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producers and wine association representatives. The Wine
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Industry Forum proved to be a successful vehicle in which the
State Government could work and consult with the industry
Wednesday 18 August 1993 in opposing the tax increases which occurred in the 1980s and
. the forum has since done much work in promoting and
5 The SF;EAKER (Hon. N.T. Petersonook the Chair at assisting the wine industry in South Australia. The South
p-m. and read prayers. Australian Government has actively worked with the wine
industry in the past and will continue to do so in the future to
TAXATION, WINE SALES ensure its continued success and growth.
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD (Premier): | seek leaveto ! remind members that in 1992 the State Government
make a ministerial statement. provided $1.5 million to the_Austr_alla_n Wine Export C_:ouncu
Leave granted. to help the South Australian wine industry establish new

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: | wish to advise the House €XPOrt markets. Today, | will be writing to all members of the

of the action that this Government will be taking in responseWIne Industry Forum and asking them to consider joining

to the Federal Government’s decision to increase the sales t’o’&th the State Government in preparing a detailed submission

on wine in last night's budget. Last week | wrote to the®" (€ impact of this new tax—
Federal Treasurer— Members interjecting:

Members interjecting: The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will resume his seat. 1€ Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: —on their industry and on
Leave has been granted by this House for the Premier (OUth Australia in particular. Following the completion of
make a statement, and that leave will be upheld. The Premidf'S submission the State Government will then meet with the

The Hon LYNf\l ARNOLD: Last week | Wrénte to the industry to consider the need to provide further assistance in
Federal Treasurer urging him to consider carefully the impadeSPONse to the Federal Government's tax increases. Once an

that any proposed increased tax on wine would have on th%nalysis of the Federal Government'’s tax increases has been
South Australian industry prepared | will then be available to lead a delegation to

Members interjecting; Canberra to present our case to the Prime Minister and

The SPEAKER: Order! Treasurer.
The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: While the Government is LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE
pleased that the Federal Government has moderated its
position and not imposed an alcohol excise on wine, the pMr McKEE (Gilles): | bring up the fourth report 1993 of
increase in the sales tax has come as a great disappointmefe committee and move:
As members will be well aware, the Federal Government last
night increased the sales tax on wine from 20 per cent to 31 ] i
per cent. This increase would take $70 million out of the Motion carried.
industry in 1993-94, $95 million in 1994-95 and over $100
million in out years. FEDERAL BUDGET
This rise will hit the South Australian wine industry
particularly hard. South Australia produces approximately GQ
per cent of the total wine output in Australia. While exports )
are increasing rapidly, 75 per cent of all wine produced is That this House—

: : —deplores the decisions in last night's budget which broke the
consumed in the domestic market. As members would b ederal Government’s election promises that there would be no

aware, the wine industry is aiming to achieve $1 billion worthincreases in tax, no new taxes, no increases in the tax burden and two
of wine exports by the year 2000. rounds of income tax cuts; and in particular—

This will require an estimated $1.2 billion of new —opdp%seshther%vagrlegcreases Ofuréto 10¢ aIEre in plftmlf@;es
; i g ; ; mpose the Federal Government, because they will unfair|
investment in vineyard and winery expansion. The ta?%iejse:riminat)é against low income earners, the une):nployed an%j
announced yesterday by the Federal Government willegional and rural communities;
severely undermine future investment decisions and | am sure"—opposes the immediate 55 per cent increase in the rate of the
that all members in this House join with me in opposing suctwine sales tax because it will unfairly discriminate against one of
an increase. It is estimated that the increased tax will meapouth Australia’s most successful industries and jeopardise jobs,

. - . - ivelihoods and investments, particularly in the wine and grape
that the price of a $5 bottle of wine will now rise to aboutgrowing regions of South Australia.

$5.50 and a $10 bottle to about $11. —and calls on the Premier to communicate this motion and the

The wine industry could choose to absorb this tax as it dicdutrage of South Australians that their State is being discriminated
with the 10 per cent tax which was first imposed in 1984 against in the Federal budget forthwith to the Prime Minister and the
However, to absorb the tax increase would cost the industryederal Treasurer.
$380 million over four years. That is $380 million of | move this motion as a result of the budget brought down last
investment that the industry could otherwise be makingnight by the Federal Labor Government. That budget quite
Instead of helping the wine industry to invest in new capitalclearly—
and to cope with export demand the Federal Government has Members interjecting:
dealt the South Australian industry a savage blow. The SPEAKER: Order!

My Government will immediately reconvene the Wine  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: South Australians are
Industry Forum in South Australia. This forum was first outraged by that budget because it quite clearly is devastating
established in response to the introduction in 1984 of a 10 pem South Australians, particularly the unemployed, those on
cent sales tax on wine by the Federal Government. It is bow incomes, the retired, and those who work in particular
consultative group chaired by the Premier, including growersSouth Australian industries. The budget discriminates against

That the report be received.

The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Leader of the Opposition):
move:



324 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Wednesday 18 August 1993

South Australia because it picks on a particular industry irArnold in particular as Premier of this State, off at the knees.
which South Australia dominates—the wine industry. It has abandoned Labor South Australia and our Government
The budget imposes a very cruel impost on the rural—it has absolutely dumped them—because it realises they are
communities of South Australia through its increase of up ta liability to the Labor Party; but in doing so, and because of
10 cents a litre in fuel tax on unleaded fuel, knowing full well the performance of this Government over the past 11 years,
that that will hit rural communities in particular. It will also South Australians will now suffer, and suffer dearly. Of all
hit many other people in South Australia, particularly thosethe States in Australia that have been discriminated against
in the southern suburbs of Adelaide, who just do not have ¢hrough this Federal budget, South Australia gets hit the
public transport system to get into Adelaide. hardest. Why South Australia? Because we have a Premier
The budget also lifts the sales tax on motor cars to impos&ho does not have the fortitude to argue his case adequately
an additional tax of between $180 and $200 per vehicle atim Canberra. Let us look at the record of our Premier in
time when the motor industry is just coming out of the mostdealing with Canberra, particularly Mr Keating.
depressed situation it has been in for at least 30 years; an The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting:
industry that is about to make some very significant in- The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister is out of order.
vestment decisions in South Australia—at Mitsubishi and The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Prior to the Federal election,
General Motors-Holden’s. You could not choose a worsave found our Premier was constantly on his feet advocating
period to impose an additional sales tax on the motothat people should vote for Mr Keating and the Federal Labor
industry. It comes right on the eve of crucial investmentGovernment. He embraced them fully. He urged South

decisions being made, not here in South Australia— Australians to vote for the Federal Labor Party, for the very
Members interjecting: Government that has now brought this budget upon the heads
The SPEAKER: Order! of South Australians. He went further than that. Also before
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: —but in Tokyo, Melbourne the Federal election he embraced Mr Keating when he wanted

and in other areas. to impose world heritage listing on about a quarter of South
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: Australia. He joined, without question, a study to look at

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Well, it is interesting because world heritage listing for a quarter of this State.
the Minister, who should be out there protecting the interests After the Federal election campaign came the issue of
of the wine industry of South Australia, the very man whoMabo. We found that we had a Premier who was prepared to
should be out there fighting for it, is obviously now agreeingclutch to the coat-tails of Keating regardless of what Keating
with what has been brought down in the Federal budget. said on Mabo and regardless of its impact on South Australia.
Members interjecting: | point out that our Premier is still clutching the coat-tails of
The SPEAKER: Order! Keating on this particular issue.
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: There is the man who should Shortly after that, in July, when it became obvious that the
be protecting the wine industry and who appears now to bEederal Government was going to have to breach its election

out there supporting his Federal cohorts. promises in terms of tax cuts, what did our Premier do? He
Members interjecting: came right out up front and said that the Prime Minister
The SPEAKER: Order! should breach that fundamental election promise—the most

