouraging all South

Australians to share common goals for our future through a Mr S.J. BAKER (Deputy Leader of the Opposition):

genuine community partnership—one in which the publicl move:

sector works with the private sector, not against it—a true  That this House endorses the principle that all funds generated

partnership between the Government and people at all levelom major sales of State Government assets be directed to the

from Parliament, through the Public Service to communityreduction of State debt.

organisations, employers and their employees. In moving the motion all members will be mindful of the
The fourth principle is to lead with consistency andsituation that the State Government has put this State in. Itis

pragmatism from a strong philosophic base that strives tabsolutely vital that we get out of the mess that has been

encourage the greatest possible freedom of the individual byreated as soon as possible. | would like to reflect for just a
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minute. | was in the United States and Canada during th&overnment that will bail us out. In the American situation

winter of 1991-92 and travelled from west to east acros$Standard and Poors has the city of New York at a C rating
America and then from east to west across Canada visitingnd Philadelphiataa B rating. Of course, the costs of funds

various state, municipal and federal authorities in the processgave increased dramatically with those ratings. The point |
and looking at finance and budgeting. The compellingam trying to make is that it is imperative that we get our debt
observations that were made need to be repeated in termswider control, but the Government of the day gives us no
how difficult the situation becomes when debt is allowed toconfidence that that can be achieved under its stewardship.
escalate without any management plan. I wish members to reflect on the fact that in June 1990 the

| visited the city of New York which, at that time, had net debt as a proportion of gross State product was 15.4 per
been declared bankrupt and, in fact, needed to enter intoaent, which entitled us to a triple A rating. At the latest
scheme of arrangement with the state and federastimate for June 1993, itis estimated thatitis 27 per cent of
governments. The amount outstanding to the city of Newgross State product. That escalation is due in no small part to
York was some $25 billion, which worked out to a debt ofthe State Bank disaster, which to date has lost $3 150 million,
something like $2 500 per head of population. If you look atwith more to come. In moving the motion | want to make
the State debt today and use Meeting the Challenge as a guideite clear that we have a responsibility to ensure that asset
until the budget is brought down, the figure for Southsales are dedicated to meeting the challenge of getting that
Australia is $8.1 billion for 1.5 million people, and that debt down to more reasonable levels.
computes to around $5 500 for every man, woman and child. | was fascinated to read the report | received on Monday
If we then draw a comparison between the two sets of figure$tom Western Australia relating to its independent audit of
we see that South Australia is twice as bankrupt as the cit$tate finances, the McCarrey report. In that report the
of New York, yet bankruptcy has not been declared in thigarallels between the operations of the two States were quite
State. startling, the only difference being that Western Australia

When | was in Philadelphia that city had also beendoes have a strong growth profile and a capacity, with good
declared bankrupt and had to enter into a scheme of arrangetberal management, of getting its debt escalation under
ment with the state and federal governments to get it out afontrol in the next two or three years and, because of growth
its debt problems. Its debt was around $15 billion forand good management, it will be able to reduce its debt to
approximately seven million people. So, if we apply the sameanore meaningful levels. Currently its debt is 23.4 per cent of
eguation, we are more than twice as bankrupt as the city dhe gross State product compared with somewhat more in
Philadelphia. When | travelled to Canada and talked to th&outh Australia. But the important factor there, of course, is
federal government and some of the provincial governmentshat Western Australia can actually grow itself out of its
I heard the same message. The fishing industry in Newfoungbroblems, whereas South Australia is getting deeper and
land has diminished over the past two decades, and its detdeeper into debt.
problems are just horrific. In fact, 75 per cent of its budget That report noted that the total liabilities of the Western
revenue is spent on its debt servicing requirements. Australian public sector amounted to $17.8 billion, much of

A number of other provinces of Canada have spent up bigyhich accumulated in recent years because of WA Inc. and
not worrying about the future. The difficulties that they face,the various financial scandals that were visited upon that
the loss of population and the loss of economic activity isState by those crooks who were in power—the Labor
quite profound, and they are becoming backwaters in Canad&overnment that was in power—during that period. The State
Some of the major cities in the U.S. will also becomehas a gross debt of $11.3 billion and a net debt of $9.4 billion,
backwaters because, under the scheme of arrangement, trsmmewhat more than our own but, of course, with a popula-
cannot permit the debt to escalate; they have to go into ilon growth and a gross State product much higher than our
management plan which requires them to reduce services apd/n, the debt relationship comes in at 23.5 per cent.
put up taxation. That means that the quality of those cities The report noted that this debt situation had been a direct
deteriorates dramatically. In fact, garbage collection, whichresult of the cavalier attitude and management of the
occurred once a week, is now occurring every two weeks, an@Government by those notables who were in power at the time.
a number of other services in these cities are deterioratinignoted also that, unless the recurrent deficit could be brought
because there can be no maintenance expenditure on thelmack to more meaningful proportions to eliminate the
It is a very debilitating process. They cannot allow thosestructural deficit of $150 million to $200 million a year,
cities to continue to spend without looking at their capacitywhich was going to produce a deficit for 1993-94—without
to repay the debt which they have accumulated over time. QGiny corrective action—of $560 million, that had to be brought
course, New York is no stranger to bankruptcy, because hack by some $300 million to start the regeneration process
was in the same situation some 20 years ago. and the debt reconstruction process.

The State of South Australia under the same terms that| | noted in the summary and recommendations by the
am speaking of, if we applied the American rule of thumb,Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, the McCarrey
would be classed as bankrupt. However, Standard and Poaeport, that the second last recommendation on borrowing and
says that we are rated AA because there are guarantees in o@bt redemption was that proceeds from asset sales should be
Federal and State systems of Government which allowpplied wholly to debt repayment instead of the previous
Governments to continue despite the fact that their debts havg@overnment’s policy of using this income for recurrent
accumulated well beyond the capacity of States such as Souspending. | seek leave to have insertetlansarda table of
Australia, Victoria and Tasmania to repay those debts. Squrely statistical form.
our AA rating is only on the basis that we have a Federal Leave granted.
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South Australian Public Sector Net Indebtedness
1949-50 to 1991-92

Money Real Per Head of As
Terms Terms  Population Percentage

@) (real terms of Gross

basis)® State
Product®

As at end of: $m $m $ %
1949-50 . .t 284 4,396 6,196 61.2
1959-60 . .t i e 752 6,529 6,907 56.9
1969-70 . .ot 1,473 9,296 8,027 49.6
1979-80 . . i et 2,242 5,004 3,824 23.7
1980-8L . .ot 2,397 4,865 3,689 22.8
1981-82 . .ot 2,600 4,688 3,622 22.8
1982-83 . . 2,943 4,896 3,638 23.4
1983-84 . . 3,283 5,095 3,746 21.6
1984-85 . . 3,427 5,037 3,674 19.8
1985-86 . .o et 3,700 5,052 3,654 19.2
1986-87 . .t e e 4,038 5,136 3,689 19.7
1987-88 . .t 4,002 4,725 3,366 17.8
1988-80 . .ttt 4,165 4,527 3,192 16.3
1989-90 . .ttt 4,303 4,461 3,118 155
1990-91 (adjustedy ...... ... ... 6,737 6,819 4,712 23.8

1991-920) 7,268 7,268 4,975 25.7

(a) Real terms adjustment based on the non-farm Australian Gross Domestic Product deflator rebased such that June 1992 =
100.

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (Cat Nos 5206.0 and 5204.0).

(b) Population figures as at June each year.

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics (Cat No 3101.0). A Treasury estimate for June 1992 has been used.

(c) Gross State Product at Market Prices.

Source: Treasury Estimates.

(d) Adjusted for a significant post balance day event, in particular, a further payment of $1.7 billion in August 1991 to State
Bank under the Government’s indemnity arrangement with the Bank.

(e) At the time of preparation of this table, all the accounts of State semi-government authorities had not been finalised,;
accordingly some estimates have been used.

Mr S.J. BAKER: The table is from the financial state- continued in power, we would have more and more money
ment of the Premier at the last budget and shows that at 3@juandered from asset sales on things other than debt
June 1982, which was the last budget managed by the Liberegduction, which is absolutely vital to this State. It is vital to
Government of 1979-82, our debt in money terms was $2 60this State from the point of view of confidence, from the
million and in 1991-92 it was $7 268 million—an explosion point of view of our international rating and from the point
in debt, as people can appreciate. Of course, the Premier hakview of our capacity to provide relief from taxation and
now estimated that it will jump further over $800 million to provide business in this State with a future different from the
$8 109 million as at 30 June 1993. There is some indicatiosituation it faces today.
that the Government is not committed to debt reduction inthe When we look back at the damage that has been done by
way that we would wish. For example, a recent article in thehis Government and the capacity of the Government to repair
Advertiserevealed that $492 million had been the proceedd, we see that some serious questions must be raised as to
from asset sales in the past three years. whether it could ever come up to the mark in meeting the

I checked the budget papers and found that in the pashallenges. | noted in the document Meeting the Challenge—
three years less than $90 million worth of sales had beewhich is a strange reflection on the capacity of the
achieved through the budget sector so, obviously, the sal€3overnment; it should have had a number of question marks
have gone through the agencies and, if we look back to thafter it—that the Government talks about $2 billion worth of
annual statements from those agencies, we see that they hasset sales, yet | can find only $1 billion worth of asset sales.
in fact been treated as revenue, again to boost the return to In my contribution on the Supply Bill | intend to take up
Government or to reduce its capacity to be called upon for ¢his matter, particularly the sale of the State Bank and the
bail-out. So, we have had $500 million worth of asset salesery indifferent comments made by the Premier today in this
and nothing whatsoever to show for it. House in answer to a question during Question Time. It is

Of the $647 million that has come to us from the Federalital that all asset sales proceeds be dedicated to debt
Government to cover the State Bank bail-out, already the firsieduction, because that is the greatest challenge facing this
$263 million has been earmarked for voluntary separatioistate.
packages. That means clearly that, if this Government MrHOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of the debate.
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MITCHAM HILLS nobody really seems to be concerned about it. We hold
forums or discussions or get-togethers, but we do not give the
Mr S.G. EVANS (Davenport): | move: police the resources.

That in the opinion of this House there is an urgent need for more | appreciate one thing about the Darlington Police; if I do
police resources to be made available for proper policing to benake an approach with my colleague the member for Fisher,

achieved in the Mitcham Hills. there is a response on most occasions. Dedicated patrols, the
In moving this motion | want members to understand justmounted police or special unmarked cars are brought in. |
how serious is the situation in that community and how theappreciate that, but they should be there so that these
deterioration of the enforcement of law has allowed thabccurrences are stopped altogether. But there is the argument
situation to decrease over recent years. One does not needhat you cannot walk up to a group of young people and ask,
be very old to remember when one could leave one’s hom&Vho are you and you and you?’, get all the names and
with the doors unlocked; without high fences; without dogsaddresses and go around to the parents and say, ‘What is this
to act as protectors of the home, of the property or othild of 12, 13 or 14 year old child of yours doing at 1, 2 or
individuals; and when one did not need deadlocks or speci@ o’clock in the morning?’ We should be waking up the
screen doors or windows, or to think of methods of stoppingarents and, if the parents are not home, we should wait until
people coming through the roof. they come home and tell them the story. Enough pressure in
People have to look at their roof structure to see whethethat area will eliminate a lot of this.
they can stop these perpetrators against their properties from It is serious. A lady of over 50 years was in her home
coming through the roof of the home. It is not only homes:when an intruder knocked on the door. When she opened the
it is business premises, public property, public toilets andloor and talked through the screen door, he said, ‘Don’t be
even police vehicles that are being damaged, yet we do nafraid. I'm not going to hurt you. Let me just come in and
seem to be determined about attacking the problem. | do ndtave a discussion with you.” She told him to go away, and
accept the argument that the authorities cannot stop it ishe shut the door. She rang the police, who did not get there
Berlin or New York or some other part of the world. We haveuntil nearly two hours later. The intruder was then in the back
it here. yard. Does she not have a right to be concerned and to say
For some reason (and | have said this at other timesjhat there are not enough resources for the police?
attitudes have changed. We have these do-gooders sayingItis no good arguing that we do not have other resources.
that, if somebody gets caught, as happened alongside nfify as occurred at Blackwood, a person pulled up at a bank
office yesterday when somebody was caught shoplifting, theith a pistol and raided the bank, and if the police were there
police should not worry about it: they should just warn the(and they were not, on that occasion), would they stop the
parents. All we are doing is giving them the opportunity tooffender with a camera, take a photograph of them and walk
be more cunning about it next time. | am not saying weaway? Would they send them a notice in a fortnight or three
should gaol them or whip them. If it is a case of the parentsveeks to say, ‘We believe you attempted to break the law,
not being able to control the child, we should offer help to thebecause you were seen with a pistol in the bank and some-
parents. body asked the bank for money’? Do we do that? Of course
We should not run away from it; we should be knockingnot, yet police officers trained to combat crime are put onto
on the door and saying, ‘“Your child has been involved in thighe roads to stop speeding, we are told, because of deaths. |
and people will come and talk it through with you'—not do not know whether there is any difference between dying
necessarily the police, and not these do-gooders in Famiip a motor accident and having a pistol pointed at you and the
and Community Services who in most cases have themselvéggger pulled.
never managed a family successfully. The vast majority of We put police officers on the road, we take a photograph
them usually have problems of their own. It is no goodand we do not stop the offender a couple of hundred metres
having that sort of person telling somebody how to run adown the road, as we do with radar, and say, ‘We believe you
home or how to get their children back to have respectare breaking the limit, because the camera has recorded that.
feeling and love for one another. We all know there is aBut, when the photograph is developed, you may get an
problem there. expiation notice in a fortnight or three weeks.' Do we do that?
The Mitcham Hills community is a small one comparedNo, we do not. We do not care that the person may be going
with the metropolitan area of Adelaide. In one night some othrough a difficult patch in life when they are het up, as one
these offenders deliberately broke up about $8 000 or $10 00ady was (and | have mentioned this previously in the House).
worth of windows. They did not steal anything, but indulgedShe got several expiation notices in two days, because she
in sheer vandalism by putting a brick through the windowshad problems in the world. If she had been stopped on the
They smashed up the public toilets, the tourist informatiorfirst occasion, she would not have offended on the second,
sign and the senior citizens’ windows for about the fifth time;third and fourth.
they set alight to the senior citizens club, to the ANZ bank Mr Hamilton: How do you know?
and to the sports store at the school, doing $6 000 or $8 000 Mr S.G. EVANS: The honourable member is a great one
damage; they burnt down a clothing store worth more thaffior being self-righteous. He is one of the worst offenders, and
$1 million; and they burnt the sports store and broke into théne says the law is a great law. | have had infringement
proprietor’s premises so often that in the end he could not getotices, and | have paid the fine. All | am saying is that we
insurance. They broke into other business premises 18 time® not need to have fully trained police officers carrying out
in 12 months. that work: we can have technicians who are trained for that
In at least one case, the financial and personal pressure hasrpose stopping people down the road. | do not object to the
become so great that the marriage of people who have triegkpiation notice, but | object to the method used in policing
to run a family business has broken up, and there is anothér
burden on the community. The money is not there to pay the The police sit at the bottom of Shepherds Hill Road behind
bills, and the pressures come back onto the individuals. Yet bush to catch the people at the bottom of the hill because
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they speed at that precise point to get up a steep hill. am All | ask is that we recognise that the police have a
assured by some people that the bush will go. | do not blaméifficult problem because of the attitudes that have developed
them for doing it. | am saying that the principle whereby ain the community and because we have said that children
person who sees another break the law and does not stbpve all the rights in the world and parents have none.
them to tell them they have broken the law, in their opinion Departmental officers have said, ‘If the child does not want
but lets them know a fortnight later, is unprincipled in law. to go home or speak to parents, they do not have to do so.
It is unprincipled to see someone breaking the law and nothat is what we have done. We have said to parents, ‘You are
notify them as soon as possible. That is what we are doingust tools of the system’, instead of saying, when there is real
I will leave that subject to come back to the propositiontrouble, ‘We will help you as parents but the children will
that technicians be used instead of fully trained police officersome home and they will sit down and discuss it with you,
who are trained to combat people breaking the law out in thand we will not encourage the children to leave home.’
community. At one home in Eden Hills $40 000 damage was We have encouraged children to leave home through all
done. sorts of pay outs. They can get relief payments to rent a flat
An honourable member interjecting: when they are under 16 or 18 years of age. They are given
Mr S.G. EVANS: The Minister who has this responsibili- money to thumb their nose at their parents and the community
ty in this place says that | am on thin ground; let him go toand laugh. Even when | raised the matter in this House, there
Blackwood and Mitcham Hills and tell people who have lostare some members who laugh at the issue. | say that we want
everything in their house—$40 000 in vandalism—that Imore police resources in the Mitcham Hills, and we need
should not raise this matter in this place. Let him say to thosthem urgently. If other parts of the State have the same need,
people who put a high brush fence around their property tdwould say the same thing for those areas. | have a responsi-
keep people out that, when it is burnt (three of them werdility to the Mitcham Hills, and we need the resources there
burnt in one weekend), that it is not a concern and that how.
should not come into this House and ask for more police The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
resources for that area. member’s time has expired.
That is what the Minister is implying by saying that | am
on flimsy ground. In Mitcham Hills the situation has become  The Hon. J.H.C. KLUNDER secured the adjournment
S0 serious that if some young people wear a scout or guidsf the debate.
uniform they are afraid to walk down the street. We have had
young people assaulted. We have had business houses put  STATE BANK OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA

into bankruptcy. We have had elderly people who will not (PREPARATION FOR RESTRUCTURING)
come to evening meetings. There are elderly people who will AMENDMENT BILL

not go to a function on their own. For example, last Saturday
night a lady was going to have to drive on her own to a The Hon. J.H.C. KLUNDER (Minister of Public
function and she said she would not attend unless a neighbolnfrastructure) obtained leave and introduced a Bill for an
came with her. Unfortunately, the neighbour could not comeAct to amend the State Bank of South Australia Act 1983.
Itis indeed a serious situation. Read a first time.

When we look at the amount of money people spend on The Hon. J.H.C. KLUNDER: | move:
security screens, high fences, buying and keeping dogs and That this Bill be now read a second time.
installing all sorts of security measures, we see that milliong seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
of dollars of resources in this State have been wasted whilgy yansardwithout my reading it.
the Government sits back and looks at fancy ideas to try to Leave granted.
combat the problem. The Government says we should not be

; ; ; This Bill makes a number of technical amendments which will
tough on young peqple. | do not believe in being tough onensure that the preparation for the corporatisation and ultimate sale
young people for afirst offence but for a second offence W the state Bank proceeds expeditiously.

should be really tough and when they commit an offence & |n April, the Government established a high level Steering
third, fourth, fifth and sixth time we should not release themCommittee to progress the corporatisation and sale process.
so that they can go back to a shopkeeper—even though they The Steering Committee has now completed its initial work,

are over 18 years of age—and say, ‘You're the person whipcussing on the steps necessary for corporatisation. Much of this
dobbed me in and I'll get you—I'll kill you. work is of a technical nature. It is also inevitably preliminary in its

4 g conclusions.

Are members laughing and saying we should not be However, it seems likely that corporatisation will need to be by
concerned about it? Is that what we are being told? If we argansfer of the continuing parts of the Bank into a new entity to be
concerned about the situation, why are we not doing someorporatised by 1 July 1994, with continuation of the existing

thing about it? The police need the resources. Stat‘ll'ﬁ;?:loa:;ghrg;:ts)gtion process will involve a major “due diligence”
The Hon. ‘]'H'C'. Klunder !nterjectln_g_: type of exercise on behalf of the Government, including a detailed
Mr S.G. EVANS: | am telling the Minister that | would  3ssessment of individual assets. This is to identify any assets which

give the police more resources. Instead of police sittingannot be transferred to the new company, to assess transfer values
behind desks filling out reports, they should be out on th@&nd generally to ensure that the value and quality of the businesses
road. We have people trained in crime prevention an&orporatlsed for ultimate sale is thoroughly investigated.

- The major focus to date has been on corporatisation. In general,
apprehension of offenders but we do not use them. Anothgfis 105 early to make any statements about the likely sale value of

interesting aspect is that when police officers apprehenghe Bank beyond those that the Government has already made. It is
someone they often feel it is a waste of time, because nothiraso too early to be definitive about the preferable form of sale or
is done. The court merely says to the person Conceme%mlng, which will depend on emerging market opportunities. The

. ) - - P - overnment will monitor these closely. However, no sale of the
Don'tdo itagain. We will give you 25 hours cleaning up the business can take place until after the vendor “due diligence” process

community.” Offenders then say they will not undertake thatas been finalised and no sale could be completed without enabling
punishment. legislation.
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It is clear that there will be a significant legislative program  Proposed section 33 provides that this Part applies both within
involved in the corporatisation and sale process, probably with threand outside the State to the full extent of the extra-territorial
stages. The present amendments, which constitute the first stage, &gislative capacity of the Parliament.
purely to faci.litate fUI’i_ZhE,‘I’ work. The second stage will be to create  The proposed section 34 provides for the following action
the corporatised entity and to transfer the necessary assets agdllectively referred to as the ‘authorised project’) to be undertaken
liabilities. It is anticipated that a bill dealing with this stage will be for the preparation for restructuring and sale of the Bank Group
presented in the Autumn Sitting next year. Commonwealthundertaking:

legislation will also be required. Legislation for sale of the Bank  (3)  determination of the most appropriate means of disposing

would then follow as a third stage, probably in 1994/95. of the Bank Group undertaking and, in particular, whether
The present Bank legislation does not contemplate a the Bank Group undertaking should be restructured by

corporatisation process or preparation for sale. Such a process, by vesting the undertaking in a separate body corporate or

definition, must be carried out on behalf of the Government as the separate bodies corporate in preparation for disposal;

owner of the Bank. In addition to Bank officers, the process must (b)  examination of the Bank Group undertaking with a view

also involve public servants, legal advisers and consultants engaged to its restructuring and disposal;

by the Crown. ) ~(c) any other action that the Treasurer authorises, after
The Steering Committee and the Bank have been proceeding with consultation with the Board, in preparation for restructur-

the initial work without the need for legislation, based on legal ing and disposal of the Bank Group undertaking.
advice to the Government that the Indemnity arrangements are

doubt which may arise at any future time in relation to continuing
work which must now become more extensive in the way alread
referred to.