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Last night's Federal budget important election promise made by the Labor Party before
will clearly increase unemployment in South Australia at athe Federal election. It was put down in law: L-A-W. We
time when this State has record high unemployment. The lastave a Premier who has so little regard and so little integrity
thing we want is further damage to that employment situationfor what a Prime Minister should say before a Federal
Finally, last night's budget will severely damage anyelection that he urged that Prime Minister to break his
recovery in the South Australian economy, and no one cafundamental and key election promise.
dispute that fact. Mr Keating, as Prime Minister, has betrayed Of course, just prior to this Federal budget, we had a
South Australians. He has betrayed them because onBremier who knew that an additional wine tax would be
months ago, just before a Federal election, he made certaimposed, who knew that additional sales tax would be
promises, including no increase in taxation; no increase in tainposed on the car industry and who knew that whatever was
burden; and very significant tax cuts in a two stage procesproceeded with in the budget would adversely affect South

Our own Premier has betrayed South Australians becaugeustralia. We raised it in this Parliament only last week. We
he turned around and formally endorsed the breach of thosesked him to go to Canberra, to take on the Federal Govern-
election promises by the Prime Minister. Here we have oument, and to fight for South Australia. Although our Premier
own Premier who, after the Federal election, when th&new that that was going to cost South Australia literally
promises were clearly going to be breached by the Federatillions and millions of dollars, what did he do? He sent a
Government, came out on 3 July and endorsed the breachid¢ letter to the Prime Minister and said, ‘Tut, tut, don’t do
of those election promises. | refer to an article inffover- it That is the sort of Premier that we have—a man who is
tiserheaded ‘Abandon tax cuts—Arnold’, as follows: prepared to commit a mere 45¢ when literally hundreds of

The Premier, Mr Arnold, has called on the Federal Governmenfillions of dollars are at stake in South Australia in our wine
to break its key election promise of delivering income tax cuts rathemdustry alone, let alone in the car industry.
than slash funding to the States. That is why in the budget last night both Dawkins and
Clearly, we have a Premier who is prepared to sacrifice eveldeating had no qualms about proceeding with what was
the honour of election promises to save the neck of higoing to hit this State very badly. They knew they had an
Federal colleagues. He always puts the Federal Labor Parapsolute wimp in South Australia leading the Labor Party,
ahead of South Australia. No longer can this State put up withnd this State suffers. Here we have the Neville Chamberlain
a Government that has a Leader with those intentions. It ief South Australian politics—the man who is prepared to sell
quite clear that the Federal Labor Government has decideslr State no matter what—
to cut the South Australian Labor Government, and Mr Members interjecting:
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The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister is out of order. his Federal budget and what it is going to do to South
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Let us consider what the Australia. | have here an invitation from the Premier called
Premier had to say last night when he was asked about tti€he Premier's Business Forum’ and it indicates quite clearly
wine tax. He said: that our Premier, Mr Arnold, has invited the Federal Treasur-
I'm certainly very concerned that the wine tax has been€l, MrJohn Dawkins MP, to come to Adelaide on Friday to
increased, but | want to make this point that the Federabtand with him, to rub shoulders with him and to talk about

Government— the impact of this Federal budget on South Australia. | find
and | would like all members to listen to this— it absolutely astounding that we have a Premier who is
has obviously listened to the representations that we made. prepared to embrace the Federal Treasurer and apparently

The SPEAKER: Order! The leader will resume his seat, €1dOrse everything that is in that budget, who is even
There is a point of order by the member for Napier prepared to stand on the same platform and welcome him to
The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Adi'ﬁ'ﬁeh cable member It is brobably a BYO lunch
| draw your attention to Standing Order 104 (page 25 of the onouravle member. 1S probavly a unch.

: ; The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Well, they are charging $50
ggﬁsg,%hﬁgﬁzg@;Standlng Orders) regarding rules oFor lunch—and that is very expensive—but that $50 lunch

Members to address the Speaker standing includes beverages, and obviously they took into account the
A member who wishes to speak— . likely rise in the price of wine before they even sent out the

. invitation.
Members interjecting: Members interjecting:
The SPEAKER: Order! There is a point of order before e SPEAKER: Order!
the Chair. = The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Let me turn to the specifics
Members interjecting: _ of the impact on South Australia of both the petrol tax and the
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader is out of yjine tax rise. In South Australia 250 000 motor vehicles rely
order and the member for Morphett is out of order. on unleaded petrol. Those who have those older vehicles—

The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: | will not repeat it, Mr  the people on low incomes, the unemployed, the retired,
Speaker: | will just read the Standing Order, which providesjncjuding the pensioners and those retired on fixed retired in-

A member who wishes to speak rises in his/her place angomes—are the people who are about to be hit with a double

addresses the Speaker. whammy.

Most of the time, the Leader is addressing the television The Hon. J.P. TRAINER: On a point of order, Mr

cameras. Speaker, apart from my being in disagreement with the view
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member will being put by the Leader at the moment, | think he is an-

resume his seat. | uphold the point of order. ticipating debate on Notice of Motion No. 12 for this
Members interjecting: afternoon.

The SPEAKER: Order! All remarks in the Chamber Members interjecting:
should be directed through the Chair. It would remove any The SPEAKER: Order! The Chair cannot read the motion
debate, interjection and arguments across the Chamber if ailhile he is looking at the House. Looking at it very quickly,
remarks were directed through the Chair. | would ask thét would seem to the Chair that the Leader certainly would not
Leader to do so. be able to enter into a full debate on the issues raised in the

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Thank you, Mr Speaker, and motion listed on the Notice Paper. However, | think passing
I will certainly do so. | was pointing out to the House that lastreferences may be in order, and | would ask the Leader to be
night when the Premier was specifically asked about the wineareful in his reference to the matter before the House and
tax, he had this to say—and | would suggest that the honoutake note of Notice of Motion No. 12 on the Notice Paper,
able member opposite should listen to what the Premier haghich is related to leaded petrol and taxes, and the use
to say; this is his Leader and he said the following: thereof.

I'm certainly very concerned that the wine tax has been The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Thank, you, Sir, but I point
increased, but | want to make this point that the Federal Governmewtut also, if | may, that the motion I moved in the House today
has obviously listened to the representations that we made. specifically refers to the increase in fuel tax and, of course,
We get a 55 per cent increase in the sales tax imposed dhe fuel tax on leaded petrol goes up by 10¢ a litre. That
wine and the Premier has the hide to come out and say thaffects the 250 000 vehicles that rely on leaded petrol here in
‘the Federal Government has obviously listened to ouSouth Australia. As | was pointing out to the House, that will
representations’. | wonder what the Premier actually said thave a double whammy effect on people. First, it means that
Mr Keating or to Mr Dawkins and whether they listened tothose who can least afford it will now have to pay, when it
what he said. Perhaps the Premier, when he gets to his feegmes through fully, up to 10¢ a litre extra for their petrol but
will be willing to tell us exactly what sort of case he put to of course, at the same time, those people who have the older
the Federal Government. Why does he now seek praise faars, the pre-1986 cars, will find that the capital value of
the fact that the Federal Government obviously listened tthose cars has depreciated rather substantially as from today.
what he had to say and adhered to it? | find that an appalling That has occurred because people who would be potential
statement. If ever there was proof that our Premier and thuyers of those leaded petrol engine vehicles will realise that
Labor Party have sold South Australia and particularly thdrom now until eternity, until the vehicle wears out, they will
wine industry down the drain, it is what the Premier said lasheed to pay up to 10¢ a litre extra. It also particularly hits the
night. rural areas of South Australia, and it is those areas that can

Finally, in terms of where our Premier stands, to rub salteast afford that, particularly at this time of rural crisis. We
into the wound, we have a Premier who has actually invitedhave some figures from a service station out in the country
the Federal Treasurer to come to Adelaide on Friday, to joithat suggest that the ratio of leaded to unleaded petrol sold is
him and to boastfully tell the South Australian public aboutapproximately 50/50.
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In particular, it is the women in rural areas who invariably Government and Labor promises, this State has suffered and
are driving an older family car to pick up the kids from will continue to suffer. South Australians have no confidence
school, to go shopping, and so on, and who can least affondhatsoever in this Labor Government, and quite rightly so.
the 10¢ a litre extra that they will have to pay for petrol. It They have no confidence whatsoever in Labor, particularly
also affects business in general and will have an inflationargfter what the Labor Party did to them last night.
effect across the entire State. But it will even hit the various  An honourable member interjecting:
charity organisations and those doing voluntary work. Figures  The SPEAKER: Order! | have spoken to the Minister
this morning have shown that the Royal District Nursingthree times, and | will not speak to him again.

Society could be paying up to an extra $23 000 ayear forits  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: On behalf of South
petrol, and that Meals on Wheels in South Australia could b ystrajians, | move this motion so that the Premier, although
paying up to an extra $18 000 for its petrol. it is too late now, can at least go to Mr Keating, Mr Dawkins

Of course, this extra fuel tax comes on top of what ouryng his other Federal Labor colleagues and tell them about
State Labor Government has already imposed as the highggk enormous devastation that their Federal budget will have
petrol taxes in Australia when it comes to its own Stateyn this State and the anger and anguish that now exist in this
taxation. _ _ State from the Federal budget and the impost it is having

The Hon. Frank Blevins: The lowest in the country. particularly on the unemployed, low income groups and

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The highest petrol taxes of gihers who can least afford the increased taxes that have been
any State in Australia. In Adelaide motorists are paying 8-9¢mposed on all of us.

a litre in petrol tax; in Western Australia, 5.67¢ a litre; in Members interjecting:
Queensland they are paying nothing as a State tax on fuel. The SPEAKER: Ordér'
How is that the lowest? The fact is that South Australia has ) )
the highest petrol tax—

The Hon. Frank Blevins: In the metropolitan area.

Members interjecting:

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: And our Treasurer knows it.
We have the highest petrol tax of any State of Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader will resume his seat.
The Chair has warned members before about this wall o
sound that develops. | cannot ascertain who particularly iﬁ

causing the trouble, but somebody will pay the price if it ot agree with. L
continues Mr Ingerson interjecting:

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | now turn to the wine tax The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Let me remind the Lead-

and the wine industry, and let us look at the Labor Party'€™—
record on this industry. In 1983 the Federal Labor Party made The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Bragg.
a promise: it pledged not to impose a sales tax or excise takh€ member for Bragg is well aware of what the Chair has
on wine, but what did it do? In 1984 itimposed a 10 per cenfaid.
sales tax. In 1986 itincreased that 10 per cent sales tax to 20 The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Let me remind the Leader
per cent, and then last night it increased that sales tax fro®f what | actually said last night (and it was printed in my
20 to 31 per cent—a 55 per cent increase in sales tax witpress statement): | was shocked and appalled by the Federal
another 1 per cent to come later. Government's decision to increase the petrol tax. | also
Mr Olsen: All under Labor. criticised very strongly the wine industry tax, and | will make
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: All under Labor; all under some more comments about that in just a few moments. But
another broken Federal Labor Party promise. Who could evdet this House and the people of South Australia be in no
trust the Labor Party with one of its election promises? Indoubt about this Government’s position on the Federal
1987-88 domestic wine sales throughout the whole obudget. | disagree in the strongest possible terms with a
Australia totalled 330 million litres, and by 1990-91 that hadnumber of the measures contained in that document. | am
actually dropped to 300 million litres. It was already droppingdisappointed and | am angry, and | have made those com-
because of the sales tax imposed by the Federal Laborents about the impact of taxation on South Australia on a
Government. What will occur now? We all know it will drop number of occasions and in a number of forums. | strongly
very substantially, helped by the fact that this Governmengisagree with the decision to slug motorists with the petrol
has done nothing whatsoever to protect the wine industryax increases. | do not believe it can be justified and have no
The small and medium sized wineries, which are now entireljiesitation in telling the Prime Minister so. | am also angry
dependent on the domestic market, are already strugglingith the decision to hit very hard one of the State’s most
They are not involved in the export markets, because they agéccessful industries, the wine industry.
not big enough; they will suffer and they will be sentto the  Inthe wake of the Federal budget, | will continue (and that
wall, as we know. is the operative word) to stand up to the Federal Government
The most the Premier can do is talk about setting up his—or anybody else, for that matter—for the people and
‘talkfest’ by re-establishing the wine forum and offering to industries of this State. My Government and | will not simply
go off and talk to Canberra. Why did he not go to Canberrait back and meekly accept what has been delivered in the
three weeks or three months ago? Why has he not been dutdget last night. | have already outlined today what we
there previously as Premier of this State protecting our winéantend to do in the first instance with respect to the wine
industry? Because the Premier is a fool. The Premier is a foohdustry, following last night's budget. This is in stark
in trusting the Federal Labor Government with any of itscontrast to the Opposition, which simply sits back, whinges,
election promises. Because he is a fool, and because he dae#icises and proposes no alternative, no action, no policies
not now know where to turn in terms of the Federal Laborfor South Australia—no decisions at all. Let the Leader be in

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD (Premier): The Leader of
the Opposition believes that he can embarrass this
Government by saying that we are not prepared to criticise
a Labor Government in Canberra. He is wrong. He is wrong
because of the very fact that | was the first person on the steps
f Parliament House last evening standing up for South
ustralia and attacking parts of the Federal Budget that | do
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no doubt: the situation for South Australia in the Federal What|ask is a fair assessment, because a fair assessment
budget could have been worse, much worse. of the budget will be better heard than an unfair one; a fair
In the lead-up to the budget | went in to bat for Southassessment that says, ‘Yes we will give credit where it is due,
Australia on a number of occasions. My speech to the Speciaind some credit is due, but at the same time we will speak out
Premiers Conference in Canberra detailed the views that warongly against those things that cannot be supported—the
expressed on the tax situation in this country, and | was quitpetrol industry slug and the wine industry tax impost being
prepared to stand up publicly and say that | felt there shouldmong them.’
be a deferral of the tax cuts rather than bringing them in at The Leader attacked me for activities that | may have
this stage, when I did not think it was in the best interests ofindertaken with respect to the Federal budget. He attacked
our economy. | said publicly at that time, and | am on recordne with respect to the Federal budget and with respect to the
in media interviews and the like as having said, that | did notepresentations | made to the Federal Treasurer a few weeks
believe bringing forward those taxes or leaving them as theggo. He made no reference, of course, to the work | was
were originally scheduled in the law of this country was thedoing in previous meetings, the Council of Australian
right thing to do at this stage, because it would open th&overnment and the Special Premiers Conference, and other
possibility of other taxes being put in place that would not berepresentations to the Federal Government, notwithstanding
of benefit to this economy, especially at this time of a tendethat his own Deputy Leader acknowledges that the deal we
recovery from a recession that hit Australia so very hard. got out of the Commonwealth on the State Bank was a very
The rumours were around in the past couple of weeks agood deal indeed.
so about the tax on the automotive industry, and indeed | was Since he made so many references to my comments and
asked a question in this place about the automotive and wirgctions before the last Federal election, | want to draw
industry taxes. | remind members that the rumour was abouwttention to the Leader’s own actions and comments before
a $1 000-plus tax on the average family car. | acknowledgethat election. What would have happened, had he been
the point at the time that that would have been seriouslguccessful in his representations to have John Hewson
damaging to the automotive industry in this State; | stronglypecome the Prime Minister of this country? That is what he
opposed the $1 000-plus tax, which was apparently what waganted, and he was happy to stand up and do that. The
being talked about prior to last night. Certainly, the 1 per centeader of the Opposition—
increase in this budget in the sales tax on cars is not sup- Members interjecting:
ported by me. Itis certainly a lot less than it otherwise might The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kavel, the
have been, and | believe the stand made by my Governmeheader and the members for Heysen and Coles are out of
and my Ministers on matters such as this has been heard andder. The Premier.
has had an effect. The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The Leader made a number
| can make a number of comments about the budget, amaf tactical errors in his speech. He had a lot of difficulty
indeed will do so in a few moments, but | want to make thisgetting through the speech, | might say, and got himself
point. | am there criticising what should be criticised; | amtongue-tied on various things. | noticed on more than one
there attacking the decisions that should be attacked, but | antcasion he was criticising the impost on unleaded petrol; |
also prepared to acknowledge that there have been othlink he meant to say that he was criticising the impost on
things in the Federal budget which do deserve some credieaded petrol, and there were a few otfaerx pasas he went
When asked last night whether he saw any good points in tharough. One of the tactical mistakes he made was to bring
Federal budget, the Leader answered, ‘None, absolutelp the ghost of Neville Chamberlain. Do you remember
none. He was not prepared to acknowledge that anywhereefore the last Federal election, Mr Speaker, there was that
there was anything of any benefit in that budget. He was naneeting on the eastern seaboard at which Liberal leaders, be
prepared to acknowledge the money that has been given ftrey Premiers or Leaders of the Opposition, had this great
the export programs ($94 million), the reduction in the rateconference with John Hewson on the payroll tax deal that
of company tax, the extra number of South Australians wh@pparently was going to—
will benefit by the pension assets test changes, the extra Members interjecting:
money in labour market training programs, the child-care The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Don'’t shake your head, you
moneys that have been put in the budget and the allowancegere there. You didn’t get seen on too many TV shots, but
that are associated with that; apparently, none of that is of anyou were there. The Leader flew across to the Eastern States
benefit to South Australia. to have this meeting with the Federal Leader, and he brought
That begs the question whether the Leader would rathdyack the piece of paper that he had signed. He waved it here
not have seen any of those points. He would rather have seanthis Parliament, that same document that at least Stockdale
all those points deleted from the Federal budget, and those Victoria had the guts to criticise; that same document
tens of thousands of South Australians who will benefit fromwhich Stockdale recognised was not in the interests of the
those points should not have benefited; that was the messa§tates and, as we pointed out very clearly in this State at the
we were getting from the Leader. It was interesting to notdime, which was not in the interests of this State. If ever there
in his speech just now that he chose not to refer to any othevas a Neville Chamberlain act it was that, coming back to
part of the budget at all. His silence was noted, except foBouth Australia and making those very strong representations,
these two areas of the budget—the petrol tax and winapparently having defended industry in this State when in fact
industry area—with the odd oblique reference to the automdie was selling it out.
tive industry in this State. The rest of it was a total silence by We then look at other issues. Members may recall one of
the Leader on the Federal budget. | hope that that is correctédese rallies John Hewson was having on the steps of
as the other members on the Opposition front bench staRarliament House at the time to try to stir up a feeling of
speaking about the Federal budget and that they do malseipport. There he was photographed behind—
comments on the other issues that were dealt with in that The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will resume his seat.
document. The member for Murray-Mallee.
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Mr LEWIS: On a point of order, Sir, | do not recall about the impact on State revenue that simply do not stand
anything about this matter in the Leader’s motion, and | askip.
you to rule on the relevance of the Premier’s remarks. | turn now to the Leader’s own statements, and | am not