The Bill provides formal authority and a framework for the work
which must be undertaken in the next phase of preparation fobficers of the Bank and its subsidiaries must, despite the provisions
corporatisation and sale of the State Bank. The amendment section 29a (which provides for confidentiality of Bank customer
authorise such work and provide that the Bank directors and Oﬁ'cerﬁlformation) and any other law, allow persons engaged on the
must provide information required for the work to proceed and T

id th i d ist authorised project, and, with the Treasurer’s authorisation, prospec-
provide any other co-operation and assistance necessary. tive purchasers and their agents, access to information in the

_ Ishould emphasise that the Bank Board has agreed to CO'OPGT?@ssession or control of the Bank or the subsidiary that is reasonably
in the process and supports these amendments. The purpose of faguired for carrying out the authorised project, or disposing of the
amendments is purely to facilitate this co-operation. Bank Group undertaking, and provide any other co-operation,
The amendments also authorise the directors to take account aésistance and facilities that may be reasonably necessary for any of
corporatisation in making decisions on matters in respect of théhose purposes.
Bank. As presently drafted, Section 15 does not allow them to take The directors and other officers of the Bank and its subsidiaries
account of this. are authorised, despite section 15 (which provides for the policies
The amendments also apply stringent confidentiality provisiongind principles to be observed by the Board of the Bank) and any
in respect of any information gained by persons other than Bankther law, to administer the Bank and the subsidiaries taking into
officers as part of this process. The penalties proposed are in exceascount the authorised project and the objective of maximising the
of those which apply to Bank officers under the Act. return to the Government of the State from disposal of the Bank
As | have already noted, these amendments are necessary, l§effoup undertaking.
they deal purely with matters of machinery. They do not provide The proposed section also provides that nothing done or allowed
either for corporatisation or sale of the Bank. These matters will beinder this provision is to—

any other person approved by the Treasurer whose participation or
Yssistance is, in the opinion of the Treasurer, reasonably required for
the purposes of the project.

The proposed section provides that the directors and other

subject to subsequent consideration by Parliament. (@)  constitute a breach of, or default under, an Act or other
Clause 1: Short title law; or

Clause 1 is formal. (b) constitute a breach of, or default under, a contract,
Clause 2: Commencement agreement or understanding; or

Clause 2 provides that the measure will be taken to have come into (€)  constitute a breach of any duty of confidence (whether

operation on 1 January 1993. arising by contract, at equity, by custom, or in any other

Clause 3: Insertion of Part VI way); or

Clause 3 inserts a new Part VI after section 31 of the principal Act (@ constltute a CiYiI or criminal wrong; or .
to provide for the preparation for restructuring of the Bank Group ~ (€)  fulfilany condition that allows a person to terminate any

undertaking. The proposed new Part VI is to consist of 5 sections. agreement or obligation; or _ _
Proposed section 32 defines the terms used in the Part. ‘Author- () release any surety or other obligee wholly or in part from
ised project’ is defined in terms of proposed section 34(1). ‘Bank any obligation.

Group' is defined as being the Bank and the subsidiaries of the Bank. Proposed section 35 provides that a person (other than a person
‘Bank Group undertaking’ is defined as the undertaking of the Bankvho is or has been employed by the Bank) who acquires information
and of its subsidiaries, or any part of that undertaking. ‘Subsidiary’as to the affairs of a customer of the Bank by participating in, or in
of the Bank, is defined as a body that is a subsidiary of the Bankonseguence of, the authorised project must not disclose or make use
according to Division 6 of Part 1.2 of the Corporations Law asOf the information unless the disclosure or use of the information is
modified in its application by subclause (2), or any other body of€asonably required for carrying out the authorised project, or the
entity of which the Bank is the parent entity according to Division Customer approves the disclosure or use of the information, or the
4A of Part 3.6 of the Corporations Law. disclosure or use of the information is authorised or required by some
The proposed new section also provides that in applying DivisiorPther Act or law. It provides a maximum penalty of $50 000 if the
6 of Part 1.2 of the Corporations Law to determine whether a bod{ffénder is a body corporate and in any other case a maximum
is a subsidiary of the Bank, the reference in section 46(a)((iii) of thapP&nalty of $5 000. ) , ,
Law to one-half of the issued share capital of a body is to be taken Proposed section 36 provides that in any legal proceedings, a
to be a reference to one-quarter of the issued share capital of ti§€rtificate of the Treasurer certifying that action described in the
body, and that shares held, or powers exercisable by, the Bank or af§rtificate forms part of the authorised project, or that a person
other body are not to be taken to be held or exercisable in a fiduciafy@med in the certificate was at a particular time engaged on the
capacity by reason of the fact that the Bank is an instrumentality ofuthorised project, is to be accepted as proof of the matter so
the Crown and holds its property for and on behalf of the Crown. certified. An apparently genuine document purporting to be such a
In applying Division 4A of Part 3.6 of the Corporations Law to certificate is to be accepted as such in the absence of proof to the
determine whether the Bank is the parent entity of some other bodgPntrary-
or entity, the Bank is to be taken to be a company to which that
Division applies. Mr S.J. BAKER secured the adjournment of the debate.
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FISHERIES (RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT of the Commonwealth established Fisheries Research and Develop-

ment Corporation (‘the FRDC").
FUND) AMENDMENT BILL The FRDC provides funding for specific research projects of

I . fit to Al lian fisheri lture. F i
The Hon. T.R. GROOM (Minister of Primary \?V%r;/eo}tf) ustralian fisheries and aquaculture. Funds are raised by

Industries) obtained leave and introduced a Bill for an Act - the Commonwealth Government providing unmatched funds
to amend the Fisheries Act 1982. Read a first time. ]gqrt]livalent t% 0-t5_ pe(rGC\flégt) of the average gross value of
. . isheries production (‘ );

The an. TR GROOM: I move: . - State, Territory and Commonwealth fishers and aquaculture
That this Bill be now read a second time. operators providing contributions of 0.25 per cent of GVP;

| seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted  and

in Hansardwithout my reading it. - the Commonwealth Government matching contributions by
L d State, Territory and Commonwealth fishers and aquaculture

eave granted. operators up to a maximum of 0.25 per cent of GVP.

Under existing arrangements commercial and recreational fishery As there is no specific authority under section 32 of the Act to
licence and registration fees are paid into the Fisheries Research afidke such a contribution to the FRDC, itis proposed that the section
Development Fund (‘1R & D Fund’) which is constituted pursuant be amended accordingly so that South Australia can secure research
to section 32 of the Fisheries Act 1982 (‘the Act)). In accordancefunding from the FRDC. o
with section 32, income from licence and registration fees is put In summary, it is proposed that the Fisheries Act 1982 be
towards various research and development programs undertaken &pended so that the Fisheries Research and Development Fund be
the South Australian Research and Development Institute (‘SARDI')utllised for administrative and enforcement purposes as well as for
previously such work was undertaken by the former Department ofesearch purposes.

Fisheries. I commend the measures to the House.

During discussions with Treasury on funding arrangements, Clause 1Short title
Treasury suggested that it would be better to have uniformity in thd his clause is formal.
method of funding operations, preferably through the use of the R Clause 2Amendment of s. 32—Research and Development Fund
& D Fund to meet costs of not only research requirements but alsdhis clause amends section 32 of the principal Act to empower the
costs of administration and enforcement incurred by the Departmeinister to apply money in the Fisheries Research and Development
of Primary Industries (Fisheries). This would also facilitate theFund—

general budgetary process. Furthermore, in light of the adoption of - in making any payment to the Fisheries Research and

special deposit accounts, the expenditure provisions of section 32 of Development Corporation;

the Act would need to be expanded. - in making any payment to a prescribed fishing industry body;
Commercial and recreational fishing sectors have expressed the *  in making any refund required or authorised by the Act to be

view that they would not like to see the R & D Fund used as a made; and o )

common fund to support all departmental activities because this - in defraying the costs of administering and enforcing the Act.

would lead to reduced funding being available for research programs. Clause 3Amendment of s. 46—Regulations relating to fisheries

They consider that research activities should not be compromised agd fishing ] o

there is a need to ensure the long term maintenance of the Statd'$is clause amends section 46 of the principal Act. Paragraph (ba)

fisheries. was inserted by the Statutes Amendment (Fisheries) Act 1993. The
However, the proposed amendment will provide a basis for a ndeference to ‘body’ in subparagraph (iv) should be to ‘committee’.

reduction in the Department’s draw on consolidated funds, such that

fisheries administration and enforcement also could be funded from Mr D.S. BAKER secured the adjournment of the debate.

this source. This is particularly relevant in the current economic

climate whereby government funding arrangements should be FISHERIES (GULF ST VINCENT PRAWN

managed as responsibly as possible, combined with the commercial
fishing industry’s agreement during 1992-93 to contribute 100 per FISHERY RATIONALISATION) (CHARGES ON

cent of the assessed recoverable costs associated with management LICENCES) AMENDMENT BILL
of specific fisheries, phased in over a ten year period.

A specific matter that needs to be clarified in the Act is the The Hon. T.R. GROOM (Minister of Primary
collection and disbursement of money on behalf of the Southndustries) obtained leave and introduced a Bill for an Act

Australian Fishing Industry Council (‘SAFIC’). In 1977, the South ; ; : ;
Australian Government approved annual grants from the R & 0 amend the Fisheries (Gulf St Vincent Prawn Fishery

Fund specifically for the purpose of funding the operations of theXationalisation) Act 1987. Read a first time.

(then) Australian Fishing Industry Council (SA Branch)  The Hon. T.R. GROOM: | move:

Incorporated, and that the grants be financed through increased That this Bill be now read a second time.

fishery licence fees. ; PR
Section 46(b)(xiv) of the Act empowers the making of regula--I Sazl(r]f;\g\?v?hgﬁ;/?nth?ezzcig mijtreadmg explanation inserted

tions that prescribe a licence fee, which may be set according g y g

specified matters. In practice, each year the Department consults with Leave granted.

SAFIC regarding the setting of licence fees for the next licensing  |n October 1991 the House of Assembly Select Committee

year. When the government component is determined, SAFIGnquiry into the Gulf St. Vincent Prawn Fishery recommended that

advises its requirement for each fishery and this is added to thgnumber of changes be made to management arrangements relating

government component. A submission seeking variations to thgy the fishery in South Australia. These recommendations were

licence fees is put to Cabinet. Subject to Cabinet approval, thendorsed by the Government in November 1991.

regulations are amended to specify a total amount that each licence The Select Committee recommended that a management

holder is required to pay. The regulations do not identify the separatgommittee be established to determine policy and its execution in the

components of the fee. Gulf St. Vincent Prawn Fishery. This committee was to consist of—
When the licence fee (or quarterly instalment) is received bythe - g representative of the licence holders;

Department, the government component is retained whilst the - a public officer nominated annually by the Minister of

industry component is forwarded to SAFIC. This arrangement Primary Industries;

operates with Treasury approval. - anindependent chair selected by the Minister and appointed
Verbal advice received from the Crown Solicitor’s Office has for two years.

indicated there is no specific authority under section 32 of the Act The Crown Solicitor has advised that for a management

to provide for money held in the R & D Fund to be disbursed tocommittee to be anything more than an advisory committee, it must

SAFIC. It has been suggested that the Act be amended to accommige given statutory recognition.

date the present arrangement. This is incorporated in the proposed Amongst other things, the Select Committee recommended that

amendments to section 32. the Management Committee be empowered to suspend fishing
Arelated matter that also needs to be addressed is the collectidicences for up to 28 days following breaches of fishing strategy. For

of money from licence holders as a contribution to the funding basa fishing strategy to be enforceable, a breach of the strategy would
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have to constitute an offence against the Act. To give the ManageFhis clause amends clause 5 of the preamble to the principal Act by
ment Committee the power to suspend a licence would involve it irstriking out the word ‘equally’.

making a finding of guilt which would pre-empt the judgmentofa  Clause 4Repeal of s. 4

court. In this regard the Parliamentary Counsel has expresselhis clause repeals section 4 of the principal Act which deals with
concern at allowing a non-judicial body to suspend a licence. the transfer of licences. Section 4 prohibited transfers of licences

The Government has given careful consideration to this matteuntil 1 April 1990 and since that time a transfer of a licence has
and decided that giving such powers to the Management Committegequired the approval of the Director of Fisheries. The Director is
would be contrary to the existing provisions of the Fisheries Actrequired to consent to a transfer if the criteria prescribed by the
which already has scope for licences to be suspended or cancelledgulations are satisfied and an amount is paid to the Director
Accordingly, the Government has decided not to implement thisepresenting the aggregate of the licensee’s accrued and prospective
element of the Select Committee recommendations. liabilities by way of surcharge under the Act, less any component of

The Select Committee also recommended a number of optioriiat prospective liability referrable to future interest and charges in
relating to payment of licence fees and charges. One of the recomespect of borrowing. The section also provides that where the
mendations was that licence holders be encouraged to make largegistration of a boat is endorsed on a licence to be transferred, that
payments to pay off their individual debt. registration may also be transferred.

If individual licence holders are to be encouraged to make larger — The effect of repealing section 4 is that a licence in respect of the
payments on their individual debt, the Fisheries (Gulf St. VincentFishery will be transferable in accordance with the scheme of
Prawn Fishery Rationalization) Act 1987 (‘the Act’) would need to management for the Fishery prescribed under the Fisheries Act 1982.
be amended. This matter was clarified in a judicial review (judgment he criteria prescribed by the Fisheries (Gulf St. Vincent Prawn
delivered May 1991) which determined that the Act provides forFishery Rationalization) Regulations 1990 are identical to, and thus
charges to be levied providing they are levied evenly on all licencéluplicate, those prescribed by the Scheme of Management (Prawn
holders. Under the current provisions, the Act does not provide foFisheries) Regulations 1991 under the Fisheries Act.
avariety of charges to be levied at the same time. The new section 8 substituted by clause 5 of this measure will

Itis proposed that the Act be amended to provide, notwithstandJFOVIde that the .Ilcensee’s. |IabI.|Ity lunder the Fisheries (Gulf st.
ing that all licence holders will incur the same base debt when th&/incent Prawn Fishery Rationalization) Act 1987 will, on transfer
fishery reopens, for different charges to apply to different licence®f the licence, pass to the transferee (the new licensee). Section 38(4)
to enable this to occur if required. of the Fisheries Act already provides that where a licence is

This Bill also provides for an amendment to section 4 of the Act,transferable, the registration of a boat effected by endorsement of the
which stipulates preconditions that must be met before a licence iicence may be transferred. )
respect of the fishery can be transferred. Specifically, the existing Clause 5Substitution of s. 8—Charges on licences )
provisions require the transferor to pay accrued and prospectivehis clause repeals section 8 of the principal Act and substitutes a
liabilities imposed by way of a surcharge on the licence before th&€w provision. ) . o o
Director of Fisheries can authorise the transfer of the licence. The Proposed subsection (1) requires the Minister, by notice in the
accrued and prospective liabilities relate to money borrowed fron§3azetteto quantify the net liabilities of the Fund under the Act as
the South Australian Government Financing Authority (‘SAFA) by at the day fixed by the Minister in the notice (‘the appointed day’).
the Minister of Primary Industries in order to buy back (remove) six  Proposed subsection (2) provides that, as from the appointed day,
licences and boats from the combined Gulf St. Vincent/Investigatogach licence is charged with a debt calculated by dividing the amount
Strait Prawn Fishery. Repayment of borrowed money is to be madéetermined under subsection (1) by the number of licences in force
via a charge on each of the remaining ten licensees. on the appointed day. ] ] )

Itis proposed to remove the charge repayment constraint on the Proposed subsection (3) provides that the debt will bear interest
transferor and allow the transferee (incoming licence holder) t@t a rate fixed by the Minister by notice in tiiazetteand the
assume liability for the prospective licence charge amounts until théiability to interest is a charge on the licence.
debt is extinguished. The proposed variation provides a means for Proposed subsection (4) requires a licensee to pay the debt,
current licence holders who cannot service their licence charges together with interest, in quarterly instalments (which may be varied
leave the fishery and the Government to recoup the debt from futufsom time to time) fixed by the Minister by notice in ti&azetteand
licence holders. payable on a date fixed by the Minister in the notice and thereafter

At present, if a licensee were to surrender the licence or th@t intervals of three months, or if there is an agreement between the
licence was cancelled by the Minister for non-payment of any charginister and the licensee as to payment, in accordance with the
against the licence, there is no provision for recovery of the liabilityagreement. . . . .
other than for the current licensing year. It is proposed that a Proposed subsection (5) provides that where a licence is
provision be included in the Act that in the event of non-payment ofransferred, the liability of the licensee passes to the transferee.
any amount of the liability, the outstanding amount be recoverable Proposed subsection (6) provides that any amount payable by a
as'a debt to the Crown. This would provide the Government with dicensee under the Act may be recovered as a debt due to the Crown.
means of recovering a debt due attributable to a licence holder and Proposed subsection (7) provides that if a licensee is in arrears
help any remaining licence holders by not expecting them to pay fofor more than 60 days in the payment of an instalment, the Minister
a debt incurred by a defaulter. may, by notice in writing to the licensee, cancel the licence. )

Furthermore, the loan from SAFA to the (then) Minister of ~ Proposed subsection (8) provides that where a licence is
Fisheries in respect of the Gulf St. Vincent Prawn Fishery wasurrendered on or after the appointed day or is cancelled under
approved by the Treasurer on the basis that the loan would bgubsection (7), no compensation is payable for loss of the licence and
‘secured’ in order to minimise the possibility of a loss. SAFA had the total amount of the debt charged against the licence becomes due
a prerequisite that the Minister give SAFA a guarantee to meet th@nd payable by the person holding the licence at the time of the
debt servicing obligations associated with the loan. surrender or cancellation. , _

The proposed amendments to the Act are consistent with the Proposed subsection (9) defines ‘appointed day’ and ‘net
Government Financing Authority Act 1982, i.e., the Government idiabilities of the Fund under this Act’ for the purposes of the section.
seeking to secure the loan. This is a straightforward business
requirement similar to that which any bank or finance company Mr D.S. BAKER secured the adjournment of the debate.
would insist upon if it were to lend money to licence holders (or any
other persons).

In essence, Gulf St. Vincent Prawn Fishery licence holders have FISHING LICENCE
an obligation to pay the debt incurred in restructuring their fishery, L. .
and itis thereforg groposed that the existing deficiengcies of the A)::t The Hon. T.R. GROOM (Minister of ~ Primary
be rectified to provide for a more equitable system of meeting thatndustries): | seek leave to make a ministerial statement.
obligation. _ Leave granted.

Clause 1Short title The Hon. T.R. GROOM: | have just become aware of

Th'scgﬁgzeziéé?;mzlh cement yesterday’s grievance debate. In that debate the member for

This clause provides for commencement of the measure on a day {jctoria referred to a meeting with me regarding Mr
be fixed by proclamation. Matheson and a fishing licence for king crabs. The member

Clause 3Amendment of preamble for Victoria stated:
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Do you think | got any further this morning? | did not. The State Bank and Beneficial Finance, in particular, and some

Minister said, ‘I can't do this.’ | said, ‘This guy will go broke. He  of the evidence that has been presented in this House over the
said, ‘No, | cannot do this.’ | lined up the ex-Director of F'She”espast week.

and said, ‘Do you remember the conversation that we had in m . . .
office a month ago?’ He said, ‘Il remember it but we cannot do it Last week | raised certain issues arising from the second

now. And someone in South Australia, who is a small businessAuditor-General’s report of his investigation of the losses of
person, will go broke because the Minister does not have the guts thie State Bank Group. This was my first opportunity to raise
give him an interim licence for 12 months while the matter is sortedhase issues in Parliament. the report having been made
out. . o public during the parliamentary recess. In response, the
And so itwent on. The member for Victoria asked me at thainember for Ross Smith has had some things to say which |
meeting—and present was the General Manager of Fisherigsropose, in this speech, to examine in detail because they
the Director of the South Australian Research and Developprovide even more justification for a reference to the criminal
ment Institute, my ministerial adviser, the member forprosecution task force.