The SPEAKER: | suggest that the honourable membersure whether they are his statements or those of his research
listen to the contributions from his own side. If the Housestaff. If they are the words of his research staff, he should
wishes the Chair to confine the debate exactly to the pointdlink about getting some new ones, because obviously they
on the Notice Paper, it will do so, but it will be a very limited €t him down badly. My guess is that the Leader decided to
debate. | point out to the honourable member that his owitart speaking before he thought about it and then he dis-
Leader was allowed considerable leeway in the debate, arf@vered that he gotitwrong. Let us look at some of the other
that privilege will be extended to all members in this debatetrguments the Leader has raised. On the matter of petrol tax,
unless the House decides otherwise. The Premier. itisa slug on Ordinary Australians. It is a tax increase that |

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: In my remarks | am very much oppose, and it is not necessary. It will hurt

responding to the comments of the Leader about my actior¥dinary Australians, because it will be a cost to business at
before the last Federal election, and | am talking about hig t'.m]?l tthat Wejuf?t dtobnot neeqtthql;s;a cc(;sttt;s. It wrl]lltﬁls%g?vle
actions before the last Federal election. We had a photogra@ﬁ1 inflationary €ltect because it will ieed througn the :

of John Hewson being mobbed by Liberal supporters on thgcknowledge and criticise all those points. One of my reasons
steps of Parliament House and there, with a Cheshire cat gr fr criticism is the fact that the Federal Government took no
on his face. was the Leader of the bpposition behind hinfccount of regional or rural South Australia, unlike this
saying, witr; that grin on his face that was soon wiped awa overnme'n't Wh'Ch. has never received a word of praise from
that he supported what John Hewson wanted to do to thi':et,1e Opposition for its actions. .

State, that he supported the GST, and that he supported t eTh!S Gove_rn_m_ent has_ a three-tlere_d system of petrol tax
abolition of horizontal fiscal equalisation, that awkward anul;"‘at tries to minimise the impact on regional South Australia.
horrible sounding phrase that is worth $380 million a year to he Party that claims to represent and look after the interests

the people of South Australia. The Leader of the Oppositiorp! "egional South Australia has let it down because the
did not care about that. pposition has never supported our policy on that matter,

. . even though it is a supportive policy indeed. The Leader
The Leader did not care about wanting to sell us out o g PP policy

that. and h h to stand q  that kind ade a comment a moment ago about State Government
al, and he was happy to stand up and support that Kind Qg t5x rises. Unfortunately, there was a situation last year
policy. It was not a policy that | was prepared to support an

. ! - where we had to increase petrol tax in this State.
l'actively opposed it. Even though some years ago the Primeé  +na Hon. Frank Blevins interjecting:

Minister seemed o have somewhat to minds on the ISSUE The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Yes, o give it to local
of horizontal fiscal equalisation, | was pleased to see that i, e rnment as part of the memorandum of understanding
was in South Australia that we got him steeled up to argu

. . X “With local government, which is very appreciative and knows
against any change to that policy. It was in South Australigy a1 it can do with that. Over the years there have been
where his commitment to maintaining the policy first;

d It h i South Austral d1 | ncreases, but we have tempered the increases to ensure that
appeared. It was here in sou ustralla and 1 am glaqye picked up the needs of regional South Australia. However,
because it is States like South Australia that really feel the q;2tad to feel as if a policy was just about to come forth
bﬁnef't. of thf’%‘thpo"cy- It neesds to Gbe noted that,hln theom the Leader, who is almost bereft of policy statements.

ﬁ OCE\IIOSS W'th respeptl tg tate ((:)vefr nments, daF Wa¥hose that he calls policy statements contain nothing and are
onoured at the special Premiers Conference and it Was?mply bankrupt documents more full of holes than a sieve.
honoured in the figures last night, notwithstanding that thgyare \we about to hear the Leader say that he would reduce

Leader has made all sorts of claims about money being stolegyate petrol taxes? Were we about to hear the Leader say that
from South Australia. he would unwind any increases in petrol tax over recent
Last night the Leader stood on the steps at the front of thigears? Were we about to hear, at long last, a policy? Were we
building and said, amongst other things, ‘Mr Keating hasabout to hear something specific for South Australians on
stolen $35 million out of our State Bank rescue package. Wgyhich they could make a judgment?
were due to get $150 million this year for that rescue  One of the comments I made last night was that it is about
package. We have effectively had that cut by $35 million.time the Leader started coming out with his own decent
He was then asked about that—and rightly so—and gave “g;licies on these matters if there is to be a proper debate
most amazing answer anyone has ever heard, an answer ta@but the economic future of South Australia. With respect
no-one could understand. So uncertain was his performangg the petrol tax issue, the leaded and unleaded debate, we
that after he had gone back upstairs his press people, alarmegbuld remember that there have been discussions at the
by what they heard in that amazing answer, went runningational level about this, and the Minister of Environment and
around the press gallery afterwards to ask the press not {tand Management argued heavily against the proposals that
make any reference to it. They said that there had been@me out in yesterday’s budget_ | note that all other
mistake and they needed time to check it out. Australian States bar one also argued against that. In fact,
The Leader has to do better than that, if he purports to bthey argued in line with the Minister of Environment and
the Leader of this State, when he talks about the financidland Management. They said to the Federal Government,
impact of the Federal budget. He has to do better than simphpo not do this.’ The one State that did not argue that position
come out and make statements and then have to send his owas Jeff Kennett’s Victoria, but we forget that the Leader is
press secretary running around the place to fix up the damage Jeff Kennett.
of his own words, to let the press know that he had got it The Leader is in the line of not being anyone who does not
wrong, that he had made a mistake. If ever there was a casaeit his purposes at any point in time. | do not want to see us
of the Leader being ‘Can | do that again Brown’, we saw itput in danger those things in this document that South
last night. The Leader made a number of other statemen#sustralia needs in respect of its economy and business and
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those things that the ordinary people of South Australia needVhat an appalling performance. We have the Premier of this
I do not want to put them at risk. | know that the Leader andState congratulating the Federal Government for its efforts
his Party are bent on a policy of trying to block Supply in thein respect of the budget. | will address the amendment before
Federal Parliament, but | do not want to lose those things thalhe House, because quite clearly the Premier is condoning the
are good for South Australia. | want to argue strongly againdlying and the misrepresentation incorporated in the amend-
those things that are bad. Let us criticise those things thament. One of the clear matters that we wanted the House to
need to be criticised and accept what needs to be acceptextknowledge was the fact that we condemn the Federal
Therefore, | propose to amend the Leader’s motion. | moveGovernment for making false promises, promises that it will
Leave out all words after ‘That this House’ and insert— never keep, yet the Premier's amendment seeks to delete that
—opposes both the Federal Government's budget decision tUOm the m0t|0n The Pl’emler referred to the Federal leel’a|
increase petrol tax by up to 10¢ a litre within two years, which will Party policy. | remind the Premier that Federal Liberal Party
impact heavily on business and residents of outer-metropolitan aqgoncy has no excise on petrol; it has lower income tax; and,

regional areas, and the significant increase in the wholesale sales ;
on wine from 20 per cent to 31 per cent which will impact heavilytar(course’ ithas no payroll tax. That would have been to the

on the domestic wine market. advantage of all South Australians. If he believes congratulat-
—notes with approval the success of the Premier’s representatidRd failure is a legitimate motion of this House, this Parlia-
to the Commonwealth to keep sales tax on non-luxury cars below theent has stooped to an all time low.
standard wholesale sales tax rate of 20 per cent and in maintaining | gsk the question of all members opposite: who are the
the excise-free status of wine. : .
true believers now on the other side? How often do the people

Members interjecting: of South Australia and Australia have to be betrayed by the
The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the Deputy Leader. It Keating Government? How often does it have to break its
would be a sad day for anyone to miss the vote. promises? How often does it have to hit the poor, the

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: The amendment continues: handicapped and the people who cannot defend themselves?

—notes the tax cuts for low medium income earners and a ran%é/lth respect to the poor and the underprivileged, even the

of socially responsible measures to help families, the aged and tHe€puty Premier—
unemployed. Members interjecting:

—further recognises that, while these positive measures are The SPEAKER: Order!
partially offset by increases in indirect taxes, this change inthe tax Mr S.J. BAKER: —got it right this morning on the ABC.

mix is minor compared to the hugely regressive tax policies of th - : : ; :
Liberal Party, which include a GST, lower personal tax rates for higﬁ_|e got it very right this morning. He said that the petrol tax

income earners, no capital gains tax and the re-instatement of tax fré¢ould disadvantage the poor, and it was unconscionable for
executive perks. it to do so. He also said that the wine tax was unnecessary.

—calls on the Premier to communicate this motion and theWhen the Premier moves an amendment, which virtually
Outr_age_of South Australians thatthelr State haS been d_iscriminat%ngratu|ates him on h|s own performance, | be“eve
g%?jlgrsatlllr%rtggs':ﬁgﬁral budget, forthwith to the Prime Minister and th;%)yerybody in this House should have a great deal of difficul-

The SPEAKER: | point out that the last paragraph of the * | et ys put it on the record. If the Premier thinks that his
amendment s in effect the same as the last paragraph of thgpresentations saved the car industry from a big impost, he
motion and therefore would not need to be removed. has another think coming. As we saw with the Federal

The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Mr Speaker, | appreciate pudget, structured increases of one per cent will be added to
that. It was just an awkwardly worded motion. In conclusion,each of the tiers in respect of sales tax. It had nothing to do
the Leader made light of my invitation to the Federalwith the Premier; he was a failure. He was a failure because
Treasurer to visit South Australia on Friday to discuss thehe one job he had to do was to save our wine industry, and
Federal budget. His own motion wants us to communicaténat will be spoken about in more detail. If the Labor Party
with the Prime Minister and the Federal Treasurer, yet wheshinks that the $2 benefit for those earning less than $20 000
we talk about bringing the Treasurer to South Australia taand the $8 benefit for those earning between $20 000 and
hear the views of South Australians he laughs. He sayg50 000 will pay for the $5 a week extra in petrol tax and all
‘What a joke. That should not happen’. That indicates highe other wholesale taxes being imposed, obviously it has not
own political cynicism in moving his motion. done its sums.

The fact is that at these lunches speakers are also ques- It is important that we recognise the outer suburbs. We
tioned. | am very confident that the Federal Treasurer will benust recognise the people who need to drive to work and to
questioned about matters in the Federal budget on thathool; and we must recognise the rural women who rely on
occasion. | have already had people tell me that they arelder cars. It is important that we recognise that tourism is
coming for that selfsame purpose. | have been speaking taghly dependant on the price of fuel and, of course, we have
people in different sections of the wine industry and in-heard the Minister of Tourism chortling on. What the Premier
dicating my views, which they know and support. | amhas not said is that the State Government will benefit from alll
pleased to see that the Treasurer is coming to South Australifese taxes. He has not said a word about that. We did not
on Friday so that he can have his say and hear our viewsear in the statement today that the Premier will adjust his
about these issues. taxes on licensing fees. We did not hear that the licensing fees

We will go on speaking, in every possible and appropriatevere going to be adjusted.
forum, for the people of South Australia. The petrol taxand The Hon. Frank Blevins interjecting:
the wine tax cannot be supported. This Party does not support Mr S.J. BAKER: | beg your pardon?
them, and this Government does not support them. We The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier is out of
oppose them and we will convey that message and go oorder and the Deputy Leader is out of order and will address
conveying it until changes are made. his remarks to the Chair.

Mr S.J. BAKER: On each of these measures the State

Mr S.J. BAKER (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): coffers benefit. So, there will be a little voice in Canberra
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saying, ‘Look, | am sorry you did this but we are really goingl am always disappointed when speaking after the Deputy
to do very well over in South Australia.” That has not beenlLeader of the Opposition. As soon as he stands up, the gallery
heard. We have not heard the Premier comment on that todampties and a man cannot get a line in the paper. However,
Whether it be fuel which is adjusted by CPI and which will | will do my best to do so.

go up because of the increase in the CPI, as a result of the Members interjecting:

inflationary effects; whether it be the licence fees, whichwill  The SPEAKER: Order!

go up because the Federal Government has placed a furtherThe Hon. FRANK BLEVINS: The Federal budget n its

Impost on wine; or Whethgr it be cigarettes, which .also ns otality is absolutely unacceptable to me. | concede that there
as a result of Federal excises, the State budget will benefi re some very good items in the budget but, in my view, they
We have not heard anything from the Premier to say that Whre principally of a minor nature. | am particularly outraged

will draw back on any of those items. . : ' .
: . X . ) at the increase in petrol tax. It is totally unwarranted. | think
Neither did the Premier mention such items and suc}pt- oy h y

oint out that this State Government discriminates in favour
f country people when it applies its own levy on petrol sales.
Apart from Queensland, which has no petrol tax at all—but
3Rat will not last very long—we have the lowest State fuel

: - . franchise fee in the whole of Australia outside the
Who manipulated the system? Was it the bank_s tha_t gc?Inetropolitan area, and | am very proud of that. It also
the good deal for themselves to take out the credit uniong,ahnens to be where | buy all my petrol.

because the credit unions rely simply on deposits to generate . . . T .
capital, whereas banks and other financial institutions hav, Besides being _unfalrtc_) all motorists, itis ext_rem_el)_/ unfair
0 country motorists. It is also even more discriminatory

the capacity o raise equity capital? They will be placed atnggainst the poor. It is by and large the poor who drive cars

10 per cent of the nation’s assets in friendly societies an
credit unions. They will be wiped out under the proposition
we have before us—they will be devastated. The Premier h
said nothing about that.