Victoria and myself—to permit Mr Mathison to fish illegally = Before going into this detail, | point out that last week the
while his situation was examined. | declined to do that. Thgormer Premier had two particular complaints about the
Commonwealth licence for Mr Mathison was renewed on 23nanner in which these issues were being raised. First, he said,
May 1983 by the Commonwealth. It allows access only tojt is interesting that this issue was not raised until the first
Commonwealth controlled drop line and long line fishersgay of Parliament. It was not mentioned, not hinted at and not
without endorsement for king crabs. Currently the king crakalked about.’ Yet again the former Premier is trying to
fishery is controlled by the Commonwealth. South Australigewrite history. In a press release on 30 June, the day the
controls the rock lobster fishery up to the 200 mile limit. Auditor-General’s report was released, | had the following
King crab is a slow growing, deep water species which igo say:

pre_sently highly vulnerable to over-f!shlng. Negotiations are The Government misled Parliament in August 1990 about the
taking place on the transfer of this fishery to State control. reasons for Mr Baker and Mr Reichert suddenly leaving Beneficial.

I made quite clear to the member for Victoria that it wasThe Government protected the very people the Auditor-General now
not possible to issue an interim licence because it would b%asyssergust accept much of the responsibility for Beneficial’s massive
ineffective, as the Commonwealth is legally the principal ™~~~ )
manager of the fishery. | was not prepared to accede to tH&/ith this statement, | gave the media a copy of an extract
honourable member's request that | allow or condone Mfrom Hansardof 7 August 1990 showing what the former
Mathison to fish illegally. On examining the material put to Premier said about reasons for the sudden departure of
me by the member for Victoria—I have a great deal ofMessrs Baker and Reichert from Beneficial Finance. The
sympathy with this situation—I recommended that what mrfollowing day, 1 July this year, | made further reference to
Mathison should do, and what he should have done since Htis matter in another press release, as follows:
least June, is to appeal to the Commonwealth. My department South Australians are entitled to be appalled that the Managing
wou assit nhat appeal by olowing i request D61 o Seneiot narce recehed nurcraton ol iy
the appeal be de_alt with urgent_ly; my dep?rtme”t_wou'd Wmif Beneficial's $1 000 million destruction were sown. Mr Baker's
and set out the circumstances in which this situation occurregemuneration in just these three years was more than the average paid
In the meantime, | also indicated that, if the control of theSouth Australian worker receives in a whole working life, yet it is

fisheries transferred to this State and Mr Mathison establishéf€ average paid worker who will carry the financial burden of the
ilures of Mr Baker and others for many years to come. Mr Baker

prior participation in the fishery through a successful appez1@ceived a severance payment of almost $200 000 when he left the
for access to AFCA, he should be required to purchase a Stageémpany in August 1990. His right-hand man, Mr Reichert, received
marine scale fishery licence for continued access to themuneration of almost $600 000 over these three years and a
fishery. | also said my department would write to the southeri§everance payout of more than $100 000.

zone rock lobster fishery and seek its views on this issue da fact, Mr Deputy Speaker, | was being rather too kind to Mr

a matter of urgency. In fact, at that meeting every assistandeeichert in my press release: his actual remuneration over
was given to the member for Victoria by way of information these three years was more like $804 000 and not the
and explanation, and | indicated that | had a great deal 6600 000 | actually stated in the press release. My statement
sympathy with the situation but that | as Minister was notof 1 July continued:

prepared to act illegally or to condone illegal action. The Government must accept ultimate responsibility for these
excesses because it put them beyond the scrutiny of Parliament.

SUPPLY BILL (No. 2) Evidence given to the royal commission shows that in 1984 and
again in 1988 action was taken to ensure State Bank Group executive

. . salaries were not revealed to the Parliament and to the public. Had
Adjou.rned debate on second reading. these levels of salaries been revealed, there would have been
(Continued from 4 August. Page 37.) demands to curb them. Had the Government listened to the more

than 200 Liberal questions in Parliament in 1989 and 1990, the

The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Leader of the Opposition): causes of the State Bank Group’s massive losses would have been
: . more quickly identified and dealt with. However, far from acting on

Through this Supply Bill, we are moving to appropriate $980,,; questions, the Government even protected Mr Baker and Mr
million to keep the Government of South Australia going forreichert after their sudden departure from Beneficial in August

a few more months. Therefore, it is appropriate that in this1990. Parliament was misled about the true reasons for their
debate | make a direct link between what the Supply is fofleparture.

and the subject | am about to raise. One of the substantidlhat is the end of my press release. The former Premier was
reasons for the appropriation of $980 million is to pay thewrong when he claimed last week that | had not previously

interest on the debt that has been incurred on behalf of athised the issues of the Government’s protection on these
taxpayers of South Australia by the collapse of the State Bankorporate cowboys. It was the former Premier who was

Group and Beneficial Finance. | wish to take this opportunityconspicuous by his lack of comment on the second Auditor-

to refer to some of the events surrounding the collapse of th&eneral’s report. The former Premier also complained last
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week about my use of the word ‘conspiracy’ in questioningevident. For example, on 7 August 1990, the former Premier
this matter. In fact, this should not surprise him. He has heartbld the House:

it before in the context of these events within Beneficial The viability and strength of the State Bank and the State Bank
Finance. It was used by the former State Bank Chairman, M&roup is important to South Australia. | can assure the House that
Simmons, when he spoke to the former Premier on 30 ‘]u|shere are no fundamental concerns there whatsoever.

1990. That is an astounding statement from a Premier who knew

Diary notes of Mr Simmons for a meeting he had with thefrom an independent source that Beneficial Finance had $1
former Premier on that day—just before the sudden departutgllion worth of non-performing assets, and it was going to
of Baker and Reichert—show that Mr Simmons used the termost at least $100 million a year just to service those non-
‘conspiracy of silence’ in explaining to the former Premier, performing assets. What an astounding statement to come out
the member for Ross Smith, the effect of the alleged illegaWith within literally one or two weeks of having been told of
loans. the potential financial collapse of Beneficial Finance.

I will now examine further just who may have been The Premier said this when he knew Beneficial Finance,
involved in that conspiracy of silence. First, the House shoulés the major subsidiary in the State Bank Group, was on the
recall the background to the events of July and August 199Goint of financial collapse. It is against this background that
Ample evidence was given to the royal commission to showthe House can now further consider what it was told at this
that Beneficial Finance was allowed to take on increasinglyime about the departure of Baker and Reichert from Benefi-
high risk business without adequate control. Annual profitial Finance—and what then actually happened, now that we
plans submitted to the Government identified Beneficial’shave the full evidence from the Royal Commissioner’s and
shift from 1985 onwards to wholesale and larger commerciahe Auditor-General’s reports.
transactions, product diversification in leasing and purchasing What clearly emerges is an orchestrated conspiracy to
of joint venture leasing finance companies. Also in 1985, theover up and to conceal. The Government had only one
Government gave Beneficial the right to make majorpolitical objective: not to identify precisely what the position
acquisitions without Government approval—an action whichwas with Beneficial and what action was necessary to protect
attracted the following comment from the Royal Commis-taxpayers as the ultimate guarantors of Beneficial's oper-
sioner in his first reportThe possibility of risk in asset growth, ations: far from it.
which was not subject to any financial reporting to Government, was Throughout this period, the Government behaved with
simply not addressed. . L o

only one motive—to minimise political damage. Far from the
o much touted ‘hands off approach’ claimed by the former
In 1986 the Government was told of Beneficial's 'nVOIVementPremier, we can now identify a series of scandalous events

in luxury car leasing to minimise Federal tax obligations—a : .
matter still under investigation, | point out to the House, bsl no\;]v(l;lgz? :gfhgf;/he;grﬂ)egvig? the bank conspired together to

Federal authorities. The Government knew that Beneficial . .
was developing an extensive network of off balance sheet On 30 July 1990, the former Premier and two of his

companies forced, at least in part, by the Government’ ndc\i/(ljS:r:fa’lllwl\//_l\rng:rrsrgg da\?v(cj) rl\lfsr, %?;Laend; e@ga?ﬂgrimgropﬂsr.
insistence that the State Bank should reduce the income t Y, P )

liabilities of its subsidiaries. immons’ notes of this meeting record information being

. _— rovided about an audit revealing several Beneficial exec-
The Government became aware, soon after it was initiate

. ; . ..~ -Utives having made unauthorised loans to a Melbourne joint
in October 1989, of a major Federal tax audit of Beneficial Sventure, which was in default, to a level of $37 million. It was

activities. In December 1989, the SAFA Board requested At this meeting that Mr Simmons spoke of a ‘conspiracy of

gzt(?l’l]t rs\gg/vvr?frtggecdog]gr?g%/éilgl’zent:g:j?t%ltge%?ﬁ 'ﬁlrjég?ﬂ?g%ilence’. The former Premier was also told that this matter
9 9 ?uld lead to civil or criminal charges.

and debenture ratings as it became increasingly evident tha In his statement to the House last Wednesday, however,

the company faced major losses because of property €XPfie former Premier tried to pretend that he had not been told

sures. e ; . X
of any specific loan which was under question at the time. |

St I?y \éulka?](()j, g‘entci)Vielmlg?ﬁnrg Wasvvvrell iﬁV\(/ar:a tha:itheread that statement to the House earlier today during Question
ate bank a eneficia ance were ery S€loUme | now find that there is clear evidence that he was told

financial trouble. By the end of that month, July 1990, a Pric . e T
; = . e ) © n 30 July by Mr Simmons, who made a note of it in his diary
Waterhouse investigation had identified that Beneficial haznd produced it to the royal commission. This is what the

non-performing assets approaching $1 billion dollars, whic : : .
would cost the company $109 million to fund in 1990_91'?3rem|er said last week:

i i i fi It was in that broad area that the suggestions were being made
alone. The Royal Commissioner concluded in his first reporBack in 1990 that the Leader of the Opposition treats as definitive

that by this time: information to the Government and definitive information of
... both the Treasurer and Treasury understood that Beneficiglisdemeanour and criminal activities.
Finance Corporation was a disaster. Other evidence clearly puts the lie to this. Mr Simmons

| ask the House to remember that date: July 1990. Here wascalled to the royal commission that the former Premier was
this independent report from Price Waterhouse that hatvery angry particularly with the reference to the Melbourne
identified this $1 billion worth of non-performing loans and joint venture.’ That is in the royal commission transcript at
a potential $100 million-plus cost each year to Beneficiapage 1344. The evidence of Mr Anderson also was that this
Finance. However, the Parliament in the next month wagint venture was the one discussed in most detail as giving
given a completely false picture and a completely differentise to possible criminal charges.
story. | pause at this point to relate briefly to the House the
I would now like to pick up what was said to this circumstances of this joint venture in Melbourne. In August
Parliament in August 1990, soon after the Premier’s and th&989, six executives of Beneficial Finance obtained company
whole Government’s knowledge in July 1990 had becoméoans of $475 000 to fund their share of a $2.5 million
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investment in a property development known as the Jolefive years gaol. Obviously these are very serious matters. In
Court project. Mr Baker’s and Reichert’s share was $100 00@ommenting upon them, | do not seek to convict Baker,
each. Reichert or Martin, Martin being the other executive involved
According to the Auditor-General's report, there was nowho, according to the Auditor-General, should be further
original documentation of this loan. When that documentatiorinvestigated. However, at least some of the matters raised by
was sought, Mr Baker prepared a very short handwritteithe Auditor-General were obviously evident to those in the
authorisation, which did not comply with company policy bank who dealt with this matter at the end of July 1990, and,
requiring full and complete documentation for all such loansaccording to Mr Simmons, he told the former Premier all that
Nor did the submission to the Beneficial board proposing théde knew. Most of the evidence that | have revealed was
company’s involvement in this property development identifyobviously known to Mr Simmons and other executives and
the participation of those executives. The joint venture waslirectors of the bank, and certainly directors of Beneficial
with Viaduct Services Pty Ltd—a member of the Tribe andFinance, and Mr Simmons, as Chairman of the bank, told the
Crisapulli group of companies. The Tribe and CrisapulliPremier all that he knew. So we can assume that the then
group of companies was a major client of Beneficial FinancePremier, the member for Ross Smith, basically knew all the
However, a month after the executives had lent themselvegcts that | have so far highlighted to the House.
this money, Beneficial became aware that Tribe and What did the Government do on being told at that time
Crisapulli was in financial difficulties. that executives who may be directly responsible for losing
The Auditor-General has reported that the involvement ofaxpayers many millions of dollars could also be guilty of
Beneficial executives with a company client in these circumfraud? At that stage we had potential allegations of fraud
stances meant ‘the potential for a conflict of interest on th@iven to the Premier and we also know that the Premier at
part of the six Beneficial Finance executives is patent.” Som#hat stage knew that there was $1 000 million of non-
of those executives were involved in the credit approvaperforming assets within Beneficial Finance. How could the
process, including applications by Tribe and Crisapulli formember for Ross Smith, as Premier of this State, with those
further loans from Beneficial Finance. In other words, theytwo vital bits of information given to him in July, confirmed
had their own personal vested interest out of money illegallyn @ independent report by Price Waterhouse, stand up in this
borrowed from Beneficial Finance. They had their ownHouse and make the sort of statement that he made on 3
personal interest with Tribe and Crisapulli, but at the saméwugust? One can only conclude that there was a very deep
time they were sitting down and approving additional loanand well thought through conspiracy by the member for Ross
facilities for Tribe and Crisapulli and assessing the risk ofSmith, the former Premier, to hide the true facts from this
their existing loans. It is absolutely incredible how they couldParliament.
be in there with a direct financial benefit but purport to be  For the past two weeks we have simply been making sure
carrying out activities of an independent nature on behalf othat these matters are exposed to the scrutiny of the criminal
a company which had made substantial loans to thigrosecutions task force so that it will have an opportunity to
company. investigate them. Based on the sort of evidence that | bring
An honourable member interjecting: before the House now, members can clearly see the serious
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Exactly; the member for nature of this matter because the true facts have been hidden

Ross Smith knew the details. | shall bring out some mordfom this Parliament. It is about time they came out. It is
astounding evidence in a moment about other statemengout time that the man who was ultimately responsible and

made by the Attorney-General regarding Beneficial Financ@ccountable and who knew most of these facts was held
and where it stood. The Auditor-General stated: accountable, and | refer to the former Premier, the member

. R . T for Ross Smith.
Without the continuing financial support of Beneficial Finance

to the Tribe and Crisapulli group, Viaduct Services may not have, . Letus get him out there and hqld him respon3|ble before
been able to perform its part in the Jolen Court project, potentiallfhis task force. | take up another issue at this stage because
resulting in the executives losing their investment, itself funded bythe Premier in the House today kept saying, ‘Refer these
Beneficial Finance. matters to the royal commission. All of the evidence is before
Here we have the Auditor-General acknowledging that therghe royal commission, and the royal commission can look at
was a complete and direct conflict of interest. He alsdt’. | pointoutto the Premier and | point out to the House that
reported: the fourth term of reference of the royal commission specifi-
... there would, on any reasonable view, be pressure upontho&.§|Iy gxcludes the potentlgl for the Royal CommISS|on¢r to
executives involved in the credit approval process to ensure, so f&xamine the former Premier, the member for Ross Smith.
as they were able, that the Tribe and Crisapulli group received An honourable member. He knows it, too.
continued funding from Beneficial Finance, and that no actionwas The Hon. DEAN BROWN: He knows it. In other words,
taken that could result in a financial crisis. he put up a sham this afternoon trying to deflect the heat from
The Auditor-General found that some of the Beneficialhimself and turn it onto the member for Ross Smith. He set
executives subsequently participated in credit approvalp a sham knowing full-well that the fourth term of reference
processes to extend Tribe and Crisapulli’s credit facilitiesof the royal commission specifically excludes examination
with Beneficial. However, their involvement with the Jolen of any of the politicians and any of the ministers, including
Court project in association with Tribe and Crisapulli was notthe member for Ross Smith, the former Premier. It also
disclosed in relevant credit submissions to the board oéxcludes examination of the Premier himself and the
Beneficial Finance. In the event, Beneficial's exposure to th@ttorney-General who, as | am about to reveal, made very
Tribe and Crisapulli group resulted in multi-million dollar profound statements to this Parliament and, as a result, gave
losses. The precise amount has yet to be identified. false information to the Parliament for which | think they
The Auditor-General draws attention to various laws andgshould now be fully accountable.
company regulations which may be relevant to this matter So, there is clear evidence of a conspiracy that has been
and which carry maximum penalties of $20 000 in fines anatarried on by the former Premier. By refusing to allow this
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matter to be referred to the prosecution task force, | believ®oss Smith is now saying something quite different. This is
the present Premier is indulging in that conspiracy to hide thbased on what he said to this Parliament last week.
facts. It is about time he came clean. Did the Government, for When confronted with the second Auditor-General's
instance, ensure that the matter was immediately and fullgeport revealing many facts the Government had conspired
investigated? Did the Government answer legitimatdo hide and the reality of his own inaction, he told the
parliamentary questions with the truth so that the public, aParliament last week, ‘At the time of the separation of Baker
the ultimate guarantors to the State Bank Group, could seend Reichert’ the board of Beneficial Finance told him it did
just what was occurring? Frankly, the Government didnot believe ‘there was substance in it and there was no way
neither. It waited for a further six months until it was forced that it could be pursued’. So last week, confronted with the
to admit that it had known for a long time that the State Bankact that he had conspired to hide the facts at the expense of
Group was in serious trouble. It waited that long beforeall South Australians, he changed his story, and changed it
initiating an investigation. very substantially from what he had told the royal
Before the inquiries by the Royal Commissioner and thecommission. In fact, he told this House last week the exact
Auditor-General were called there was an orchestrated covepposite of what he had told the royal commission, and the
up by the then Premier, the member for Ross Smith, and a#ividence is there in black and white.
of his Cabinet because there is now clear evidence that the If this is now the true explanation, the former Premier
Cabinet of the day knew about Beneficial Finance being iryave false evidence to the royal commission, along with Mr
serious financial trouble and the true reason why Baker animmons and his two senior advisers, Mr Anderson and Mr
Reichert were dismissed and about the false informatioarrand. The consideration of all the evidence leads to the
given to this Parliament by Mr Bannon as the then Premieconclusion that there was no proper investigation and that the
and member for Ross Smith. On 31 July 1990 the Premidsank and the Government hoped to sweep this matter under
attended another meeting with Mr Simmons during whichthe carpet. On 6 August 1990 tialvertiserreported the
these executive loans were specifically discussed. Then orf@mer Premier as saying the Government would not
August Mr Baker was called into a State Bank board meetingnvestigate the departure of Baker and Reichert. So, here is
and confronted with the fact that he may have behavedore of this complex web of lies and misinformation being
improperly. His resignation was immediately sought. fed out by the former Premier. On 3 August he says there was
On the same day Mr Simmons telephoned the formea disagreement between Baker and Reichert and the directors
Premier, the member for Ross Smith, and said, ‘Baker isn where the company was heading. We know darn well that,
talking to people’ about his departure. Mr Simmons was toldn fact, those people were being investigated for illegal
that the former Premier wanted—and Mr Simmons wrote thigictivity. We know that the premier knew about that and that
down in his diary—'to make sure that strategies were in placéhe Premier knew at the time that there was a full investiga-
to deal with the situation’. In other words, ‘Let us have ation about to get under way, and yet on 6 August he said that
cover up. Let us hide the true facts to save our own politicahe would not investigate the departure of Baker and Reichert
necks'. The following day the bank issued a statemenany further.
announcing that Mr Baker was retiring and that Mr Reichert Can | suggest that perhaps around 6 August the Premier
had resigned. According to a bank spokesman Mr Baker'sould have picked up the telephone and told someone not to
retirement had been planned ‘for some time’. The truth wagroceed with any investigation? Can | suggest that could be
to be concealed, and the House should continue to ask whygart of the conspiracy that is now hidden from South
Was it that the Government and the bank feared that MAustralians, because it is quite clear that Mr Bannon, the
Baker would be a whistleblower and that he would bringformer Premier and member for Ross Smith, has changed his
down other people with him by revealing the truth of whatstory consistently from one extreme to the other on these very
was really going on within the whole of the bank and not jusimportant matters, and it is there in black and white for
Beneficial Finance? everyone to see? The then Premier gave the same advice to
On the same day, 3 August 1990, Mr Simmons had ar Anderson, his ministerial adviser.
meeting with Mr Anderson and Mr Garrand at the Premier's According to Mr Anderson’s evidence to the royal
office. All the participants at this meeting gave evidence tacommission, he had advised the former Premier to be more
the royal commission that any investigation of the allegegublic about Baker and Reichert. This is very significant.
criminal actions of Baker and Reichert had not been comHere is Geoff Anderson saying to his boss, the then Premier
pleted at this time. According to the evidence of MrJohn Bannon:
Simmons, ‘the investigation wasn't completed at that stage | ook, you must be more public about the reason for Baker and
and there was, | believe, as | have said to the Premier, it mageichert departing. You have given a reason to Parliament. | know
be criminal rather than civil”. It is quite clear that investigat- that what you said to Parliament was wrong, inaccurate, misleading.
ions were being conducted, they were not completed and thdye has gone to the Premier, his boss, and pleaded with him:
were of a very serious nature because they were |Ike|y to be For goodness sake, be more public.
criminal rather than civil, and he should know, because Mj

Simmons is a very experienced lawyer. .
s . : Be honest. Get up and tell the people of South Australia what
The former Premier, in his written evidence to the rOyalreally has been going on with Beneficial Finance. Tell them that

commission, stated that at the time of the departure of Bak&saker and Reichert were carrying on illegal activities and that
and Reichert he was told that this was ‘either being investiBeneficial Finance was in serious trouble with non-performing loans
gated or would be investigated’. He repeated this point in hi§f $1 000 million.