Prl;%ftﬂgagrce'?rlﬂg'rs:ggﬁp :ﬁg'[ei OV(;/Z ha\é?vcgthgsgrgningmlh at use leaded petrol. | think we can all remember when we
Y. ¥ ot our first car, and | think we can all remember the little

strongest credit unions and friendly society organisations iS cond car that we had around the place on occasions. not that
the country. So, there is big finance, there are big deals ar]éa . P o
do. Inevitably, they use leaded petrol, and to discriminate

the Premier is in there supporting it all the way. How _ . ) ) >
successful was he really in terms of turning Canberra around NSt the poor like that is unconscionable. It will also go

Let us look at the outcomes. The outcomes are quite cle s'.traight into the consumer price index and help to create
There will be no unemployment relief, and that is supporte nother rounq of inflation. N
by the Premier. We heard him support the budget today. Thi Itis appalling how the wine industry has been treated.
participation rate of Australians is expected to decrease; thatis industry is making progress, and it has had its hard
means less people wanting to go into the work force. Th&MeS: Itis a very hard ".‘d“St.’y in which to make a dollar.
household savings ratio is expected to fall dramatically again €€ &ré not too many rich wine makers around and not too
from 6.1 per cent to 4.7 per cent. Quite clearly, further™any rich grape growers around. It is an industry which,

taxation will be applied to the small income earners to thelespite all the hardships that it has had to go through, still
benefit of the Federal coffers. We have inflation increasing2nages to come up with a superb product and sell increasing
from one per cent to 3.5 per cent because of the Feder antities overseas. Eor .the. Federal Government to say,
Government policies. Our current account balance will | 2Nk you very much’, give it a box around the ears and
continue to blow out. take some more money is appalling.

Itis not a pretty picture. South Australians are affected, |f we are looking for something good to say about the
particularly by the wine and petrol taxes, and in Adelaide webudget, one of the things that we can say—there are not
have the highest petrol tax of any capital city of Australia.Many—is that it is better than what was on offer. This budget
The Premier is the same person who supported the Treasuf€s part of the way to doing what John Hewson wanted to
when he reduced our budget by $50 million. He did not geflo- He wanted to reduce significantly income tax on higher
any special grants and, if members look through the budgdcome earners; he wanted to put a broad based goods and
papers, they will find every other State has some project foF€rvices tax on almost every commodity in the community,
which they received a special grant. However, that did nowhich would have been highly regressive; he wanted to do

happen in South Australia at all. Of course, the roads hav@way with capital gains tax, one of the few progressive
been cut to ribbons in the process. measures that we have; and he wanted to give back to the

There is no gain but there is plenty of pain. This Govern-executives their tax-free perks. That was the alternative. | say

ment wants to confine people to their homes and make [P the Federal Government that | do not agree with most of
unaffordable for them to get on the roads, and it does ndhe budget, but at least it is nowhere near as bad as what was
mind wrecking the wine industry. The Premier says he willon offer.

lead a delegation to Canberra, but his past performance does The biggest problem that we have is that Governments are
not imbue us with a great deal of confidence. He is quitd0t prepared to make some economic space for themselves.
content for the poor to be hit, and he is quite content for thd hey go to election after election promising to make income
Federal Government to continue to break its promises. @nd corporate tax cuts and to reduce the Federal

support the original motion. Government's income, and at the same time they say, ‘Here
is a whole raft of promises of increased spending.’ | can tell
The Hon. FRANK BLEVINS (Deputy Premier): |  you, Mr Speaker, and common sense tells you, it cannot be

support the amendment. | think it is a more accurate represedone. | condemn all Governments for doing that at all
tation of the feelings of South Australians than the motionelections. | wish that people would just wake up to the fact
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that it is offensive to the electors, and | cannot understand Itis so long since the wine industry forum met that at this year's
why time after time the electors fall for it. annual general meeting a fortnight ago they were wondering whether
What we have seen in the last few elections—probably faft Was worth electing a delegate at all
too many—is something of an obscene auction to see whéhe Premier’s ministerial statement is trying to use the wine
can offer the greatest tax cuts, who can cut the Federahdustry forum as the mechanism to attack the Federal Labor
Government’s income the hardest and at the same time wHaovernment on what it has done. Well, this Premier has done
can make the most grandiose promises that apparently anething with the wine industry forum. He has not used it
paid for with fresh air. They are not paid for with fresh air: effectively. Too little too late, yet again.
they are paid for with borrowings. To me it is absolutely  We on this side of the House find ourselves in quite good
dishonest to go to elections making those kinds of statementsompany: a person of no less standing than Martin Ferguson
I would also have a go at some sections of the media whicbf the ACTU said last night, ‘How can you defend the
seem to think that that can be done. It cannot be done. We alidefensible?’ Clearly, you cannot. Yet, this Premier, this
know that and common sense tells us that. Deputy Premier and Treasurer and this Government are still
| believe that the tax cuts that were promised prior to therying to have half and half. They are not prepared to cut and
last Federal election were utterly irresponsible. The onlythey are not prepared to take the Federal Government on; they
thing | can say about the Labor Government is that at least itwere not prepared to do so before the budget was brought
tax cuts were less than the tax cuts promised by the Liberalown and they are not prepared to after the event.
Party. | do not want the Liberal Party to get any comfortfrom  The Premier also said how his Minister of Environment
what | am saying. Those tax cuts should never have beesnd Land Management had told the Federal Government,
offered and they should never have been given. What is th®on't do it. Don’t put the tax on petrol.’ That is what we
point of them? Apparently we are giving $6 or $8 a week toheard not a few minutes ago. Well, what did the Minister of
middle income earners—and we are giving about $1.96 peEnvironment and Land Management’s press statement say?
week to the really poor—and for this privilege we are impos-Once again, it was having a bob each way. Let me read two
ing a huge hike in petrol tax, a hike in wine tax and a hike inparagraphs of the Minister’s press statement:
Wholesale_ sales tax, all of which are regresswe_. Thatis V\.’hat For the sake of future generations, we must act now to lower lead
we are doing, but we have honoured our promises and givaR the environment, and petrol is a major contributorThere are
these particular tax cuts. What an exercise in futility! If thattwo main ways of encouraging people to change over to unleaded
is not ridiculous enough, on the way the Federal Governmeritel—education and financial incentive. I'm not convinced that a

; ; ice differential between leaded and unleaded fuel is necessarily the
has managed to skim a bit more off the poor. Ithas Cor](:(_:‘d(:“ggirest solution, as those people who cannot afford to upgrade their

that the really poor in our community, unfortunately, will carsin order to use unleaded fuel will be disadvantaged. Before the
have less disposable income after this budget than beforeederal Government acts, we should weigh up—

Quite frankly, | do not support that. There was nothing in it, Mr Premier, telling the Federal

I conclude by making this plea: all Governments, if they 5. .ernment not to take this specific action. Your represen-
are to be effective, have to make some economic space fré:é

tion to this House of your Minister's comments is wrong,
themselves. They have to be prepared to stand up a y g

h | o i< to h hi icul dard t again. That dispenses with and dispatches the Premier’s
onestly say, ‘If you wish to have this particular standard ofy e 51" and ineffectual rebuttal of the Leader's motion. It is
services delivered, it will cost you this in tax.’ It is then

o . retty clear that the Federal Labor Government has aban-
perfectly legitimate for the community to choose betweery,naq you. It recognises that you are dead in the water and
services or taxation. All | can say is that the people whom |