oral evidence to the royal commission saying, ‘I was notAnd what did the Premier say back to Mr Anderson? He
aware of the outcome of that particular inquiry’. So, the therrejected this advice and did not ask him to take the matter
Premier told the royal commission that investigations werdurther. That is the reason why | alleged last week that these
under way and he was not sure of the outcome of those andere illegal activities carried on by the Premier in
they were pretty serious matters. However, the member fadeliberately conspiring to hide the true facts and, in particu-

n other words:
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lar, conspiring to hide illegal activities being carried on bygiven no such information by Mr Simmons. The only
Baker and Reichert. The Premier, as the most senior man information he was given related to illegal loans that Baker
this State, the most senior man in Government, had evergnd Reichert had been giving to themselves and possible
responsibility to make sure that investigations were undertakflegal activities and the need for an investigation, which the
en immediately yet, when his own senior adviser GeoffPremier refused to have carried out. On the same day, in
Anderson put to him ‘for goodness sake get some investigatesponse to a second Liberal Party question, which asked
ions carried out, reveal the true facts and be more publizwhether the State Bank Group had attempted to deceive the
about this issue, be up front and be honest’, the then Premigublic with its public explanation for the departure of Baker,
said ‘No.” What a disgrace! Yet that same man continues toéhe former Premier had this to say:

want to hide from being subject to possible investigation by | did not think there is a question of deception. The disagreement
the criminal prosecution task force. Mr Anderson was asketietween the board and Mr Baker was in fact explained by me in

during his royal commission evidence: response to questions to this House and by statement, and that is

. . where the matter rests as far as | am concerned.
Did he [the former Premier] suggest to you that you should do . .
something about it or that he would do something about it? In other words, having been challenged again that he was

Mr Anderson said: misleading this House, he again restated the facts he had

He did not ask me to d thing about it given previously, knowing them to be wrong. So, there could

€ did notaskme o do anything about it be no slip of the tongue or anything like that. The facts were

On 7 August, four days after the departure of Baker anghyt to him twice in the one day and twice he misinformed this
Reichert, the Premier’s office concocted with the bank #House, based on the evidence now presented. Not even the
phoney explanation to give to the Parliament. Mr Garrand angsovernment's own closing submission to the royal
Mr Simmons agreed that the explanation should be that thegiommission attempted to maintain this lie. The Government's
departure was due to a difference of opinion with the boargywn submission to the royal commission at the end of all the
on the performance and direction of Beneficial Finance. Th@yidence had the following to say:

form_er Premier obediently gave this exp_lanatlon to The Treasurer and his advisers were told that Baker and
Parliament later on 7 August. When it was considered beforgeichert's departure was because of their own failings.

f[he royal commission, t.he Commissioner (Mr JaCObS)So, the Government's own counsel concedes to the Royal
interposed during the evidence, immediately stopped th%ommissioner that the real reason was that Baker and

proceedings and said: Reichert had obviously carried on illegal activities, yet the
The reason it was announced publicly—I am going to putit quitepremier, even last week—even today—stood up and denied
bluntly—it really wasn't true, was it? ~that he knew about it. The man is a hypocrite. The man is a
In other words, the Royal Commissioner was accusing thgisgrace. The man does not deserve to sit in this Parliament
then Premier of misinforming and misleading this Parliamentany longer and get a dollar in salary or an extra dollar in his
Itis not my accusation: | am saying that is exactly what thesyperannuation. He has deliberately conspired to hide the true

Royal Commissioner was saying about that evidence. In momgcts as to what was going on at Beneficial Finance, and such
judicial terms, the Commissioner repeated this view in his man does not deserve to be here.

firstreport. Last week the former Premier tried to claim that - The real problem now is that there is clear evidence that
he had truthfully answered the question asked of him on perhaps some of the other Ministers knew these facts, and
August 1990. Of course, we know that is plainly not true atthey are all sitting there deliberately trying to protect

all. Let me go back to the question. It was: themselves from the truth being revealed and protect
... what explanations has he received for the departure of Bakéhemselves from prosecution. The Auditor-General’s report
and Reichert? makes abundantly clear that this matter could and should

In other words, what had the Chairman of the board told théhave been immediately and fully investigated at the time of
Premier—not what the Premier thought, but what he had beethe departure of Baker and Reichert. However, instead of
told? We have clearly found that out from the diary evidenceoutting them in the dock to answer questions for themselves,
of Mr Simmons who made the note that he told the Premiethey were given severance payments totalling almost
all that he knew, including the fact that Baker and Reicher$300 000 and were not subject to any investigation until
were most likely carrying on illegal activities. The only many months later.
explanation that the Premier received was that related to | would suggest that it was not severance money but
alleged improper company loans. It had nothing whatsoevesilence money. It was money paid to Baker and Reichert to
to do with any disagreement over the direction or performshut them up and make sure they did not tell the people of
ance of Beneficial Finance. South Australia the true facts of what was going on in the
The answer he gave to the House on 7 August 1990 waState Bank. Who would go and pay $300 000 in severance
pure fabrication, of which even the Minister of Tourism (the payment to people who were suspected of illegal activity?—
so-called fabricator) would have been very proud. But that imo-one, unless they wanted to make sure they were well and
not all that should concern this Parliament at present. Thisuly silenced and had some perk for making sure they did not
matter was also questioned on 14 August 1990, 15 Augustpen their mouths. That is the clear part of the conspiracy of
1990, 13 December 1990 and 20 March 1991. On eacWhich we now find John Bannon, as Premier of South
occasion the former Premier refused to reveal the truth to thidustralia, was part.
House, as we know clearly from the royal commission and That is the reason why we want these matters investigated.
from the Auditor-General’s evidence. This shows outrageous negligence and total contempt for
Let me quote one of these examples. On 13 Decembéaxpayers, who are now shouldering the burden of paying for
1990 he told this House that Mr Baker had left because dthe losses incurred by quite reckless corporate and political
‘some fundamental disagreements between Mr Baker and theehaviour. The refusal of the present Premier to act on this
board of Beneficial Finance as to the way in which thematter now raises very serious and obvious questions about
company should operate’. As | point out, the Premier wasvhether other Ministers also have things to hide.
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Evidence given to the royal commission shows that durindo refer the matters | have raised in this speech to the criminal
1990 the present Premier had a number of discussions wigirosecution task force, because this House and the taxpayers
Mr Rod Hartley about problems in the State Bank Group. Irof South Australia are entitled to know answers to the
early August 1990, at the time of the departure of Baker antbllowing fundamental questions: first, what was known (and
Reichert, Mr Hartley told Mr Anderson that Mr Baker had by whom) about the alleged illegal actions of Baker and
been lending himself huge amounts of money. This was in thReichert before they were allowed to leave Beneficial
context of Mr Hartley revealing to Mr Anderson bad Finance; secondly, why were they allowed to leave with large
problems at Beneficial. At the same time, Mr Hartley wasseverance payments when they were suspected of criminal
also talking to a person in the present Premier’'s ministeriahctivity; thirdly, why did the former Premier not ensure that
office. In a telephone call to Mr Simmons on 10 August 1990an immediate and full investigation into their activities was
Mr Hartley advised (and | quote from Mr Simmons’s own begun to establish the truth or otherwise of their criminal
diary entry): behaviour; and, fourthly, what information did the former

Lynn Amold's secretary believed that Beneficial was the bigPremier give to his ministerial colleagues at the time about
target in Parliament. the departure of Baker and Reichert?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Hon. T.H. Hemmings): | do The present Premier has a dluty to this House to get to th.e
not want to stop the flow in any way, but for the past 10bottom of these matters. Previous questions asked in _thls
minutes the Leader has had his back to the Chair. House h_ave not been answered in a truthful way. Ther(_a is a

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | apologise, Mr Acting lot qf ewdencg of an qrghestrated cover-up;.the conspiracy
Speaker; | did not mean to do so. Can you imagine, Sir, th fsilence within Beneﬁual bec"’.‘".“? amuch W'der. conspiracy
the Premier of the day, knowing the facts about the $1 ooff conceal alleged illegal activities by executives. On a
million loss, knowing the direct impact on the budget of $100"UMPer of occasions in this House the Liberal Party has tried
million a year, knowing the illegal activity going on in to bring out the whole truth, but the Government is still trying

Beneficial Finance, failed to notify any other Minister? Ijustto evade the key questions. If this Government is sincere

cannot believe that he failed even to raise the subject in tha20ut wanting to make all those responsible for the massive

Cabinet room. Who—even the Premier—could possibly hoIdosses of the State Bank Group accountable for their failures,
back that sort of information and not tell his other Cabinet will not V(‘;a't for“? mlr};ute Ionﬁer before acting ir; these
colleagues? In fact, it goes beyond that, because we know thgptters and referring them to the prosecution task force.

Mr Hartley was in almost daily contact with the present Mr S.J. BAKER (Deputy Leader of the Opposition):

Premier; we know that Mr Hartley knew about the illegal | join with the Leader in this debate on the Supply Bill in

behaviour being carried on within Beneficial Finance; Wereflecting on the activities and the culpability of the

kg?fvgrm%t “gsggglgﬁg?sﬁssv?ﬂi;hgeit ggglrg:u'gncggg}] overnment in terms of the task ahead. The Supply Bill
\F/)ve Know t%lat Mr Hartlev was discussing it with the staf,f of rovides for $980 million to see the Public Service through
y 9 the months of September, October and November, until the

the Premier. Y L .
. . . Appropriation Bill is proclaimed.
Can you imagine, Mr Acting Speaker, that none of the When looking at the finances of this State, | too would

present Premier's staff would even hav?) told the Premiefaiact on the involvement of members of Cabinet in the
what they had just been told by Mr Hartley? Can you imagingya cisions that were made at the time, the way in which they

}_hat l\g\r H?(;t’I)ely hlms?If h%dl ?.Otjt.?l.d the p(esgrt t'?]retrph'e{were made and the way in which the difficulties and disasters
ynn Arnoids I cannot, and | find it Inconceivable that that, e q kept from the people of South Australia. The Leader is

would have occurred. | find it inconceivable that even the,qtely correct in saying that every one of those Cabinet
Attorney-General, the senior law officer of South AUStra“a’L/Iinisters knew of the circumstances at the time. The

Lhehm‘%” to upthho_ld iﬂ? law, \_Nas(r310t even notlfged of the |Iltega vidence is overwhelming that they knew that two people
ehaviour within this_major sovernment départment Onaq jnyolved in criminal activity; they decided to hush it up,

institution, Beneficial Finance. | cannot believe that at leas eciding not to pursue them. Somehow they were not pursued
thi ![orlzs;nt Pr;amtler and the present Attorney-General wefig, o, they should have been. The investigation started only
notto 0sé facts. . . when the royal commission brought that about. So, there are
In fact, | believe that all the other Cabinet Ministers of thegqme culpable people in this Parliament, and they happen to
day were told those facts—all of them. I think itis up to themys 11 f the ministry who currently grace the Government
to prove that they were not told, because all the evidencgenches. It highlights the need for this Government to go to
clearly points to the fact that they were. | know that staff wergpe ejection as soon as humanly possible.
walking around senior levels of Government at that stage, |, the Supply debate, | would like to address the finances

openly t?““r‘g *”.‘bf’“‘ many of these matters. If the staff andy¢ s State and reflect on the $980 million required to take
the Public Service knew about it, we can be assured that thee pyplic Service through until the end of November, given

2/2;iisst(tekrlzf;(tar:ﬁgp?sytme;\;:sb;nl{[tg’?:rmgﬁtg{s?v\\ll\g![é '?g L?ﬁ{g&it the first Supply Bill of the year traditionally now takes
N rough until the end of August. When | was contemplatin
the Attorney-General. On 14 August 1990, a fortnight afte g g paing

What sort of budget would be brought down, | referred to the
Gocument produced by the Premier on 22 April 1993 entitled
the Attorney-General told another place: Meeting the Challenge. The more I look at that document and

Itis not a matter of the State Bank or Beneficial Finance standingry to reconcile it with the current situation, the greater the
out as being institutions that have been badly managed. difficulty | have. Not only has the Government been mislead-
The Auditor-General said this when the Government hadhg the people in relation to its involvement and cover-up of
been told that Beneficial was on the point of financialthe State Bank disasters and the cover-up of people who have
collapse and its two most senior executives were suspectégen involved in criminal activities but also it is not being
of defrauding the company. | challenge the present Premidruthful.
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I reflected on the Premier, who stood up in this Parliamenplace South Australia in a position from which it simply
yesterday and said that no deals had been done for spec@uld not recover. | want to know the truth, and | want to
employment within the Public Service for those fellow know who is telling the truth.
travellers of the Labor Party. Of course, he was condemned What information is the Premier getting and where is it
by his own words, because the concrete conclusion could l®ming from? It is quite untenable to operate on the
drawn from the examples provided by the Leader. Then w@nformation with which we have been provided. That deals
had the most recent example, involving Mr Abfalter beingwith the question of the State debt and the need for clarity on
given a cushy job to save his skin because, frankly, no-onthat subject. The next issue is pertinent to the whole issue of
else would employ him. The Premier says, ‘We do not ddState debt, the budget and supply as it relates to the extent to
deals of that sort.” Of course, they do deals of that sort, and/hich the State’s coffers can benefit from the sale of the State
he has been right in there the whole time. He has been paBank. | do not know from where the Premier gets his advice,
of the cover up. but his commentary today on the benefits to South Australia

In reflecting on Meeting the Challenge—and meeting thevas unbelievable. The great difficulty that the Labor
budgetary challenge—I refer to the document because thefeéovernment faces is that it has no-one on that front bench
are some inconsistencies there and | believe it will be anothevho has any idea of financial matters—not a single idea.
dishonest budget that will come before this Parliament. The Hon. M.K. Mayes interjecting:

Perhaps the Government can pay attention to some of the Mr S.J. BAKER: Except the Minister of Primary
deficiencies that | believe are currently in the system. | wouldndustries, who is a very capable Minister, or more capable
like to take up the point that the Premier has made threthan a bad lot. The Premier has stood in this place and said
separate statements on what the debt facing this State is likellgat we will sell the bank only for the right price. What is the
to be. right price? He did not say what the right price was, but he

By 30 June 1996 in Meeting the Challenge, if we look atmade a number of other comments that are clearly incompe-
the chart on page 60, he is obviously referring to a debt ofent. He said the bank is currently earning about $100 million
about $9 000 million. However, if we refer to page 55 of thea year. As to the $100 million a year earnings, the bank has
same document, we see an estimated shortfall in 1992-93 bken cleansed of anything that looks the slightest bit nasty.
$326 million, which is incorrect but | will leave that because Therefore, it is not a proper bank in any shape or form
it is a minor item. The Premier said we would be facing abecause even those loans which were performing but which
deficitin 1993-94 of $600 million and in each of the follow- could cause difficulties have been taken out of that area. Itis
ing two years there would be deficits of $800 million. a cleansed bank: there are no offsets for inability to pay or

Given that on page 95 of the document the Premier hasffsets for an incapacity to meet obligations.
said that the best estimate of the deficit at 30 June 1993 is If we say that the bank is returning $100 million—and this
about $8 109 million, if we add that to the deficits mentioneds the structure that will be changed in order to sell—what the
on page 55 with no policy change, that amounts to abouremier did not say today was that the Government or the
$2 200 million, and the inescapable conclusion is that th@reasurer owes the bank $850 million. He did not mention
deficit with no policy change is $10.3 billion. Yet in the today, when talking about the State Bank and the extent to
charts, as | said on page 60, the no-policy change optiowhich it will assist the budget, that if we look at the balance
involves a debt of about $9 billion. And it gets worse. In asheet of 30 June 1992 we find that the capital resources of the
statement to the Public Service about 2% weeks ago tHgank are listed at $1 229 million. Of great interest to anyone
Premier said that if we did not make some policy changes anidoking at balance sheets is that subordinated debt, which is
do some U turns, the State would be facing a State debt gfart of the tier 2 capital, amounts to about $477 million.
$12 billion. If we assume the ratios now being talked about in banking

Frankly, I am frightened about what the Premier is hidingcircles of a return rate of 11 or 12 per cent on the $100
from this State. He hid all the details of the problems facingmillion, which is optimistic, we are really looking at a high
the State Bank. He was part of the cover up when therice at the moment of $1 000 million. That is well short of
evidence came to light that certain people in the bank and iwhat is there in the capital of the bank. That means that, if we
Beneficial Finance had been operating illegally. He coveretheet the obligations of the subordinated debt of about $476
up the details when all the debts were starting to accumulatenillion, if the $1 000 million was the right price—I am told
What is he covering up in the budget? it is much lower than that at the moment—we would have

Mr Brindal: You'll know when you become Treasurer. only $500 million left as an asset that can be used for

Mr S.J. BAKER: The honourable member and the future offsetting the State debt. What the Premier did not mention
member for Unley says that | will know when | become is that we owe $850 million against that sum and, when he
Treasurer. But | would like to know right now, because weis talking about a return on that asset, is he talking about a
have seen in New South Wales, Victoria and Westermeturn on $1 000 million?

Australia ample evidence of all Labor Governments that have Is he saying that the $100 million interest is reflective in
left the Treasury in absolute disarray, having accumulatethe current interest rate market of a capital contribution of,
frightening debts that have necessitated action that none sy, $800 million or $700 million, looking at the ten year
us could have possibly contemplated three to five years agbond rate? What is he actually saying? Does it mean that the

So, | do not want to face that situation: | want to know bank will never be sold? Does it mean we will have to
right now exactly what is the truth. Premier, will it be $9 somehow pay back the $647 million if it is not sold? The
billion, $10 billion or $12 billion? Has the Premier been figures do not compute and do not come together in any
given further figures suggesting that there are more problenashion that | can understand.
within the system than have actually been revealed? | Today the State Bank of South Australia (Preparation for
mentioned earlier the problems facing New York, which hasRestructuring) Amendment Bill was introduced. It makes
been bankrupted. Jumping from $7.3 billion as at 30 Juneome changes to the State Bank legislation, including the
1992 to $12 billion in the space of four financial years wouldshifting of the current State Bank into a new entity. An article
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in the Australianlast week suggested that the Treasurer wasome fair dinkum, correct figures upon which we can all
going to do exactly that. He was going to take out all the goodvork.

assets of the State Bank and move them into another entity.

We rang the Treasurer’s office and said, ‘Hang on, you may The Hon. H. ALLISON (Mount Gambier): My

not be doing the right thing at this stage’. The telephone cafomments are addressed essentially to the Minister of
was returned to the extent that it was not going to happerRrimary Industries, who was in the House until just a few
However, we see that it is happening. We have a speedioments ago and who, | hope, will be listening to my
which suggests that the Government is going to remove thigmarks from the privacy of his office. In any case, | will
good bank, create a new corporate entity ready for sale, arftlake sure that he receives these comments because they are
keep the bad bank plus a few other assets as a separate enigiremely important to the professional fishing industry in the

Has the Premier told the Parliament what that will do toS0Uth-East—the crayfishing industry in particular.
State debt? Currently within the State Bank there is an [0y ! wantthe Minister to know that my main aim in address-
of around $2 500 million representing the bad bank assets th#d this topic this afternoon is to protect all of my profession-
have to be paid into the good bank. That means that, if thi@l fishermen and to make sure that none of them is disadvan-
separate entity is created, the Government will have to comi@9ed when he makes that very important decision in the near
up with $2 500 million in extra loans to be able to move thosgUture as to how the total allocated crayfish catch for next
assets across and make sure that the bank is proped§a’'s season WI||' be awarded to .|nd|V|d.uaI fishermen. And
capitalised. Does the Premier understand that? We currentlt/S an extremely important decision which he makes.
have a shortfall of $850 million that has to be paid as partof My crayfishermen in the South-East have been under
the $3 150 million worth of losses. If the good bank is turnedconstant review by the Department of Fisheries. They have
into a separate entity, the Government will suddenly have t§ad & succession of Ministers and Directors for as long as |
enter into a massive borrowing spree at goodness knows wh3gve been in Parliament—18 years. In the past they have
price to provide the capital to offset the bad bank's IOU. been variously threatened, persuaded and sometimes coerced

At the same time | might add that the $3 150 million is notto agree to a steady succession of effort reductions. These
have included changes in the opening dates and the closure

the full extent of the losses, because the Remm-Myer Centr L9 .

h ates of the crayfishing season, with the most recent one

is valued by the Valuer-General at less than half the valu ving been on 1 April this year. They have been forced to

indicated in the State Bank books. Here we have an assetenter into buy back schemes to reduce the number of boats

the bad bank which is well above its market value and 'Sm the industry, with those remaining paying for the with-

already at a lower value than it is currently held and which rawal of those who have removed themselves from the

has contributed a significant amount to the State Ban - L
losses—to the extent of some $470 million. There are mor@d\ljvsé%gea ﬁggs;?x?rzabloefCr%g?ntgr?lszgzmrﬁliﬂlirr]r?ﬁm ot
losses to come from Remm, and there are more losses to 9 P

come from other property holdings which are in the bad bamkentitlements per fisherman within the industry. We have seen

There are more losses to come from Australis, Chesser, aﬁganges to the catchable size of the crayfish and the removal

other non-performing areas where the asset values hayk bearing females—that is f‘?ma'.es pearing eggs—from the
shrunk further than what they were last year catch_. Now, a quota system is being imposed. It has already
) been imposed. It was imposed for the last season and we have

None of those details were explained to the House, andd nethod of quota allocation currently under consideration.
would like the Premier and the Treasurer of this State to come  pq | said, there are extremely serious implications for all
clean and tell the South Australian community, includingf my fishermen in the South-East and for some more serious
members of the financial community, the actual situation ag,a others. | do not want anyone to be bankrupted as a result
far as thg State Bank is concerned. Whet_her in fact_this Bilbt the new proposals before the Minister. The Minister has
passes is going to be a matter of conjecture, given thgin his power to destroy or save the lesser able members of
untruths that have been '_[old to this Parliament on economig, crayfishing industry in the South-East. | am simply asking
and State Bank matters in the past. him to ensure that there is fair treatment for all, and one of

We have come across a number of other very doubtfuhe things at issue is democracy itself.
statements in the financial accounts of the State. We see an The Minister recently put out a ballot paper for fishermen
estimated deficit for 1992-93 of $326 million. If we turn to to make a personal decision as to how the quotas would be
page 95 and look at the contribution that the State deficit iallocated. The ballots were returned and over 60 per cent of
going to make to the State debt we see that there is afe crayfishermen decided that they would prefer the
allowance of some $420 million, which brings it up to $8.109allocation of quotas on a per pot basis.
million. We are not sure whether there has been some The reason | say that democracy is in danger is that on
righting of SAFA accounting practices, which have beenprevious occasions the Minister, on a 51 to 49 vote, has
quite shonky. We certainly know that those figures have nafvoked decisions which pleased him and his departmental
been adjusted for SAGASCO. We know that SAGASCO Sa|e§dministrators, ye'[ here, when you have a 60_p|us per cent
had a zero result, yet the Australian Bureau of Statisticgote in favour of a pot allocation of quotas, the Minister has
suggests they should be fully accounted for in the State deb¢hosen not to abide by that democratic vote. It is a very
which they are not at the moment. strange decision, particularly as those who decided they

The area of finance is a very complicated one. | anwould like a pot allocation were simply looking at the fact
frightened about what we are going to find when we becoméhat almost everything within the industry today and in the
the Government of this State. | am frightened after seeing theast has been decided on a per pot basis.
history of misleading and fraud that has happened interstate— You purchase your crayfish licence on the number of pots
New South Wales, Victoria and Western Australia—underyou have; you pay fees on the number of pots; you enter the
Labor administrations. | am hopeful that in the budget thisbuy back scheme and pay your levy on the number of pots
year we will have a cleansing of the process and we will segou have. Pot reduction effort has been based on the number
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of pots that each fisherman had—a percentage reduction farrown into great difficulty and those who might be made
each one—and so it goes on. And yet now, for some strangeankrupt by an unwise decision. | ask the Minister to give
reason, the Minister is looking at not only a per pot basis butareful consideration to what | am saying today before he
also a historic catch consideration. That would not be so badrrives at a decision.
if the historic catch figures were reasonable, as far as all The fishermen are currently committed to enforced
fishermen are concerned, but the buy back scheme itself hdscisions made by the Government over the past few years,
not really been allowed to take effect. which include the buy-back scheme to which they have to
I recently wrote to the Minister advising him that | thought subscribe. They have to pay almost $2 000 towards research
that the formula on which the quota unit allocation was beindees—another recently imposed levy—which will keep
decided was based on the catches for 1988 to 1990. We hakesearch going into the cray fishing industry. They have to
a problem, because that is the period when the lower Soutlabide by this year’s enforced early closure in April, which cut
East ports, such as Port MacDonnell, Blackfellow Cavesa whole month from the cray fishing season. They have to
Carpenter Rocks—those in my electorate—were having theabide by catch quotas, and there is also a very high cost for
worst catches. those who have recently bought into the industry. In addition,
The buy back scheme now having taken effect has givethere is the high cost for anyone who wishes to increase his
them better catches from 1990 to 1993, but that period is nair her entitlement to cray pots.
the one for which the historic catches were calculated. So, More importantly, there have been written and verbal
there is a discrepancy there, and it favours the upper Soutkihreats by the Department of Fisheries. All of us within the
East against the lower South-East, if one looks at the historimdustry in the South-East are well aware of how these threats
catch formula. are made. The threat is, ‘If you don't do it our way, there is
There is another problem in that quite a few fishermerevery possibility that we will enforce even more draconian
have only recently bought into the industry. They bought inand restrictive practices within the industry.’ Cray fishermen
when the cray pots were very expensive—running around thare generally not in a position individually to argue their
$7 000 per pot mark—when others with a very favourablecases with the Minister or the Director. They have appointed
historic catch bought in cheaply: they have been in theepresentatives, and it is essential that the appointed represen-
industry a long while. | give those people credit; a lot of themtatives should represent fully the collective views of all the
are in favour of the pot allocation. They are not greedy bufishermen with a definite ear being given to the majority
just want to be fair. However, not only have the recent entriesoices in the South-East.
paid very dearly for their pots but also they very frequently | suggest to the Minister that often one scheme is superim-
do not even have a historic catch. They bought pots but theyosed on another without the Government having given the
do not have a history of crayfish catching themselves, and garevious scheme a chance to be put into full effect. For
if they were taken on a purely historic or substantially historicexample, fishermen in the lower South-East are getting the
basis they, too, would be sorely disadvantaged. Thepenefit of the buy-back scheme, but the benefits of the past
borrowed heavily at the bank; they are recent entries into théree years are not being considered in the historic catch
industry, and they are the ones who are most vulnerable to@lculations which were done by one of the Minister’s
historic catch allocation of the quota for the next fishingofficers. Someone sent to me from the Rural Affairs Unit the
season. methodology used in allocating historic catch and pot quotas
I am hoping that the Minister will accept that democracyfor next year. That was the method of allocation that the
should prevail and that a compromise should be soughMinister used for his 57 per cent to 43 per cent recommen-
However, another thing that troubles me is that after thelation, which | hope will not be followed. | wrote to the
recent vote, which showed that more than 61 per cent woulMlinister asking that at worst the formula be rewritten and, at
prefer pot allocation, the Integrated Management Committedgest, he should reconsider the whole matter and come forward
which comprised fishermen and Government representativesjth something more favourable.
made no recommendation to the Minister that the democratic We have seen catches improve over the past two years in
vote should be upheld. That was a strange decision in its owthe lower South-East. The Department of Fisheries is still
right. The Minister, in response, said, ‘You have to get youmaking noises of gloom. Yet, | have repeatedly asked the
act together. | am suggesting 57 per cent on a pot basis afdinister and his Director for evidence that their opinions are
43 per cent of the allocation on an historic catch basis.’ Thalbacked by serious, reputable, published scientific research
set the cat among the pigeons in the South-East. and, if such research has been published, where the docu-
A subsequent result was letters between the Minister anchents are. The Minister sent a document to me two or three
me and Mr Cawthorn, the South-East Professionamonths ago and said, ‘This is the document on which | am
Fishermen'’s Association president and also a member of tHeasing my recommendations.” However, on page 1 of that
Integrated Management Committee, asking the Minister nalocument from the Director of Fisheries it clearly stated,
to enforce that decision but to wait until another meeting hadThis is not a scientific document.’ | had asked for scientific
been held by the IMC and the Professional Fishermen'dacking for the opinions.
Association. The Integrated Management Committee’s most Another erudite person, from whom evidence was taken
recent recommendation is quite different: it is 89 per cenaind who published a substantial report some 15 years ago,
based on pots and 11 per cent based on historic catch. was Parzival Copes, the Canadian research professor, but
The Minister will realise that it is impossible to please who again did not conduct scientific research. He gave a
everyone in the fishing industry. No-one could possiblyreport which was essentially opinion, much of which was
please everyone in life; it just cannot be done. There arbased on his experience in the salmon fisheries in Canada and
different financial, economic, social and personal circumimuch of which | questioned at the time after | had translated
stances behind the lives of all fishermen in the South-Easthe somewhat difficult jargon in which it was written into
I am not looking for miracles from the Minister. However, | more readable English. It is interesting that Parzival Copes
am looking for fairness to new entrants—those who might bevas held up as the oracle of the day. Parzival is one of those
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who said that we were really protecting the female crayfisliespondents, or 62 per cent, replied that, generally, their fear
in the industry far too much. Nowadays the converse is heldf crime had increased in the past 12 months and 36.4 per
to be true by the Department of Fisheries, but totally in thecent said that it had stayed about the same. The alarming fact
absence of reputable scientific research. is not simply that 62 per cent said that in the last 12 months
It may be better for the Minister to take the thousands otheir fear of crime had increased but rather that almost none
dollars that the fishermen will have to pay over the next fewsaid that their fear of crime had reduced.
years and use it in the Fisheries Research Department to come Mr S.J. BAKER: Mr Deputy Speaker, | draw your
up with soundly based research upon which he can base hagtention to the state of the House.
decisions on quota allocations and further restrictions rather A quorum having been formed:
than make de0|§|ons essentially pa;ed on intelligent opinion. \r MATTHEW: It is indeed disappointing that it has
In the meantime, | ask the Minister to come up with apeen necessary to call for a quorum in a debate of this nature;
formula which is reasonable and fair, which disadvantagegne would hope that during their absence Government
only those who can afford to be somewhat disadvantaged—imembers have perhaps been contemplating the crime figures
other words, the very successful—and which certainlythat the member for Briggs has collected through his survey.

protects the newcomers, the under-achievers within this The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The quorum was
industry, in order to give everyone a chance to settle dow%aIIed by a member on your 6wn sidé

and for commonsense to prevail. | ask no more than that. Mr MATTHEW: Yes, indeed it was, Mr Deputy

hope that the Minister, in consultation with his Director of L
peaker, because a quorum was not present in this House.

Fisheries, will be able to respond to the fishermen in the ne he survev results that were received by the member for
future with a fairly based formula which does not attach toa,, . Y . ; Yy
riggs received some air play this morning when, | noted

much importance to historical catch and which certainly doe ith interest. that honourable member called for a member
not attach too much importance to historical catch which i !

too far away to be realistic. The more recent catches frorf?f thgjudiciary to address a public meeting in Salisbury to
1990 to 1993, which reflect the results of the buy-baciEXPlain to the constituents of that honourable member what
scheme whicﬁ is beginning to take effect, are the figlureg\pproach the judiciary has been taking to crime in the courts

which | suggest should be more relevant to the Minister’sam.j {0 give the public an opportunity to address to the
decision. Judiciary their concerns about crime. That indicates to me that

. perhaps the member for Briggs found that the fear of crime
Debate adjourned. was as high as that demonstrated through the Crime Preven-
MURRAY-DARLING BASIN BILL tion Unit’s publicly released survey details and, indeed, those
relating to my own electorate to date of the many hundreds,
Returned from the Legislative Council without Wellinto the thousands, of surveys received in my office in

amendment. only six days. | am able to report that 92 per cent of respond-

ents have indicated that they have a fear of crime and that

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (VOTING OF MEETINGS) they believe that prisoners are released far too early from our
AMENDMENT BILL prisons system.

o ] . The problem goes far deeper than that. We have a problem
Returned from the Legislative Council without of this nature, but it was not the Attorney-General whom we

amendment. heard on the media this morning; it was not the Minister of
o Emergency Services or the Minister of Correctional Services
[Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.30 p.m.] whom we heard on the media this morning; indeed, it was the

member for Briggs, trying to take some sort of action to
communicate to his electorate a concern about crime. That
Adjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motion'g.(]l'(.:ates to me that we have a Government that s failing to
et its own spokesmen, its own Ministers, looking at the
Mr MATTHEW (Bright):  In participating in this address Problems and coming up with the solutions. .
this evening, | propose to start with the story of three surveys. The current Government is demonstrating to us that it is
The story is very relevant to the issue of Government Supplgtarting to do its own thing, go its own way, knee jerk react,
and to the way in which the Government is tackling issued0t look at the situation properly and come up with the most
currently. The three surveys to which I refer are, first, ondizarre proposals. While we are talking about the most bizarre
that was undertaken by the Office of Crime Statistics and thBroposals, it is interesting to look at the statement that was
Crime Prevention Unit, that survey being named by thenade by the Minister of Emergency Services this week when
Attorney-General's Department as the Health Omnibud€ said in theAdvertiserof Monday, in part:
Survey. The second survey is one that has been done by the | would imagine the Country Fire Service would likely be the
member for Briggs in his own electorate, and the third is ong@redominant emergency service in the country; it would take over
that | have done in my own electorate and the expandetfe SES facilities, assets and volunteers.
electorate of Bright. A common question that was asked iThat was a statement made by the Minister of Emergency
all three surveys related to crime, law and order and ouBervices as part of a statement about the Bureau of Emergen-
prisons. cy Services or what is being touted by the media as a super
It was with interest that | first heard the results of thedepartment involving police, and the Minister has said
Health Omnibus Survey, which involved 3 093 people, 75 pepublicly that he foresees the merger of the CFS and the SES.
cent of whom were metropolitan area residents, the remaindétot surprisingly, my office has been absolutely inundated
being country residents. That survey produced an interestingith calls from right across the State, to me as shadow
result. When respondents were asked about their change spokesman, from SES groups concerned about the future of
fear of crime over the past 12 months, three of every fiveheir organisation—SES groups of volunteers who have been

SUPPLY BILL (No. 2)
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contributing to the community through their volunteer and encouraged to grow, because without it there can only be
service. an additional cost to the taxpayer. It is not possible for a paid
Mr Atkinson interjecting: service to undertake the worthy role that has been undertaken
Mr MATTHEW: It is interesting that the member for through organisations such as the State Emergency Service
Spence interjects. Perhaps the member for Spence would likand the Country Fire Service.
to talk to an SES unit in his area and ask its view about the The Government’s blundering does not end there. | could
Minister’s statement. | will be very surprised if the memberturn to almost any area of Government, but on this occasion
for Spence can find an SES unit that will agree with thel will turn to Correctional Services. On numerous occasions
Minister that that proposal ought to go ahead. That proposah this Parliament | have detailed problems in our prisons
is interesting, for it follows other proposals by this involving drugs and crime. | have repeatedly called for an
Government to look at the amalgamation of the CFS and thimquiry into drugs in prisons in this State. To this day the
MFS. Minister of Correctional Services has refused to order such
Much has been said in this place on past occasions aboah inquiry. | have continually called for investigations, given
the Bruce report, which examined among many other thingsvidence to police and provided the police with the name of
the amalgamation of those two services—a report which tinformants who have been prepared to give evidence as part
date this Government has failed to release publicly. When &f my personal bid to rid our State of this scourge.
asked for the public release of this report in September last Despite that, | know full well that the Minister of Correc-
year during parliamentary Estimates Committees, the thefional Services has been asking through the Correctional
Minister of Emergency Services said that he would go on&ervices Department and the Police Department whether the
step further; he indicated that he would make me an offer, andetails | have raised recently in this Parliament pertaining to
the offer the Minister made, which is a matter of parliamen-rug dealing and telephone cards being exchanged for drugs
tary record throughiansard was that during the then session are correct. | know the message that the Minister has got
of Parliament which, | hasten to add, ended in May this yeapack: ‘Yes, he’s right; he’s very right, and he’s been telling
the Minister would introduce legislation to ensure theyou time and time again in Parliament.’ It is interesting that
separation of the two services. we have not seen a ministerial statement following my
Despite frequent calls from the Opposition and despite thguestions. Well may the Minister of Correctional Services
Minister's offer and his undertaking, that legislation hassmile, but | would welcome the Minister’s standing up and
never been forthcoming. So, we are now left with thedetailing what drug strategy he is prepared to put forward to
situation where the current Minister of Emergency Servicegombat the problems in our prisons. Further, | would
has indicated that he wishes to amalgamate the CFS and tgicome the Minister’s standing in this Parliament and telling
SES and soak up their assets; we have the previous Ministgs what strategies for education, rehabilitation and work
of Emergency Services talking about the amalgamation of thgrograms his department has in place.
CFS and the MFS; so, is it any wonder that all those volun-  The Minister cannot do that because he does not have
teer organisations are left with the belief that what is goinghose strategies in place. He may have implied in this
to happen under this Government, if this Government remainsarliament that the strategies are there, but if they are the
in office long enough to cause this sort of damage, is that iétrategic directions document prepared by the Department of
will absorb all the volunteer services into the one operatiortorrectional Services for the 1993-94 to 1995-96 financial
and force out yet more volunteer organisations in this Statefears must be wrong. That document makes some rather
Mr Atkinson interjecting: interesting statements through its strategic priorities. Page 4

- MrMATTHEW: Well may the member for Spence of that document details the strategic priorities, in part, as
interject. He of all people should be aware of the situatiorfg|ows:

relating to St John. | understand that that member chairs a . . .
-~ develop an education system which focuses on specific needs of

health committee as part of the Caucus, and he ought to Rgrenders and within institutions recognises the necessary interface
aware of the problems facing the St John organisation asth prison industries;

result of this Government’s interference with volunteers- develop and implement target programs for offenders giving high
following the 1989 State election. priority to Aborigines, women, multicultural issues, behaviourally
We have seen the St John volunteers decimated asdgturbed offenders and child sex offenders;
group. We have seen paid ambulance officers take over the develop a comprehensive drug strategy.
ambulance system, and we have seen ambulance costs in thizey are all things that the Minister of Correctional Services
State skyrocket. Ambulance costs in this State have gone d}#s said in this Parliament he has under control: he has said
hundreds of dollars per call-out. Will the member for Spencdhat those programs are in place. According to the strategic
or any other member of the Government stand up in theiélirections document they have not been developed; they are
place in this Parliament and justify the increase in ambulancig!st a priority to be developed.
costs with which we have been hit? | challenge the honour- Mr McKee interjecting:
able member to do that during this debate: to stand up inthis Mr MATTHEW: The member for Gilles and other
Parliament and justify the increase we have seen in the costembers can continue to ask what are the priorities of a
of ambulance services in this State, for to do so would be thiberal Government, and we will continue to give the same
ask the member for Spence or any other Labor member tanswer: be patient; at a time of our choosing, not the
defend the indefensible. There can be no defence for wh&@overnment’s choosing and not the media’s choosing, we
they have done to that volunteer organisation. will be very happy to release those policies and put the
For that very reason the SES and CFS volunteers arehallenge up before this Government, which has no policies
afraid for their existence. We are talking about a combinedbut which can simply only react in a knee-jerk fashion to
army of volunteers of in excess of 23 000 across our Stat®pposition questioning by cobbling together documents such
that more recently has combated the floods that caused &s the strategic directions document—if indeed you can call
much devastation. That army of volunteers must be preservetithat—at the last minute.
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Another interesting objective indicated in the document The ineptitude does not end there. | was interested to pick
states: ‘Developing the brief and seeking funds to commencep today’'sAdvertiserand see the headline ‘$4 million crime
construction of a new prison’. That document tells me that thassets blitz’, the lead article referring to the fact that police
Government is analysing the construction of a new prison. have launched proceedings to seize assets worth $4 million
am well aware of that, but it is the nature of the prison thabut do not have resources in the Confiscation of Assets Unit.
interests meet quite a bit. Inside and also outside thisraised that issue over 12 months ago, pointing out that that
Parliament, the former Minister of Correctional Servicesunit did not have the resources.
stated that, under a Labor Government, a private prison The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
would never be built in South Australia. member’s time has expired.

| am interested to note that the current Minister has not
been quite as vociferous about that, but he has still stated that Mr VENNING (Custance): | rise in support of the
there would never be a private prison in South AustraligSupply Bill, which will allocate $989 million to the
under a Labor Government. If that is the case, why is it thasovernment to continue the activities of the Public Service.
the Economic Development Authority earlier this year rangThe only joy in this measure today is the realisation that this
every would-be private prison contractor in Australia andcould be the present Government's last. The proposed new
contacted some overseas, and invited them to lodge submigmergency Services Bureau to which my colleague the
sions to the EDA to construct a private prison in Southmember for Bright has just alluded does concern many
Australia? country people, particularly our emergency services involving

| am very well aware that the Government received g¢he CFS and the SES. The CFS has had a lifetime role in the
number of responses to that invitation and that those respongountry areas and is known not only for fighting fires as
es are presently being carefully vetted within the Ministersemergency volunteers but also for raising money, and that
Correctional Services Department. So, | ask the Minister t@rganisation is a vital part of the social fabric in country
come clean and to let the PSA and the prison officers knowegions of South Australia.
what his department is doing behind the scenes, because, The SES—State Emergency Service—is a newer
despite the rhetoric and what the Government has said in thiganisation carrying out a completely different role, usually
Parliament, it is presently planning to privatise the prisorinvolving different people. These organisations are now
system in this State. That is rather an interesting turn o$trategically placed in the rural areas where the demand is and
events, | would say, and | note that the Minister is notwhere the danger lies, particularly on our highways. Once
denying it while he is sitting listening to the debate in thisagain, with the decisions being made by this Government, as
House. Arthur D. Little said of the Government, they are shooting at

Outside all the rhetoric we have heard the Minister giveanything that flies by. Here is another decision that the
before in the strategic directions document, the fact remaingovernment has made that flies against any commonsense,
that this Government is wandering around in the darkacceptance or realisation of the actual problem that is
looking at options and now turning to the private sector to se@ccurring in the community, and it concerns me that the
if it can provide a solution, but it has failed to come up with Government does these things.

a comprehensive strategy to combat the problems we face in | was contacted this evening by a constituent—I| have
our prisons. these concerns brought to my attention daily—about a cutin

I have been horrified to talk to those who manage halfwayunding to the Department of Primary Industries (and | note
houses, to which some prisoners go after their release. | athat the Minister is in the Chamber this evening), particularly
asking some of the people who run those halfway houseifie cut in the research dollar to the department. | refer to a
what is the single largest problem they face in running #3.3 million cut in research over the next two years, and this
halfway house. The response has been consistent. Thenatter is highlighted in the McKinsey report.
largest problem has been getting prisoners who have been The Hon. T.R. Groom interjecting:
released from gaol off drugs. They are telling me that ex- MrVENNING: | note that the Minister interjects, but he
inmates are coming to them as heroin addicts, because thegn enlighten me afterwards. | have this information from a
have been able to support their habit in the prison system angry good source, and | am not going to react to the
because they have easily been able to obtain not simply softbfinister’s interjection now. | note that key people in the
drugs but hard drugs like heroin inside the system. department have been making comments at public meetings

That is something that this Government has failed tdhat that recommendation in the report will be carried out, and
combat; something with which it has failed to come to gripswe will see a $3.3 million cut in departmental funds.