. h now hanging you out to dry. Your Federal colleagues
represent, even if every one of them in my electorate ang] 4 keq away from you—
potential electorate paid no tax at all, would still not be able M U
. . . embers interjecting:
to afford to pay for their own health or education services. ] | .
One of the principal purposes, as | see it, of a Feder The SPEAKER: Orde_r. The House will come to order.
Government’s budget is to ensure that people in the (:om-he member for Kavel will resume his seat. .
munity have access to the basic services of health, education The Hon. D.J. HOPGOOD: | rise on a point of order.
shelter and security. If that means not offering tax cuts afVhen a member has been here as long as the member for
election times, | believe that is the policy that Governmentd<@vel has he should avoid using the second person singular
should go to the electorate on. Unfortunately, | believe that? hiS speeches, as is required by Standing Orders.
this obscene auction and these lies that are told and the The SPEAKER: Order! The Chair did not pick that up,
misrepresentations that are made will continue, and | thinRs my attention was diverted. However, the member for
that is a great pity. Kavel is well aware of Standing Orders.
| believe the amendment more fairly represents the impact Mr OLSEN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Again, Labor has
of the Federal budget on this State, and | urge the House ®list of broken promises and they are becoming legendary.
support it. Winning is not only everything to the Labor Party: it is the
only thing, and they are prepared to lie to win. Not only that
Mr OLSEN (Kavel): Once again, we have positive proof but we have seen that the Labor Party is prepared to secretly
that when Bannon and Arnold fight, South Australia losesuse taxpayers’ money to get over the line. That is the sort of
In his ministerial statement today, the Premier indicated thatalibre, integrity and honesty we have seen in Labor Govern-
last week he had written to the Prime Minister pleading Soutiments. There is no doubt that we would have been better off
Australia’s case. Everybody knows that in the preparation ofvith a GST on wine and petrol, because there would be
a budget it is at least a week prior to its delivery that theseffsets. The Federal Liberal Party proposed the abolition of
settings are locked in. Too little too late. Let us also have duel excise, which not only would have reduced the cost of
look at page 2. The Premier is going to action the winefuel by 19¢ a litre compared to the 11¢ that this Government
industry forum. Let me quote some comments made & putting on: that is 30¢ a litre difference between what
fortnight ago, as follows: Federal Labor and Federal Liberal were proposing.
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The cost of petrol and these other taxes will wind their Members interjecting:
way into inflation, as the Deputy Premier said. What happens The SPEAKER: Order!
when they wind their way into inflation? They wind theirway ~ Mr OLSEN: —to the Premier's amendment:
into interes.t rates, and V\{hat we are seeing as aresult of these 4 e the words in the second and fourth paragraphs.
measures is a greater impact, impost, burden and cost of o
operating of small business. Does Labor not yet understand 1he SPEAKER: The honourable member will bring the
that unless there are businesses that are profitable in trfig"€ndment forward. The Minister of Business and Regional
country we will not create jobs for young Australians? Until Development.

and unless you understand that reducing the burden on The Hon. M.D. RANN (Minister of Business and

industry and on business is @he only way to proceed, there Eegional Development)-Thank you for that Support. Mr
no hope—no hope for reducing the unemployment queues | peaker, | will not do the Leader of the Opposition the justice

this country. frollowing hi le of ) back d looki
The extra burden of the freight cost of fuel is $175 million ©f following his style of turning my back on you and looking
leadingly up at the camera while | straighten my tie.

a year. That is a cost going into the articles that we want t wever. | will say this: the Leader of the Opposition says
produce and export overseas. We saw what happened in 19 hat he isyno John Hewson; the Leader of the Opposition says

when the Whitlam Government introduced an excise or <. Jeff K “the Leader of the O X h
brandy: the Berri producers in the Riverland had been '[hge IS no Jeil Kennett; the Leader of the Opposition says he
no Richard Court. Well, we have seen today that he is no

largest producers in the southern hemisphere, but four yea hn Ol ite frankl ing t
later they hardly produced a drop. The net effect on Treasurg® N Olsen. Quite frankly, as someone was saying to me
ecently, at least the member for Kavel looks like he believes

was that instead of getting more money it got far less ) . . -
because the consumer reaction to the price increases WaslrfoWhat he is saying, whilst the Leader of the Opposition

walk away. sounds phoney be.cause he is phoney. o
What we are talking about here is an industry that is The _S|mple_fact is that the Lea_lder of the Opposition in this
starting to make it, starting to look good and starting to/10US€ iS asking South Australians for the support that he
achieve well in the international market. What does Labof2nnot even achieve from the first four on his front bench.
do? As soon as it starts to look successful it wants to pull thé hat is the simple truth and he knows it, and no amount of
industry back. It wants to chop it down. It wants to negate th/?iC€ coaching; no amount of training from Caroline Ainslie;
benefits of getting into those international export markets/'© @mount of makeup; no amount of new suits; no amount of
The industry is just starting to get there and it needs $1 billiorf?0!ding the tie and fiddling with it will explain away to South

to put in new vineyards to meet the international demandfustralians that he is a complete and utter fake who does not
How will it achieve that with $2.5 million currently in 9V€ & damn about this State. We have seen that time and

domestic sales? again. He certainly does not give a damn about ordinary

With those domestic sales being reduced, who will financ&CUth Australians. . .
the extra vineyards we need throughout this country to meet SO, let us not have any more of this phoniness. The
the international export market potential? Labor is killing theL€ader’s handlers believe that he can get away without saying
goose that laid the golden egg. What you are doing i@nything at all, without putting his moniker on any policy. He
destroying an industry that is just starting to make it, jusays today that we are not prepared to criticise the Federal
starting to get off the ground and just starting to achieve. Sovernment. That is simply not true. We remember the
could go on and talk about the impact that this will have orfiébate over zero tariffs. We remember what the Premier said,
regional areas of South Australia. what | said and wha_t thg Leader of the Opposition said. He

An honourable member interjecting: ran to Canberra not just like Neville Chamberlain but, for the

Mr OLSEN: Well, see what the former Premier, the & industry in this State, like Quisling, because it was a
member for Ross Smith, had to say at page 46darfsard ~ {reacherous move. _ _
of August 1984, because that is when they increased it from He came back here like a puny school boy waving a piece
10 to 20 per cent. What did we see—a great fight, | don’f paper, saying ‘I support the GST." | believe that the impost
think, from the Labor Government! We supported an inquiryon petrol in this budget is a kick in the guts for the true
because an inquiry was going to sort it out. So much foPelievers, butitis a b_Ioody sight better than the poison that
sorting it out! What we have now is not 20 per cent but 31 petvould have been delivered by John Hewson if he had been
cent, and in 12 months time it will go to 32 per cent. in the position.

The Arthur D. Little report recommends certain directions  The SPEAKER: Order! | would ask the Minister to be
and actions but what has happened? Federal Labor has totafigreful in his use of language. There are words that are not
walked away from the recommendations of the Arthur D.necessary in this debate and | would ask him to be very
Little report. It has totally walked away from an industry that careful.
was starting to build our national export reputation interna- The Hon. M.D. RANN: Thank you, Sir. | am a working
tionally and, given that we produce some 60 per cent of thatlass lad from London who represents Salisbury. | say things
the indirect effect on South Australia is more than that on anys they are, unlike the Leader of the Opposition, who never
other State in Australia. says things as they are. He has a script, he has the makeup,

What do we get from this Labor Administration: nothing! he stares at the camera and says what he is told to say but,
No effort and no determination. They were not in there beforevery now and again, he blows it—about three or four times
the die was cast, and after the event they are weakly saying,day.