As long as we turn drug addicts out of our gaols those The department still has its own research branch, much
desperate people will continue turning to crime to supportliminished as it is. The Department of Primary Industries has
their habit. retained some of that research function, and SARDI has the

The prison system in this State is seeing in excess of 7fest. Between them they have to cut back to the extent of $3.3
per cent of those released back inside again within five yearsiillion, and it will have to be in the staffing area, because
That is a tragic indictment of the failure of this Governmentthat is all that is left of the department. No assets are left,
to come to grips with the needs that have to be addressed recause they have been sold off, so it has to be the depart-
our prison system. Until work and education programs andnent. We know that the assets have been sold. Northfield
psychiatric, rehabilitative and drug counselling programs arérought in millions of dollars to this Government: that asset
provided for prisoners in gaol at a major level, not simplywas sold. It was departmental land, and many of the facilities
little programs dotted here and there to make it look as if thepn that land were supplied and built by industry, not by
are doing something—until the Government tackles thos&overnment: it has all been sold off now to line the
problems in that way—these problems will continue toGovernment’s coffers. How many dollars have we seen put
manifest themselves and will continue to turn out criminalsback and spent on agriculture? Promises were made, particu-
who become more likely to commit greater crime. larly in relation to the redevelopment of the Waite Institute
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and Agricultural Park: three times we have seen thenembers of the Government will no doubt be implicated in
Government revise that, and three times we have seen tliee whole deal. We have $3 million being spent on a task

Government cut back its promises on funding. force to yet again research what is happening in the State
Members interjecting: Bank and ascertain whether charges should be laid.
Mr VENNING: Without looking at actual figures, | South Australia is now in hock to the tune of more than

would say less than 20 per cent of the money made from th&9 700 for every man, woman and child in the State and we
sale of Northfield would actually be spent on Northfield. Theare just about to spend another $980 million more. That is
department has been stripped bare to the bones. | do npothing when we consider how much it costs us a day: $2
blame the Minister for that because that was done before haillion in interest per day, as well as having a debt of $9 700
became a Minister. Again, | pay a tribute to the work theowed by every man, woman and child in this State. We have
Minister has endeavoured to do so diligently. Certainly, hea staggering $1.279 million every day going down the drain
is the only Minister over there visibly doing anything at all. over 10 years, and we have not turned this around.

He gets out into country areas and works hard. When | realise | hope that in the next few months the Government will
that his future lies in the city, | give him full credit for the actvis-a-visthe budget to turn the problem around, but | do
way in which he discharges his portfolio duties as Ministemot hold my breath. With this legacy of debt the odour of
of Primary Industries. Labor’s ineptitude will linger long after those responsible are

As | said, the department has been stripped bare. Withogfone not just from this Parliament but many from this life,
doubt, it is by far the lowest funded Department of Primarybecause the debt and the problems we have now will be with
Industries in Australia, and when we see $3.3 million is to beour grandchildren, and no-one can dispute that. | would hope
taken away it compounds my fears. Members opposite do ndd see the Government make some big changes regarding the
disagree about this matter, because they know | am right. Stitin-down of our State’s assets.
the cut is to happen, and why is that so? It is because this We have heard various people talk of carting water in
sector of our community cannot hit back. The rural sectobuckets, carting out the sewerage water in buckets, and they
takes it and is a soft touch for the Government, which is nojust laugh. But when you realise the value of our assets in this
going to lose any votes in rural areas. State, particularly our water assets, that is, clean water in and

However, let it be known that the only way this State andsewage out, we should be spending about $300 million, and
this Government will get out of trouble is through the successhat is just to maintain the present system—not provide any
of the rural sector, which is ready, willing and able to save usnew assets. But what are we actually spending? Less than $10
Therefore, for the Government to cut research money in suamillion on some of these vital areas. So, blind Freddy can
a critical area of the department is a grave concern, especiallyork out what happens. | suggest that most of the blind
when the department has done an excellent job and been méseddies opposite do not want to hear about this—they are
efficient with its research dollars. blind and deaf.

In the past we have seen brilliant work done even with In four or five years time, each of these services will
meagre budgets, yet still we see these foreshadowed cut®ecome unserviceable. There will be too many to fix up and
Eyre Peninsula activities will be hit savagely, and | referyou will see people carting water, manually. This is South
particularly to the soils division, which is where my constitu- Australia. If you want to see what happens to a city that runs
ent comes in. He spoke to me this evening and was mosftown, visit Hanoi in Vietnam, which was once a great city
concerned that three soils officers have left, with only oneunder the French, and have a look at it now. It can happen to
remaining. As to the Port Lincoln office, he asked fromthe best of us, and we will go down this track. The
whom he could collect the key for that office of the Depart-Government, vis-a-vis this Supply Bill, ought to be turning
ment of Primary Industries, because the office is almosaround and putting more money towards our assets and
closed and there may be something there he wants to see. keproving our asset retention. It involves not only our water
asked me who had the key. Has the Government sold that asipplies but our schools, our roads and all other valuable
well? State assets.

Members can understand the anxiety about regional Money has been wasted, and | will use Scrimber as one
offices on the part of so many people in such far flung areagxample, in relation to which some $60 million was thrown
The person talking to me was not an ordinary farmer buaway. The Morgan-Burra road ought to be sealed; it is a vital
someone in a key position, and the Minister would know himartery of the State. We could do that twice or three times with
well.  am most concerned because the situation has reachéite money that was wasted on Scrimber alone, and that is as
a serious stage and people are fearful. Already the departmentll as everything else that this Government has wasted. But
is the lowest funded department in Australia, as | said, yehobody on the Government side seems to care. It is all par for
agriculture returns valuable dollars to South Australia. | anthe course. None of them is individually responsible for any
most concerned about the proposed $3.3 million cut. Irof this, not at all. They collectively hide from the realism of
considering Supply, | will be watching the budget carefullywhere we are at the moment.
and in the Estimates Committees | will be asking the Minister | get very anxious and upset when | realise what has
relevant questions about expenditure cuts that may be madieppened, when my constituents want certain things and
in other areas. when you realise with normal progress in South Australia we

On the other hand, $3 million is to be spent on yet morevould have many of these new assets. Not only are we not
research into the State Bank, and that is almost the sangetting new assets, we are not even maintaining our old ones.
amount as will be cut from agriculture. If the truth be known,Under the Walsh, Dunstan, Corcoran and Arnold entrepre-
that State Bank investigation is only a stalling tactic, becauseeurs the State has been allowed to run down. The
the Government does not want to ping or charge anyone unfbovernment has been giving us disincentives at every turn.
after the election. As my Leader so capably said this afterth more recent times, we have seen some desperate attempts
noon, if any charges are laid before the election, we knovio retrieve the desperate situation that this attitude has
what will happen: they will be squealing like stuck pigs andbrought about. But still both State and Federal Governments
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are throwing money at people who do not work or who do not | have not travelled very widely, but of the places that |
want to work. have been to | have heard the same thing of Australians: “You

This is an issue that really gets to me. | know it does nof'e & great people but what is wrong with your attitude, why
relate particularly to this House; but the Governments of thil0 you knock your achievers?’ We are an intelligent race, but
country have to bite the bullet, make tough decisions and staythat do we do? Our Governments are expecting and
changing the way we do things. For example, we must set theromoting mediocrity and that is what we are getting. We are
dole rates at realistic levels so that people may want to worR model for many of these countries of what not to do. I am
rather than collect the dole. We cannot just keep shelling oufture there is not a single South Australian who wonders why
the dole. | have enough people in my office who have doléve have unemployment at 11 per cent.
problems. | do not want anybody to go without life support, ~ This is the lucky country. Why are our children unable to
but what happens when we eventually have more dolg€t jobs? We have had 10 years of Labor Government and

receivers than we have taxpayers, because it does not payasr children cannot get jobs, and we all know the cause of
go out there and work? that. Just this week | was talking to a man, now a used car

We have other such areas, for example, supporting singf%?:esmag with a Iﬁrge retail czﬁrbcor_npany hltla.re inIAﬂelai?_'e,
parents, which is another emotive issue. Mind you, it is veryVN0 used to own his own small business selling clothes. He

dangerous to bring up a subject such as this in ParliamerffV€ntually gave it up in despair, not because the hours were
However, we all know that it is getting to the stage now!'°N9: not because the risks were high, not because the rewards

where it is almost financially attractive for young people to"/ere small—every businessman expects these things—but
have families, to have children, because the Government pafl§Ccause at every turn there was a new Government imposed
you to have them. | am quite happy to support a youn urdle. Even if he did manage a small profit a savage tax
woman with one child, but when they have the second and t stem killed any remaining incentive to continue. How many
third one and expect the Government to pick up the tab, wg1€mPers know stories like that? | challenge any member
must wake up to ourselves. What are we doing? What are V\;’ﬁtmng from this place—and there will certainly be more

encouraging? What sort of people are we bringing into thd"2n several—at the next election to go out and start up a
world? small business.

We also have the law and order problem. One only has to Mr'S.G. Evans interjecting: .
go out there in Hindley Street and see who is wanderin MrVENNING. | would think that the member for
around in the street and see the age of these people. Why g?gvenport is well placed to make a success because he is the

they not at home? Why are their parents not looking afte[l2" that he is. But I challenge members opposite to get out
them? All these problems start from things that we do in thi here and have a go at small business. Let them see just what

g o ou have to do to open up and to stay there. So | would like
place, the decisions we make, and we are giving people tﬁ/eembers to go out there and look at it from the other side and

wrong messages entirely. A lot of these children should have e how difficult it is al . ible. Th
been given up for adoption at birth. Many families out thereSeeJUSt ow difficultitis. Itis almostimpossible. These are

are childless. In the old days, a lot of these children went t&eople who live in_ the western, northern, eastern and sogthern
lovely homes and were adopted out. But as we all knOWsuburbs of Adelaide. These are the people who are trying to

adoption has almost ceased in this State because tﬁégﬁ(eo%t“t\ﬂgigr'rl?eeyg:%g(u??#és ?;jlhgﬂgsu%ngo\;vggqhtgéy
Government now pays single parents to have children. | a P y y )

P : : hey might as well go out and pick up the dole.
not saying it is wrong, but we have to put the lid on this and . L
after the first child, | certainly would scale it right down. Mr Deputy Speaker, you have heard this scenario time and

X : time again, but what have we done about it? We have just
These people are causing the problems right across thgied about it.

State. How many runaways and street kids can we expectin Aq | said. this Government seems powerless to do

the years ahead? This is a problem that is galloping out afy1hing about it and tonight as we discuss the Supply Bill
control. To see what responsible social attitudes can achievgy -« are we seeing? We are seeing $998 million more going

| suggest members of this Government go overseas and l0gf,, the same tired old way. There are no new initiatives,

atwhat| call the tiger countries to our north that are moving,, ey directions; it is just the same old way. We still hear
in the opposite direction to us: where we are going down they, e ches coming from members opposite and they have not
are going up; the counterweight of our problems is pullinge o ged their ways one little bit. Given the right incentives,
the”? up to healthier, growing economies anq an Improveehqiead of the disincentives, there would be enough jobs on
quality of life for all their people. This society is becoming {14 farms of South Australia alone to be able to lop 3 to 4

a very divided society. The rich are getting richer and the,qorcentage points off our unemployment figure, particularly
poor are getting poorer. Hearing the speeches opposite gy angst our young people. But what incentive is there to do
members of a Government which we have had for 10 yearg o> There is none at all.

one wonders how that could be. _ _ Why pay money to people for doing nothing? | would
When you look at these countries, particularly Singaporeshel| it out to those organisations, such as local government,
Malaysia and now Vietnam, they are doing the opposite to Usr anybody else who can administer the money and get young

There are no parasites over there; those people’s attitude faople working. In closing, | support the Supply Bill, but |
their countries is quite different from here. | think we havefervently hope that it will be this Government's last.

a serious problem in Australia. Our Governments by our Bij read a second time.

incentives are giving our people a different sort of mentality.

How often are we hearing Australians knocking each other The Hon. R.J. GREGORY (Minister of Labour

for achieving. Why do we knock our achievers in this Relations and Occupational Health and Safety)l move:
country? Anybody who gets there and does it well gets a That the Deputy Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House

serve. Profit is a dirty word. Anybody who is achieving resolve itselfinto a Committee of the whole for the consideration of
anything is said to have ripped something off. the Bill.
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Mr VENNING (Custance): | do apologise for being on many injuries the rural community has already suffered. A
my feet again so soon—it is just how the roster worked outmeasure of the need for rural counselling can be seen in the
but | am glad that | will be able to bring up a very relevantfact that up to the end of last year the service had seen no
and urgent issue. | want to speak tonight about thdewer than 2 500 of South Australia’s 12 500 farmers; most
Government's failure for nearly six years to provide adequatef them have been seen in the past couple of years since the
and guaranteed support to the Rural Counselling Service service was expanded to cover almost all of the State. Of the
hope the Minister does not leave the Chamber, because tHgate's 15 counsellors, seven have been operating for two
comes under his portfolio. years or less.

The Rural Counselling Service was a Federal initiative In the past six months the number of farmers seeking
intended originally to be funded 50 per cent from Canberraounselling has skyrocketed—and you, Sir, would understand
through the Department for Primary Industries and Energywhy—uwith last season pushing even more farmers to the
and 50 per cent by each local community which also had thedge. The counsellors provide the buffer between many
responsibility of managing these counselling services. Ifarmers sitting down and discussing their problems or
practice, the very conditions that made rural counsellingontemplating suicide. The average rural counsellor handles
services necessary meant that the local communities four&®25 million worth of debt a year. The figure ranges from $21
it almost impossible to come up with their half of the money,million in the Riverland fruit blocks to $33 million in the
so each State Government agreed to fund up to 25 per cepastoral areas. The load is such that many counsellors
of the rural counsellors’ costs. The service started in Soutthemselves cannot cope. Four counsellors have been sent
Australia in 1986 and the first counsellor appointed was nonaway by their committees to recharge their batteries.
other than Mr Tim Sholz, well known to us all as the current  After playing such a large part in setting the conditions
President of the South Australian Farmers Federation.  that have made this service so necessary it would be a cruel

As at this month, there are 15 rural counsellors, all equairony if this Government were to do anything that in the
to the calibre of Mr Sholz, and all providing to their commu- slightest damaged its ability to meet the demands made on it.
nities, to the best of their ability, a service the value of whichl hope that the Government is able to continue this service,
goes far beyond the cost of providing it. However, thisbecause | know some were dubious when this counselling
Government has always taken a tight-fisted attitude to thiservice was set up, but | have seen first-hand the work and the
service, and that is why | raise this matter now. The shortfaltesults of the Rural Counselling Service. The counsellor in
of locally generated funds has been met from a trust funehy area, Mrs Cathy Ottens, works double the hours she is
whose contributors have included such organisations as thpaid for. She is working many hours, and | know that that and
South Australian Farmers Federation, the ANZ Bank and théhe many problems that she has to deal with are affecting her
Commonwealth Bank. Originally the State Bank and thehealth.

South Australian Government Financing Authority were also  Also, | am very familiar with the work of Bill Cale, in my
major contributors but, surprise, surprise, they have withelectorate. The Chairman, Mr John Neal, is also well known
drawn. for his diligence. This is not the time to scale down a service

At the annual conference of the then United Farmers anduch as this. When we return to a normal situation—and |
Stockowners just three years ago, the then Minister ofope that will be within two or three years in the rural areas—
Agriculture, who is now the Premier, became rather angry athe Rural Counselling Service can be scaled down, but for
a suggestion that his department was not pulling its weightiow | hope that does not occur. | wonder why we have not
with regard to support for this counselling service. He therseen in this House a balance sheet, a profit and loss sheet or
publicly declared that his Government would continue toan income expenditure account of the Rural Industry
provide 25 per cent of rural counselling funding. Adjustment and Development Fund, because it could be

As a member of a Government that has never regarded thything from $5 million to $40 million. These are the
rural constituencies as having any electoral value an@roceeds of the department’s own lending service.
therefore hardly worth helping, he struggled to fulfil his | make a plea to the Government tonight. | go in to bat for
promise. He eventually came up with funds from the Rurathe counsellors on behalf of the rural communities. The
Industry Adjustment and Development Fund, which in itscounsellors are providing a marvellous service and, to a large
turn is funded not from the Government but from profitsextent, they are unheralded. | do not want to see the

made from rural finance branch loans. Government cut back in this area at all, because if the State
Mr S.G. EVANS: Mr Deputy Speaker, | draw your Government reneges on its part of the deal no doubt the

attention to the state of the House. Federal Government will follow suit, along with the private
A quorum having been formed: funding that is already in there. | urge the Government and

Mr VENNING: In other words, in the final analysis the the Minister to continue the funding for rural counsellors in
money comes, in the main, from the farming communitySouth Australia until we no longer need them—but we
itself. Last December the current Minister of Primary certainly need them now.

Industries, who is in the House at the moment, also promised

to continue the funding. In fact, it was rather a hollow  Mr HAMILTON (Albert Park):  Since the Governor
promise. The funding from the Government has nevemddressed us in the other Chamber last Tuesday, many
reached the 25 per cent promised. The maximum grant frorepeeches have been made in this House. | have listened
the trust fund is $20 000 on an average Rural Counsellingtently to Question Time, the grievance debate and speeches
Service budget of $92 000. Now the Rural Counsellingmade by members opposite, but | have yet to hear any
Service fears the RIADF funds will no longer be available tomention of the cost of industrial accidents and the associated
support the service. Could this mean the end? trauma. | have heard them talk about costs to industry, about

If these funds are lost, it could mean the end of the Rurathe cost of wages, and about the costs to the very important
Counselling Service in South Australia, and that indeedural sector, but not once have | heard them talk about the
would be a tragedy. It would be an insult heaped upon th&raumas associated with industrial accidents.
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An honourable member interjecting: Let Opposition members recall what their Federal

Mr HAMILTON:  The member says it is not true. During colleagues would do to the workers leading up to the last
the time | have sat in this House | have not heard them talkederal election. They forget the $3 an hour youth wage.
about the costs of industrial accidents, and I will look throughThey do not want to hear that sort of stuff. We know what
Hansardand double check that. | have never heard a figuréhey will do to the workers, because we have seen it repeated-
quoted by any member opposite. | raise this because it is vety- They do not want the unions involved, but they will give
important and very critical: at the next State election, whethefore and more power to their silvertail mates. They know
the Opposition members like it or not, the industrial scenélamn well in the scenario that they want to set up and have
will be one of the major issues in the community, becauséet uUp interstate that they will give the employers every

workers are frightened as to what will happen to them unde®Pportunity to shaft the workers. Imagine the worker with a
a conservative Government. contract shoved in front of him or her and belng tOId, 'Slgn

Last year we on this side of the House listened intently t&h's,'f you want to retain your job. If you don't like it, get
the statements made by the Leader of the Opposition. ut.” That is the sort of stuff that W,e can cpme to expgct. .
listened to the spokesperson for industrial matters, the They do notwant to talk about industrial matters in this
member for Bragg; we listened to Mr Kennett in Victoria Parliament, and they have not touched on them in the main
(and the shadow spokesperson in this Chamber says R&/ring this debate. Despite the criticism that comes from
supports the thrust of those policies); and we listened to Mgections of the trade union movement about the Labor
Richard Court in Western Australia, prior to the elections [Party—some of which is justified, | hasten to add—I believe
hasten to add, Sir, about how he would handle the industridhat the trade union movement understands that it can battle

scene. But on every occasion after they have been electedk@Por Governments. Indeed, | was involved in that before |
Government they have attacked the workers. came into this Parliament. However, at the end of the day,

leading up to the next State election, | believe it will come out

An honourable member interjecting: and attack the policies of the Liberal Party.

op;')\f)rs:j:\'\ﬂlel_zgnl\lr;akglaislcc\;vrﬂrr}kt)ultlif)tr??attec; tLhe?thi(r:rhog\;A(I)nan 9\/ There is a motion that | know | cannot touch upon, and |
talk to the metal workers, let him go and talk to the unions, lllnotabuse the privilege of the House by attempting to do

out there: | will lay you London to a brick he does not haves?” but | believe there is a whole series of questions that the
the intestinal fortitude to go out and do it. He might talk to trade union movement will be posing to the Liberal Party

some of those other unions he thinks he might get on side, b out Workcover, conditions, and so on, that the Opposition
the overwhelming. maioritv of unions in gou?h Australi,a s skirted around. They just will not answer those questions.

. g majority o . X ’ They have done itin the past and | believe they will be found
Victoria and Western Australia have no time for the Liberal

A . ; . ; out.
conservatives’ attacks. Let him go into Victoria, let him go he classi | i d Victori
into Western Australia. Let us hear what Charles Court's_ 1 N€ classic examples are Western Australia and Victoria.

silver tailed and silver tongued son had to say prior to the last'€Y mouthed off all these statements, such as, "We are not

election in that State. He said he would not attack worker§°ing to shaft the workers; we will give them the right not to

over there, but what has he done: he has launched a savagecOMe members of trade unions.’ Letthem go into Victoria
attack on Western Australian workers, putting employers i d V\r/]est(;rn AUStr?(l'a now and _talk to the workers_ and find
a powerful position, whereby they are able to cut wages anflt What those workers are saying. Some are saying to me,

conditions through workplace agreements. A report states;2°N't Plame me. I never voted for the mongrels'—those are
their words—'but we know now what they are going to do to

Proposed new legislation will strip award protection from s That will happen in this State if we have a Liberal
employees and reduce unions to the position of bargaining agents f%rovernm ent

their members. As well, workers compensation provisions have bee )
drastically cut. Workers will respond to the compo changes with a  Last but not least, let us not forget—I will not as long as

mass rally in Perth on Thursday, August 19. The new legislation setsam in this Parliament—when the present Leader of the

a minimum wage of $275 a week (but disabled workers can be pai e e
even less), plus 10 days sick leave and four weeks holiday. Howev pposition was the Minister of Labour. He would not release

the holidays can be replaced with a ‘benefit in lieu’, which does noef e Cawthorne report. He will not talk about that report on
have to be of equivalent value. Minimum wages will now be aindustrial relations, paid for by the taxpayers, because he did
political decision, with the appropriate Minister setting them not have the intestinal fortitude to release it to the Parliament.

annually. We had to wait until after we were elected back into office
When | first came down from the country under a conservain 1982, as you will recall, Sir, before we knew what was in
tive Government | ran around the railway yards at Mile Endthat report. How can we trust that man? There is an old
taking up a collection. What did they do to workers? They cusaying that a leopard will never change its spots. | do not
back their entitlements on workers compensation. They di@elieve that the present Leader of the Opposition will change
not give a damn about the workers, and they have the gall tais spots on industrial matters.

stand in this place and talk about workers compensation and

how they care for the workers. Like hell they do! The Hon. H. ALLISON (Mount Gambier): It was

As one who comes from the bottom of the heap and whdnteresting to hear the member for Albert Park speaking.

has had to scratch and claw under conservative Governments, Members interjecting:

I cannot recall one condition that has been given to the The Hon. H. ALLISON: Well, it was, because his speech
workers for which they have not had to struggle. | cannotas typical of all the speeches made by members opposite
remember one condition under a conservative Governmembout the Liberal Party’s industrial policy. It seems to me that
that has benefited workers in the industrial scene. They hawbey are hoping they can win the next election by whipping
fought the workers tooth and nail on every industrial site andhe industrial scene into a frenzy by saying that industrial
in every industrial commission in order to take conditionspolicies on this side of House will keela Kennett anda la
away from them, and it has not changed. Court. Incidentally, they are not doing too badly at all in the
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public eye, if one looks at the polls in Victoria and Western ~ Mr Brindal: Robbing Peter to pay Paul.
Australia; they are held in pretty high regard these days. The Hon. H. ALLISON: Butthat is another issue. Other

| can assure the honourable member that the policGovernment departments are going to lose money in order to
released earlier by the shadow Minister for industry is fairfund the Health Commission. That is one story, but this is
balanced and reasonable. On the day it was released, th®ney that was not spent. How can the Minister stand up and
Minister and the trade unions could come up with very littlesay that he does not have money to build the new Mount
criticism other than to say that it is so good there must be &ambier Hospital when he did not spend $34 million last year
hidden agenda. However, | can assure members that whahd when that is far more than is required to construct that
they see is what they get; there is no hidden agenda. new hospital?

It is obvious when looking at our industrial policy that |t is the three-card trick. You can not spend money by
workers in South Australia will be a heck of a lot safer thanysing a variety of tricks. Governments that are in dire straits
they are under this present Labor Government, becausgse this sort of ploy. The thing that | imagined this morning
Keating has given South Australia $260 million on thewas that one instructs the hospitals to underspend. We all
premise that the State Bank will be sold sooner or later—an@now that that has happened. We have a waiting list of
it looks like being later rather than sooner. If the State Bankhousands of people who would like operations—who in
is not sold, | wonder whether the $600 million that hesome cases desperately need them. From personal experience
promised will be refundable? If that happens we will be in| know of people who have paid for private hospital oper-
more trouble than Ned Kelly. Meanwhile, the $260 million ations rather than wait the many months for what they
that has been paid to South Australia by the Federalonsider to be essential operations.

Government s being used not for the creation of jobs, which - They are not cosmetic but essential life-saving operations.
is what any progressive, forward thinking Government woulds o mych for a Government that claims to be compassionate!
do, but for $260 million worth of retrenchments. In other yoy tell your hospitals to underspend and to restrain spend-
words, we are seeing fewer people in employment as a resyig, you withhold payments beyond the due date so that the
of Federal funding and as a result of 10 years of derelictioReditors are short-changed for a while, you delay contracts,

on the part of this Government, which is unimaginative. Itisgpq you delay capital works (such as the Mount Gambier
this Government that has sunk South Australia and the Soumospita| for two years)’ and so on. Thereis the h0|d|ng back

Australian worker. | can assure members on the Governmeg funding.
benches that, when the Liberal Party gets into power, we will  \1- b 5 Baker: What about Finger Point?

g:wtal the workers the most precious thing of all: work. Beat The Hon. H. ALLISON: Well, Finger Point was delayed
at year after year. You can hold back the Federal allocation of

| did not want to waste my time, but the member for ;
Albert Park did contribute to this debate and his speech raise{ 232 tt% yglllj cr) cg?g plitnali,albeencc? ;rsi/égfs F\r,evtrj](;rrzlagot\llqzrngwtgg

my ire. It was just a reflection of other hackneyed speeche, overnment operates in financial years, therefore you can
E?;;h?%’g beetnﬂr]r;a_lrdﬁ(.)l\/(lee(;r;berzsa(t)gﬁ(és:s da;igﬁ;he GI_en ve virtually an 18 month delay from allocation to final

- (heéy put théir nos wn y arrive penditure. There are clever little tricks like that. The
the terminus without really looking at the scenery as they ar

: ) inister just says, ‘Well, some hospitals overspend, some
going past. They have missed the scenery for 10 years, thﬁ spitals underspend and $34 million really is not very

1S f\%k?;trei.reall anted to refer t the Minist f much.’ | can tell the Minster, as the Minister of Education
Health. Famil Y V\(’j C S 0 was Vs inis e(; Fk from 1979 to 1982, | had the spending of one-third of the
ealtn, Family and Lommunity SErvices. We passed liK& g budget. | can tell the Minister that, if | had ever had

ships in the night in the corridor yesterday and he flee'[ing%34 milli .
. o ; on that I did not know about, the whole of the South
said that there was $80 000 specifically for Mount Gamb'erAustralian public would have asked me to resign. They did

Looking at the allocation of funds this morning, | could not in any case at your behest, | know, but that is another story.

see anything for the Mount Gambier Hospital. | could se an :
about $83 000 for Millicent, Naracoorte, Penola and place%/\éeomere never $34 million in kitty that we did not know

such as that, but nothing for Mount Gambier. | am not really S
worried about that. Members interjecting:

What really does worry me is that during the Addressin 1€ DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Reply debate a few days ago | asked the Minister whether. 1he Hon. H. ALLISON: | do not know who poured
there was any possibility of bringing forward that nigh on 20dinner tonight, but | wish the honourable member would stop
year commitment to build a new hospital or refurbish the oldnterjecting; I am running short of time.
hospital at Mount Gambier. That promise is getting a little old ~An honourable member interjecting:
and hackneyed. It is always the same old catchcry: ‘There The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
isn't enough money.’ The first promise was for 1990, thenit The Hon. H. ALLISON: The sum of $34 million is a
was 1992, 1993 and 1994. Now we are promised the newery large amount of money to have lost. It is unforgivable
Mount Gambier Hospital will be completed in 1996 at a costand, apart from that, it was ingracious of the Minister to
of about $28 million. The consultants have been appointedadmit that he had underspent $34 million; really, it was
the architects have been given a brief; and the assayers areoffiensive of the Minister to admit that when he looks around
work. But there is still this catchcry about no money. and sees all the poor, sick, devastated people in the

| was appalled when | heard the Minister say onlycommunity who are suffering, who want operations, who are
yesterday that he will spend $110.7 million extra this year irpart of that queue. But the Minister said, ‘Look, | am terribly
the health budget, but—would anyone believe it—thatsorry. | would like to fix them up but | cannot.’ The Minister
includes $34 million that was not spent last year. So, amimself rejoiced when the Federal Government gave him a
increase in real terms this year includes money that was néew million dollars towards reducing that long waiting list,
spent last year. That is very strange creative accounting. that long backlog of cases. He rejoiced at that, when all the
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time he is sitting on $34 million in his own kitty. Shameful, = Mrs KOTZ: | said that no longer is our city of churches
absolutely shameful! or our festival city known as such, but Adelaide is about to
The Minister was sounding more and more like a long-become the home of the perverts. According to the promo-
term devout member of the Labor Party, making apologia fotional material presented to the public of South Australia by
inability to spend $34 million. He sounded like the real thing.a new business enterprise, which is due to open its doors this
You should grab him while he is in that mood, | tell you. | coming Friday, this enterprising and new alleged entertain-
hope that the people of South Australia will see through thament offers all the once again alleged pleasures of sado-
sort of ministerial tactic and pay it out as it deserves when thghasochism to the people of Adelaide, ‘the home of
election comes along. | do not think there is much worryAustralia’s perverts’.
about that, quite frankly. It was a transparent ploy on the part | personally find it totally offensive to have Adelaide
of the Minister to put himself, the Health Commission and thedescribed in such a manner. | find it equally offensive that
Government in as favourable light as possible. | am cynicathis club to be opened on Friday is targeting sexual deviants
enough to think that that $34 million might have beenand perverts to encourage participation in public displays of
underspent so that the Minister could allocate it with greasado-masochistic cruelties.
benevolence, great munificence, in an election year and say, Members interjecting:
‘Look how great we are. We have turned the corner. We are  Mrs KOTZ: | knew this was a subject that would arouse
going to look after you. We are compassionate. We are thmany of our Labor member colleagues on the Government
greatest.’ benches. | have had several letters and many phone calls from
Well, it is not going to work. People in my electorate havepeople in our community protesting about the opening of the
a long memory. They know they have had to wait forHellfire Club. One of the letters | received was from a
attention at the hospital. They know they have had to comeoncerned mother of three teenagers, and | would like to read
to Adelaide by plane, bus or car. | do not know how manyinto the record the letter she wrote. She states:
have had to walk; | doubt whether it was many. They have | am writing to you as a concerned mother of three teenagers. |
had problems and, if there are not sufficient funds in localvas horrified to see the advertisement advertising the Hellfire Club,
community hospitals throughout rural South Australia, ifWhich is going to show live performances of kinky sex, encouraging
people are badly done by, this Government will get its!€ @udience to participate.
comeuppance. It is no good the Minister claiming that he i$She goes on to say:
spending $100-odd million additional in real terms when he | am broken hearted to see the city of Adelaide | live in plummet
is sitting on unspent money from the previous year. | wadower and lower in morals, and leaving for our children a modern day
never allowed to get away with it and | do not see any reaso odom and Gomorrah to try to survive in. Our children are faced

why this Minister and this Government should be allowed tqh"t”))/ \g'etg i%uiigfeaglﬁ'en;; ‘:r?denggl?,%,’;n iﬂgxoﬁchd'iZ%én:;g’ of

get away with it either. teenagers is skyrocketing. We adults must make a stand and say ‘No
Members interjecting: more.” We have to improve things for our children, not sit back and
. think how awful, but stand up and at least try to change things for the
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! children we say we love. | am only one small voice, but | have at

least tried to do something.

Mrs KOTZ (Newland): Adelaidg has been known for Another mother called into my office only today and brought
many different events and happenings over the years. So th her a local newspaper, distributed at no cost to the
are of a good nature and character and some are of a moJ&: ;

bi d horrifvi t Th f ho h lived sidents. | point out that it was not a Messenger newspaper.
izarre and horrifying nature. Those of us who have lived inpp;' Loy shaner carried an advertisement that promotes the
Adelaide either the majority of our lives or all of our lives

would. by those few descriotive words. coniure up menta peni_ng of the Hellfire Club, and I quote from the advertise-
: By P ’ J P ent in that local paper as follows:

pictures based on one’s own experiences and memories. Special opening niaht party. Welcome fo ‘the Hellfire Club’

; ; ; Aty e pecial opening night party. ire Club’,
tf;:nk of the tlmehWhe.n Adell(alde was ﬂu'et.ly mOﬁﬁnsme in Adelaide chapter. What Melbourne and Sydney have had for the past
character and when it was known as the City of Churches 0f2 months finally comes to the home of Australia’s perverts—

the Festival City, as it has recently been known, and they ar&delaide. That's right, cry no more as we introduce Adelaide’s first
the good memories. true S & M nightclub. Hellfire opens its doors to sadists, masochists,

. bber lovers, foot fetishists, spankers, voyeurs, exhibitionists, body
| recall, on the other hand, the disappearance of th iercers and tattoo freaks everywhere. Finally, Adelaide, your mania
Beaumont children and the Truro murders, to recount onlfias a home. Hard core trance and techno music will provide the

two of numerous bizarre happenings over the yearshackdrop to displays of pain, pleasure and perversion.
Adelaide’s nature and character has certainly altered over the imost sounds like some of the things we have to go
years, particularly where our level of tolerance and acceptrough when we are in this House listening to Labor
ance has reached what | now believe is an intolerable levehempers. It goes on to say:

where such areas as crime, violence and pornography are .

. . ’ Named after the 18th century gentlemen’s club dedicated to
virtually ignored by our Government. The offenders and thgiiness and libertinage, Hellfire continues this tradition with a dark
perpetrators of violence and indecent acts appear to receivgjht of sexuality run amok.
tmhore copctehrn, ttlrr]nq and eﬁ?rt.b%.’ Government officials andpyqye js plenty more to read in that advertisement, but with

€ courts than the innocent vicims. my time running out | will not do so. The top part of the
The face of Adelaide is once again about to change. Ngqyertisement shows a rather demeaning, disgusting and
longer are we known as the city of churches or the festivahpscene picture of two women, semi-naked, one bound and

city, but Adelaide is now the home of the perverts. gagged. | find that demeaning, offensive and most definitely
The Hon. T.H. Hemmings interjecting: obscene.
Mrs KOTZ: | note we have an interjection fromone who  The mother who brought this advertisement to my office
| am sure— was shocked and horrified to think that this type of bizarre

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! and offensive behaviour could possibly have any legal
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entittement to being publicly acceptable as nightclubthat it will not be prosecuted under false advertising legisla-
entertainment in our city. | believe that the club will have antion, the better it will be. If one looks at the unemployment
entertainment venue licence under the Liquor Licensing Actecord in areas represented by Labor Ministers one sees that
that will enable anyone aged 18 years or over to gaithere is an appalling situation in areas represented by
admission. Although heavy penalties on the licensee can bdinisters Rann, Evans and Lenehan.
exacted by law if under age persons are found to be frequent- In the most recent statistics available, produced by the
ing licensed premises such as these, it is not unreasonableA8S in conjunction with the Federal Department of Employ-
expect that younger persons will find their way into thesement, Education and Training, one finds that in suburbs such
premises, particularly as this promotional material is beingas Salisbury there are over 7 000 unemployed people, which
made available not only to adults but also to minors. is an enormous number in an area represented by one of our
| took up this matter with my colleague in another placeMinisters. | now refer to the southern suburbs, and you, Sir,
the Hon. Trevor Griffin and he brought up the matter with theas former Deputy Premier, would know that, in an area that
Attorney-General. | would like to put on record one of theis also shared by the Education Minister, there are almost
research areas that the honourable member mentioned 6000 jobless in the Noarlunga council area. In the area that
regard to looking at legal ways in which to close down thisthe member for Semaphore represents, there are in excess of
particular club. He suggests several areas that may help 8000 jobless in Port Adelaide. In Elizabeth, almost 3 000
achieve that goal. The first is a recent House of Lords casgeople are unemployed, and so the list goes on.
to which one person who telephoned the honourable member We hear a lot about social justice from members opposite,
drew his attention. That case addresses the issue of sadmst what social justice is there when people do not have a
masochism directly and it was decided that it was not in thgob? It is fine for the member for Albert Park to be misrepre-
public interest that a person should wound or cause actuaknting the industrial relations policies of this Party, of which
bodily harm to another for no good reason; that the victim’d am a member, when his own Party and the Government of
consent afforded no defence to criminal charges; and that thvéhich he is a member has been unable to create the climate
satisfying of sadomasochistic desires did not constitute a which jobs can be provided for thousands of South
good reason. In other words, if people at the Hellfire clubAustralians. Itis fine to talk about and mouth words such as
engage in sadomasochistic acts and cause wounding or ottsarcial justice, but they do not mean anything; they ring
harm which is neither transient nor trifling, a criminal act hashollow if people do not have a job.
been committed. What we have seen in recent times is a marketing exercise
The honourable member went on to refer particularly taby this Government in which it has been able to present a
one of the observations in the House of Lords judgment byalse picture to the electorate, but | believe that false image
Lord Templeman when he said: and false representation have come to an end. In the next
In principle there is a difference between violence which is€lection, which I hope will be sooner rather than later, the
incidental and violence which is inflicted for the indulgence of public of South Australia will see through the charade of this

cruelty. The violence of sadomasochistic encounters involves thgoyernment and take their revenge via the ballot box.
indulgence of cruelty by sadists and the degradation of victims. Such ;

violence is injurious to the participants and unpredictably dangerou If one looks at some of the .“?g'ona' areas of South
| am not prepared to invent a defence of consent for sadomasochistiustralia, such as Whyalla, Port Pirie and Port Augusta, one

encounters which breed and glorify cruelty and result in offencesees that in those areas which have Labor MPs there is once
under. . . again an incredible number of people who are unemployed.
And he went on to state two particular sections of the=or example, in Port Pirie, almost one in five of the work
Offences Against the Person Act in the United Kingdom. force is unemployed. That is a staggering figure; that is the
In today’s society where child abuse, domestic violencdighest percentage since the Depression. You have an Upper
and violent crime have become an everyday occurrence, it iJouse member resident in that area, as well as a Lower
not good enough to quietly accept the continuing erosion offouse member of the Labor Party representing that area.
social values and morals which are the true strengths of &hey should be out there apologising to the people who are
society which can protect the weak and the innocentunemployed and hammering on the doors of the Premier and
Adelaide does not deserve to be tagged as the home #ife Prime Minister to get some action in terms of creating a
Australia’s perverts. If S & M clubs such as the Hellfire Club climate in which jobs can be created for those people.
are allowed to conduct their bizarre trade we will indeed It is an outrageous situation, and once again it is impos-
deserve that offensive and obscene description. sible and intolerable for these people to call themselves
The ACTING SPEAKER (Hon. D.J. Hopgood): Order! ~ members of a Labor Party when they have inflicted this gross
The honourable member’s time has expired. The member fétemployment—this tragedy—upon the people not only of

Fisher. Port Pirie, Whyalla and Port Augusta but throughout the
whole of South Australia.
Mr SUCH (Fisher): | would like to talk this evening The Federal Government and this State Government have

about the so-called Labor Party, which has now become venysed the argument that there has been a world wide recession
much a misnomer, because in many ways it is the antiand therefore that has impacted on South Australia and
workers’ party. | believe that the Labor Party should changdustralia. That has been a con. There is always an element
its name to reflect more accurately the unemployment that @f truth in virtually anything that someone says, but that
has inflicted on the workers of this State and of this countryargument has been grossly exaggerated and, when one looks
Karl Marx spoke about the reserve army of the unem-at South Australia and Australia with its climatic and resource
ployed. This Labor Government and the Federal Labomdvantages and skilled people, we should be No.1. The
Government have created something greater than a reser@gument about blaming someone else—other countries and
army: they have created divisions of unemployed, and it is $he world recession—is a hollow con.
tragedy not only for those people but also for the community The public is coming to realise that that is a furphy dreamt
as a whole. The sooner the Labor Party changes its name gp by Labor Governments trying to retain office. It is only the
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prospect of a Liberal Government that will bring about theoverseas, and the sooner we get a change of Government with
confidence of people to invest again, so that we get permarew ideas the better.
nent, genuine jobs not only for young but for older South The ACTING SPEAKER (Hon. D.J. Hopgood): The
Australians as well. honourable member’s time has expired. The member for
If we look at the training area we will see that in South Victoria.
Australia, in a scheme operated by the Commonwealth
Government—the Australian Traineeship Scheme—we have Mr D.S. BAKER (Victoria): In this Supply debate, in
had less than half the number of traineeships that we shoutdhich we are debating the appropriation of $980 million for
be getting on a population basis. It is only recently, in thisthe ongoing matters of Government in its dying hours, | think
election year, that the State Government has decided to diis appropriate to bring before this House some matters of
anything significant about employing trainees, or encouragingoncern not only to you, Mr Acting Speaker, but also to
them to take up the funded scheme operated by th@embers on the other side of the House.
Commonwealth Government. You, Mr Acting Speaker, as a long standing member in
A study undertaken at the University of Adelaide by athis House, must be sickened after defending your
student, Brian Astill, who analysed that scheme, found tha§Government’s role in this place for the past 10 years as
not only was South Australia missing out on its share oMinister and for some 23 years in total because of what is
traineeships but those traineeships were going to people wig®ing on in the dying days of this Government. You, Sir,
invariably came from the more affluent areas of thewould have always defended your Government’s position to
community, and the main objectives of that program institutthe very end. Indeed, | well remember when you stood up in
ed by the Federal Government, with laudable aims, were ndhis House and debated the rights of the Government after the
being met. So, in the area of training this Government hakast election when the Government got only 47.8 per cent of
been a disaster. the two Party preferred vote and still held Government. You
However, the most tragic consequence of this Governmergtefended that position and it says a lot for your loyalty to the
has been a lack of jobs. It is not sufficient to have trainingcause and your ability to stand up when the debate could not
important as that is, you must have jobs in which the trainede won to defend your position.
people can be employed. This State requires a tremendous | guess that your heart would have been saddened, Mr
boost in confidence, and as | indicated earlier that will coméActing Speaker, to sit there tonight and hear the member for
only when you have a change in Government. Confidence idewland talk about this horrific Hellfire Club which has
critical in economics. | believe that it is one of the most (if sprung up in Adelaide and which has all to do with perverts
not the most) critical aspects, and if people do not believe thand whatever and to see one of your ministerial colleagues
they are going to get a return on their investment they simplypull out his book the moment the debate started and be
do not invest. swayed from what your Government should argue about and
This Government and the Federal Government have dorsart reading the book theassions of the Western Mind
everything possible to discourage private investment. That izzould be sickening for you to sit there and see that happen
where you get the wealth and job creation, and until thatvhen that Minister showed that he had let his mind wander
confidence comes back, and that will happen when you getway from the subject of defending and supporting the
a change of Government, the future for young—and older—Supply debate which should have been occurring in this
South Australians is very bleak indeed. House. No doubt you would have wondered, as you saw what
Our Public Service is in turmoil. It has been decimated bywas displayed to the House by the Minister’s reading the
the policies of this Government, and it is in a situation whereéoook, whether the Minister of Labour might have been trying
our decent public servants cannot function properly becaude eliminate the Whips from this House.
they have been messed around so much by this Government. Mr Acting Speaker, as you end your career it must sadden
Teachers are displaying the lowest level of morale in livingyou to know that the standard of ministerial conduct has
memory, and what used to be a very fine State educatioreached such a level in this place. In looking around the
system has been decimated by this Government in terms éfouse during the most important debate in this place, which
its policies and lack of support, direction and decisionconcerns the appropriation of more money for this
making. The Government is in a state of paralysis, unable t&overnment to govern, and see that the only two Government
come up with new ideas or new vision. All its recent policy members present, apart from the Minister, who is more
documents have fallen flat and failed to create enthusiasensconced in thBassions of the Western Miraahd getting
within the community. Walking around the city, as | did rid of the Whips than he is in the debate, are the member for
during the dinner break this evening, one can see from th8tuart, who is going to lose her seat after the next election,
number of vacant properties for lease or for sale that thand the member for Gilles, who has not a seat to go to after
situation is devastating, and it will take a long time to getthe next election, it must be for you, Sir, a very traumatic
confidence and investment back, and to get this city and thimoment, and | understand that.
State bustling again. However, that is not what tonight’s debate is about. It is
What we have endured from this Government as aeally about the appropriation and | want to bring to the
community is nothing less than a tragedy. Our young peoplattention of the House a letter written by the member for
who in the main are very fine, creative and constructivaNalsh—the inimitable member for Walsh who has spent his
citizens, have been given a very bleak future indeed by thiwhole parliamentary career trying to get the Centre Hall
Government. They should be in a position where they cadoors open, and in the twilight of his career they are still not
look forward to a bright future and a lifetime career in Southyet open. He has written to his constituents and what he has
Australia, but what we see is many of them having to movesaid in this letter is very relevant because it is pertinent to the
interstate or overseas to realise their ambitions. So, thiguestions that the Opposition has been asking in the past few
Government has not only created unemployment: it has spliays. | will read the letter to the House and comment after
families and has driven young people away interstate oevery paragraph. The letter states:
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Dear Constituent, Some of the State Bank and Beneficial Finance_ money seems to
Like me, you were probably horrified at the conduct of the have disappeared into the pockets of greedy individuals and will
individuals who created the huge debts of the State Bank anfiever be easily be recovered:
Beneficial Finance which hit us all in 1991 like a bolt out of the que.And this is the penultimate paragraph:

The Opposition and the member for Kavel, when he was | believe we should be doing everything possible to track down
Leader of the Opposition, had been asking questions for sitke individuals, whether in the State Bank, Beneficial Finance or the
months before the 1989 election only to be pooh-poohed b; cout?tlnr? péofessmn, who apparently betrayed the trust placed in
the media and of course the Government. When | took ovef e PY the Government. . ) _
as Leader we had a concentrated effort and every day in thishe Leader of the Opposition has been saying all this week
Parliament more than 50 per cent of the questions were abotiat the Government knew about it; that the Premier and the
the State Bank. Treasurer knew about it; that he knew about the Beneficial
We did our homework. | kept saying, ‘The answer is in theProblems and he covered them up. Here we have this letter

bottom drawer, please listen. The member for Walsh sai the honourable member’s constituents which in itself is

that it hit us in 1991 after the $970 million—only $10 million Misleading. Itis saying that the Premier did not know about

less than the appropriation we are debating tonight—like &: The facts have been put on the table today by the Leader

bolt from the blue. Has the member for Walsh been sittingﬁjf the Opposition that the Premier and his staff covered up
here for the past 12 months and not listening to any of that3'€ trué facts of what was going on in South Australia with

I can understand why he is leaving the House in shame. T aker, Reichert and Beneficial Finance. Then, of course, the
next paragraph is even more interesting: member for Walsh goes on and says:

. | believe it is now time for prosecutions to be launched.
Before that shock announcement, there were rumours that things i o . i
were not quite right. ell, | believe it is now time for prosecutions to launched

The honourable member over here has a bit of a snigger.a\nd one of those people against whom prosecution should be

will give the honourable member over here the credit that hé‘gunched is the former Premier and Treasurer of South

; : : : ustralia, the member for Ross Smith. We have put on the
gctér(;ir(])tfa’lfgloesezigegrr)]lgi\r/vmh;)nh%\]/ceht?;e(igomr%aitliee ;hlsl Z?\;gami]table today and this week the evidence that shows that he was

absolute credit that, without fear or political favour, he haénVOIVed in a conspiracy to cover up the facts from the public

. South Australia. He knew there was a billion dollars of bad
been prepared to put the Government on notice to try to mal o . .
sure that it is accountable. He, like the Opposition, has to p ebts within Beneficial Finance. He knew that he had to

. P cover that up, with his staff, from the public of South
:gp”\\//viﬁg t\/t\}ﬁhmsgwnbeesri;oLVg/e;f)gévgrrl]otés;g/;r.]g in the past. HeAustralia, and now he should stand condemned and be before

) the courts of this State to make sure that he answers the
But those rumours were never backed up by any solid facts. questions that he has been ducking for nine years. To have the
Day after day in this Parliament we asked questions in thenxember for Walsh carrying on with the nonsense is mislead-
financial language that a financier would ask them of théng this House.
Treasurer and Premier of this State. Day after day we said, The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
‘We've got the answer in the bottom drawer; please Mrmember’s time has expired.
Premier, please Mr Treasurer, answer them'’. As it became Mrs HUTCHISON secured the adjournment of the
apparent that the Government did not understand thdebate.
questioning, because it did not understand the finances, we
had the member for Walsh saying that we did not provide the ADJOURNMENT DEBATE
facts. That shows how out of touch the Government is and at .
that stage the honourable member was the Whip; God forbid, 1he Hon. R.J. GREGORY (Minister of = Labour
before that he was the Speaker. That shows how far out ételations and Occupational Health and Safety)l move:
touch this member is and how he is handling the truth when That the House do now adjourn.
he writes to his constituents.
The Hon. J.P. TRAINER: On a point of order, Mr
Acting Speaker, the honourable member opposite is casti?

Mr MEIER (Goyder): Yesterday in this House | drew
tention to the unsatisfactory situation that exists in respect
the proposed entrance into the Windsor general store from
ighway One. | am still pursuing that issue with the Minister
of Transport Development (Hon. Barbara Wiese), and | hope
that she will be able to change things. However, | also
X Y Lo < entioned the entrances into Lower Light. Since my speech
a degree of latitude is given in this Chamber, it did SOUNGy, this House yesterday | have been contacted by another
very much as though the honourable member was SuggeSt'B%rson who is very upset at the entrances into Lower Light

that the m_emberforWaIsh is_ an untruthful person and | thinkfrom new Highway One. Those entrances, in simple terms,
on reflection, he ought to withdraw. are not flow-in entrances but require drivers to almost do a
MrD.S. BAKER: | will withdraw that comment, Mr - g0 degree turn from the highway to get into Lower Light.
Acting Speaker. He goes on in the next paragraph (and | Tne pig problem is that the Department of Road Transport
could really go on for three quarters of an hour on this mattelasgyred the proprietor of the Caltex service station there that
but | have only 10 minutes): his business would not suffer as a result of the new highway.
Yet the replies given to the Government and the Parliament byn fact, his business has dropped by something like 50 per
the banking and private enterprise experts who were running ouent. A person who runs a transport business decided to
bank failed to reveal its gigantic debt. ascertain why the business had dropped by so much. He spent
We mentioned the gigantic debt every day in the House. Heeveral days at the Caltex service station in a purely voluntary
goes on further: capacity analysing who was coming in and what the figures

aspersions on my dealings with the truth. I am a truthfu
person. For him to do so is in breach of Standing Order
unless he does so by way of substantive motion.

The ACTING SPEAKER: | have to say that, although
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were for the sale of super and unleaded petrol, and diesel. Hmtrances and in turn have that problem corrected before they

found that, whilst the sale of petrol had dropped by abouare constructed. | realise it will be a very expensive proposi-

10 000 litres per month, the sale of diesel had dropped biion.

about 22 000 litres per month. In the time left, | want to add my total opposition to the
Mr Acting Speaker, | am sure that you and many otheHellfire Club that is opening in Adelaide this Friday. The

members would appreciate that the biggest turnover in fughember for Newland clearly enunciated some of the very

sales is in diesel: there is not the same discounting that occuigorrying features about the Hellfire Club—

in the super and unleaded market. He wanted to determine \jembpers interjecting:

why the large trucks were bypassing Lower Light. He found s MEIER: Members opposite may laugh. It shows that,

that some of his own trucks were no longer calling into ; ; S

. . -9~ ““when they speak of protecting the family and maintaining
Lower Light, so he spoke to the drivers, who said, Thegangards in our society, they do it with jest. They do not take
h?nes'g reason 1s that \.N?] h,ave da_r(?a‘lged our Ior?ds as a;(’asiy riously. They are quite happy to see these sorts of things
of turning into Lower Light.” He said, "How can that occur?’ oome into our city. | hope that the Government will be thrown

They said, ‘Because our trucks are so long, when we enter thg, \ith all the force the people of this State can muster
90 degree turn they go over the kerb. gﬁj

0 . ; brok rough the ballot box, so that decent standards return to
none occasion, some four cases were broken on a trugqe|aide. Members opposite laugh at the fact that groups
that was transporting goods to another area. That cost thg ey a5 the Hellfire Club are attempting to establish in

transport company a considerable amount of money, if N0 ye|ajde. If they believe that a kinky sex nightclub should be

through insurance, then through their own personal loss. The.y 1oted in this city, 1 feel sorry for them.

drivers of ttlua_ transgorts have :;,a|d, ‘V\{e rzfusgto %0 n therk | feel sorry also for the citizens because the job of the

any more. Itis too dangerous for our loads. One hasto ask . ~- . : .

the question: why on earth did this occur? Why can th olice is not made easy by having to police such things. We

Department of Road Transport not get it right when providin ave enough devianis and perverts around without

entrances into small settlements—and Lower Light has beg%ﬁverqlngent membotleLs w;]elco(;mng_ the deva?nlt_'s elll?d p(e:zlrvsrts
classed as a settlement compared to a place like DuinRY/VY o will be attracted by the advertising of the Hellfire Club.

S e hear outrage at the murders and sexual assaults that
which is classed as a town? It appears that the plans wen ' .
before council back in 1988. occur, yet this Government seems quite happy to promote that

To what extent those plans were put on display and tgort of activity through the Hellfire Club. | condemn the

omoters of that club and | hope that the Attorney-General
what extent the people affected had the chance to see thefomo - . .
I do not know. Only the people can answer, and | am sure th nd this Government will act before Friday night so that they

there is a different proprietor at the Caltex service station than ill never get off the ground.
was there back in 1988.

However, 1988 is some five years ago. As this transporﬁ
proprietor said to me, the design of heavy vehicles ha sue which is of continuing concern to me as the local
fﬁ;%%eﬁ;g itgitgtlgrge'i'hH: S;lr)t/esarl]lengsvse?%(::i)é;gy giatggigltjr?e ember and also to the constituents of my electorate, and that

. - ey - " ¥ the future of the Australian rail operation in Port Augusta
are longer vehicles in some cases and their turning characterhd indeed in South Australia
istics are different to the vehicles he had in 1988. He said that | recently saw a press releése from the Federal Minister
what might have been satisfactory in 1988 is no longe oo .
satisfactgry in 1993 for similar type \%hicles. Therefore, e\?e Og;rr?gsssp?élteins%ciici)smarzﬁgbcri;[:eo d”ﬁ{;?ﬁ]gggai?g ggl\lllgrsr{r:wnent
thoggh the entrances Into Lower Light have been made! ! aﬁvt]\:ill bpe handing over, at some stage, the two operations which
asking the Minister of Transport Development to look into g ’ ge, p

this matter urgently and have those entrances changed | consider essential to the continued viability of Australian
The Minister must weigh up the implications. If, as h'asNationaI in South Australia. Those two operations are the

been claimed, the Department of Road Transport officegncentratgs traffic from Broken Hill to Port Pirie and also
gave an assurance to the proprietor of the Caltex servidSe road ra|ler.operat|on,wh.|ch is avery|m.portant.operat|on.
station that his business would not suffer unduly from the = The franchise was acquired by Australian National from
new dual lane Highway One going past, the Minister couldV@bash in America. Having obtained that franchise
risk being sued by the proprietor if his turnover has decreasefiustralian National did a substantial amount of work in
by approximately 50 per cent due to the new highway goingctually building up the road railer so that it could be in
through. operation later this year and actually start earning consider-
| know the counter argument is that all the signs have t@ble income in the year after.

be erected and all the lights have to be put in place, but it Prior to the announcement by the Federal Minister,
does not make a scrap of difference. If a heavy vehicle canndtustralian National was asked to present a business plan to
turn without going over the kerb, they will not enter Lower the Federal Minister. As part of that business plan there were
Light for their fuel and other servicing requirements. Theseveral options promoted, but the crucial option which |
same situation applies to Windsor. In fact, the proprietor otonsidered to be the one which would make the Australian
the Windsor general store, who again sells an enormouyational operation viable and which would be in the interests
amount of fuel, gave me a map today that depicts the twof South Australia was the option which included, as | said
proposed entrances. It also depicts the road that goes throug@fore, the concentrates traffic and the road railer operation.
the centre of Windsor, and it is clearly marked as aroad to be Now, there is no doubt that NRC is very anxious to
closed. However, the free flow entrances and the free flomcquire both of those, and the argument is about whether the
exits are not marked as needing to be closed. Again, | refaroncentrates traffic is indeed intrastate or interstate, and even
that to the Minister, and | hope she will use her authority tathough it is just over the border into New South Wales it has
have the Department of Road Transport reassess the Windsdways been considered to be part of the South Australian

Mrs HUTCHISON (Stuart): In the 10 minutes that |
ave available this evening, | would like to speak about an
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operation. Unfortunately, that was not the decision that wa&overnment decided that that must be handed over to the
reached by the Federal Government. National Rail Corporation. | believe that that still needs to be
| wrote two letters to the Premier of South Australia anglooked at in depth and that no hasty decision should be made.

also to the Minister of Transport and Land Communications! here is a need to do some more research and investigation
and as a result of that the Federal Minister lobbied very€fore any hand-over is achieved. _
heavily asking that the concentrates and the road railer be That is on the darker side of the Australian
retained for the Australian National operation. In herNationaloperation, but I would also like to speak of some-
approaches, both verbally and in written approaches, th@ing very positive that has occurred for the Australian
Minister indicated the concern that South Australia had td¥ational operation in Port Augusta, and that is the fact that

make sure that Australian National continue as a viabléhe Australian National workshops there have justwon a 12
operation in the best interests of this State. year contract with the Morrison Knudsen organisation in

| have to sav that | was very pleased with the coo eratioWhya”a' That contract is to maintain 25 rebuilt locomotives

. Yy yp 1€ coop! Ofnd it actually represents a consistent injection of work into
| received from both the Premier and the Minister in th|sthe workshops for more than one decade. | know that the
regard. But notwithstanding that support and that very heavxewly elected mayor, Mr Robertson, and also the Combined

and intensive lobbying the decision has now been made bﬁé - : :
X . . -Rail Union representative, Mr Ron Nobbs, were both as
the Federal Cabinet. One of the things that | did agree wit elighted as | 5vas with the announcement of that contract.

g‘ptggsggﬁ'ggcmh:ﬁgg gg’;ggﬁg?géﬂgﬁg'Egh‘)’ﬁgéza;\:{l% Morrison Knudsen_ has actua!ly bought and is rebuillding
a sounder commercial footing N7 CL class locomotives and eight AL (:_Iass Iocomotlve_s,
: which were formerly owned by AN, and in that contract it

The Federal Minister has referred to the remainder of thgyill be providing a rejuvenated locomotive fleet. All that
AN operation, that is, the passenger services and the interstaigrk will actually go to the Port Augusta workshops. As well
rail passenger services, including the refurbished angs that, the work is well advanced on the refurbishment of the
upgraded Indian Pacific service, the intrastate freight servicagdian Pacific railcars. | have had occasion to look at the
in South Australia and Tasmania and also the railwayyork which is currently occurring on those railcars and it is
workshops, both in Port Augusta and at Islington, which itof an excellent standard and work of which the workers can
considers to be in a very good position to actually get workse very proud.
by tender from the National Rail Corporation into the future.  The locomotive maintenance for the Morrison Knudsen

| agree with the assumptions made about the workshopsil vehicles is in a three year cycle, which will range from
in South Australia. | speak particularly about the Portroutine maintenance services, including sanding, brake, oil
Augusta workshops, and the quality of work that the workersind water checks, to three monthly general services and up
there put out, and also the pain and suffering that they hav® a three yearly overhaul of all mechanical components,
gone through in the restructuring process with Australiarincluding diesel and traction motors. The Port Augusta
National to become one of the most efficient workshops irworkshop manager, Mr John Jasson, was very pleased with
Australia, not just South Australia. However, it is still going the opportunity to capture this unscheduled work. The
to be a highly competitive environment. bonuses for the Port Augusta workshop and the flow-on that

| am a bit concerned at what the other States will do withVill come from that contract to the Port Augusta people will

regard to supporting their railway workshop operations, an€ Very beneficial and it could mean an increase in the

maybe we will not have a level playing field as we should€MPloyment base at Australian National. .
have. There is also the possibility that AN will take on this year,

) for the first time for a number of years that | am aware of, an
| know that the member for Flinders would also have som y

. . . YShcreased number of apprentices. In this particular climate |
railway operation knowledge because of the grain traffighii that is very good, and it speaks volumes for Port

WT"?h (aognez frct)mllthe IllNet'St CFESI ar:d Wg'ChtW'l(lj ?ﬁ”ﬁﬁAugusta. | think that things are on the mend with Australian
retained by Australian Nationar here. 1 understand thal INgational but | hasten to add that there needs to be a lot of

Federal Government has asked now that Australian National i1 before the hand-over of those two important parts of

submit another business plan up until 1995 and to prove it AN operation—the concentrates traffic and the road
continued viability as an operation. Whilst | believe that it iler—to the National Rail Corporation. | shall be asking

can be a viable operation, | am firmly convinced that we neeg, ¢ lins whether there cannot be a period beforehand in

to retain both the concentrates traffic and the road railer. | pih 1o carry out more research and to look at that more
I am not quite sure what the franchise arrangements af@oroughly before any hand-over is considered.

with regard to the Americans who own that. That was an Motion carried.

arrangement which was entered into between Australian

National and that organisation, and | am not quite sure what At 9.30 p.m. the House adjourned until Thursday 12

the Wabash people would consider doing if the Federafugust at 10.30 a.m.