‘You shouldn’t do this to South Australia.” Too little, too As for the wine industry, there is absolutely no doubt at
late! You have lost for South Australia yet again. Instead ofll that the Dawkins medicine is vinegar for the wine industry
fighting when the fight needs to be taken up, you fight aftein this State. Let us go into the reasons for that. The simple
the event. Given that my time has expired, | move an amendmentfact is that the wholesale tax on wine will increase from 20
to 31 per cent to take effect immediately, with a further



Wednesday 18 August 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 333

increase of one percentage point to take effect from Julynany respects, Phil Lynch would have been proud of in terms
1994. The tax applies to domestic consumption and not, a&f that impost on working class people in cars.
the Leader was trying to imply, to exports. The simple fact But we do not see the Leader of the Opposition utter one
is it will severely impact on small and medium sized winesingle word of honesty or sincerity. And members opposite
producers. Preliminary estimates from State Treasury suggeatow it, because if | asked individually any of them in the
that, as a result of the first round of tax increases, a $5 bottleorridors or in the bar who they are most proud of in terms
of wine will now cost around $5.45, while a $10 bottle will of their performance today from their side of the House, not
rise to $10.90. Most wine makers will pass the full burden ofone would look me in the eye and say ‘The Leader of the
this cost increase on to consumers, as current modest retur@pposition’.
in the wine industry will make it impossible for any portion
of the tax increase to be absorbed by wine makers. Mr D.S. BAKER (Victoria): Itis great to hear from the
What | would really like to see today is, for once, somefabricator once again the same old rubbish that has been
straight talk, some honesty, from the Leader of the Opirotted out ovethe past eight years. Itis very interesting that,
position. Did he recognise that, whilst we are strongly ancn that fateful night of 13 March, Federal election night, out
severely critical of a number of these imposts, in fact, theréame the Prime Minister and said, ‘This is one for the true
is a need on behalf of small business, on behalf of mediurRelievers.” And there they are over there: they are the true
size businesses, to welcome the $94 million spendingelievers. They are the ones who have been supporting all
initiatives for small to medium size exporters in the 1993-94his nonsense that is going on, and now the true believers
Federal budget? Where was the Leader of the Oppositiof@ve been dumped on. They have been absolutely betrayed.
when we brought Alan Griffiths (the Federal Minister for They have been cut loose and do not have the guts to go to
Industry, Technology and Commerce) to this State to medhe people to find out their final outcome.
with the car industry not last week, not today but months ago, The big problem about today’s debate is that it is only two
on the invitation of the Premier and me? He spent two dayBours, because what this Government has allowed the Federal

with the manufacturers and with the car components inGovernment to do to the wine industry is nothing short of
dustries to hear their concerns. sacrilege. In all the talk about the overseas export markets we

What was the Leader of the Opposition doing? He wad!ave t0 keep in mind that over 80 per cent of the wine

advocating the destruction of the car industry in this StatgProduced in South Australia is consumed domestically. All

And let him not think for a moment that they forget where hethis export hype is not doing anything for wine producers in

stood: they know exactly where he stood, no matter how©uth Australia. We produce 50 per cent of the wine in this
much he tries to run away from it today. This Government or/@tion anyway, but as soon as there is a hiccough in the
repeated occasions, including at the recent Trade Ministe@omestic market there will be grape growers going out of
conference, suggested to the Federal Government—arry'Siness in droves. _
members opposite can ask their colleagues in Western 1he Hon. H. Allison: Up Dry Creek without a pub!
Australia whom they are trying to run away from, and they ~Mr D.S. BAKER: Exactly, as the honourable member
can ask their colleagues in Victoria—we suggested, not thengaid. But these people do not understand. They tell us that
that there be a major export incentive for small and mediunthey wrote a letter in the past three weeks. They should have
size businesses to enter exporting for the first time and alséone it three months ago, but | will come to that in a minute.
to go into new markets. What will happen is that the wine industry in South Australia
And what did we see last night? We saw the SoutH”md its retaulsuje WI||. be deglmated in the coming months. |
Australian proposals taken up in full. Included in the Federafluote from therinancial Revievof 12 July 1993, as follows:
Government’s initiatives was a $26 million injection into the  Ananalysis by the AFR in December revealed most major wine

; i akers selling $3.99 champagne were lucky to earn a 40¢ gross
International Trade Enhancement Scheme specificall argin a botlle of champagne. After deducting advertising,

targeted at small to medium size exporters. So, in this way Wgromotional and incentive payments suggesting a $1 profit on
see the Federal Government with the State Governmemtery case sold.
working in concert. Let us not deal with any more of this 14t is how fine the line is, and members opposite have
phoney nonsense. allowed their Federal colleagues to increase the sales tax on
We will see the launch of the submarine project in a weekhat by 55 per cent. That is what you have done to the retail
or so. | had a look throughlansardthe other night to see jndustry in South Australia, and that is what will happen to
what members in this House and members of the Liberahe grape growers in South Australia who will be thrown out
Party, including the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, saithf business. | rang a couple of grape growers this morning
about that project. We saw an attempt time and again bynd asked, ‘Have you got a contract with a major company?’
Liberals to white ant our bid to get that project, and that isThey said ‘No’. | said, ‘Ring me back when you have rung
consistent with the quisling, treacherous stand of thishem. Do you know what the answer was? The answer from
Opposition. the wine companies was, ‘If you haven’t got a contract, we
Members interjecting: don’t want your grapes.’ That is what has happened over-
The Hon. M.D. RANN: That is right. And they are so night. That is what you did, Mr Premier—
bereft of policies that | have been informed that they are The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Napier will
actually doing a bit of renting out to have their policies resume his seat. The member for Victoria is well aware that
written for them. | understand that the hapless number 3 theidirect comment on a person is not allowed. Direct comment
has asked a PR agency to write his tourism policy. | underthrough the Chair is the way to debate.
stand that they are also asking outside agencies to write their Mr D.S. BAKER: Mr Premier, you have allowed the
arts policy. This is how phoney they are. It is asking not jusfPrime Minister of Australia to decimate the wine growers—
to rent a policy but to buy a job lot. So, let us see some The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Victoria will
sincerity, some bipartisan support to oppose a budget that, lesume his seat. Again | point out to all members that
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remarks in debate in this Chamber must be directed througthe Viet Cong in the 1970s. You are a disgrace to South
the Chair and not directly to any member. | ask the membeAustralia; go to the people.
for Victoria to direct his remarks through the Chair. Members interjecting:

Mr D.S. BAKER: The Premier has allowed the wine  The SPEAKER: Order! Both sides of the House will
growers of South Australia to be put in an impossiblecome to order. The Premier.
situation. | wonder whether the Minister of Primary Industries  The Hon. LYNN ARNOLD: Mr Speaker, | rise on a
will call this ‘exceptional circumstances’, because that ispoint of order. | take personal exception to those remarks, and
what it is. If you did not know about it or if the Government ask the member for Victoria to withdraw them and apologise.
did not know about it, that is what is happening to thosd refer him to my personal explanation given in response to
people: exceptional circumstances overnight are wiping theréd speech by the member for Morphett in 1981 or 1982, when
out. The Minister of Tourism has gone. Itis a pity he is notthat matter was fully canvassed and explained.
here, because he quoted some things that went on during the Members interjecting:
last Federal election campaign. | will quote part of an article The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to order.
by Ross Gittins in thé\gethis morning: The Premier has taken exception to the terms used by the

. ember for Victoria and asks him to withdraw.
In fact, the budget does pretty much what Mr Keating accused!” . . .
the wicked Dr Hewson of wanting to do with his Fightback package. Mr D.S. BAKER: Mr Spea_lker, I will not withdraw.
Dr Hewson would have raised the net take from indirect taxes by The SPEAKER: The Chair has no power to force the

about $2 billion a year; by the time Mr Keating's finished, he will member to withdraw a remark unless it is unparliamentary.

have raised it by $3 billion a year. There are two other difference ; f o
between what Dr Hewson wanted to do and what the man who s%'as the member for Victoria concluded his speech

vehemently opposed him has done. The first is that Dr Hewson Mr D.S. BAKER: Yes, Sir.
worried about providing low income earners with adequate o )
‘compensation’ for the effect of the GST. Mr Keating hasnt  The Hon. T.R. GROOM (Minister of Primary In-

bothered with that soppy stuff. The second is that Dr Hewson wouldjystries): That was a most disappointing contribution by the

have replaced a motley collection of indirect taxes with the muc : : ; .
broader, sturdier and more efficient GST. Mr Keating complains ember for Victoria and a most disappointing response and

about our ramshackle indirect taxes, but dares not reform them. Aftllegation to level at the Premier in this debate. It highlighted
he did was jack up their rates. It doesn’t make sense. that the Opposition is long on rhetoric and short on solutions

: . : at are in the best interests of South Australia. It is very easy
Thatis what the people out there are saying about this budg 0 seek to take political advantage of this situation. It is a

and that is what this Government wrote to them a week ago—;. >~ " : .
not three months ago when the budget submissions were ondiSCfiminatory act unnecessarily and neediessly aimed at
when they got a bit scared that things might happen, and th outh Australia, but the fact of the matter is that no-one in

is why members opposite have not done one th'ing as is Parliament has a crystal ball to predict exactly what the

Government to look after South Australians. Look at the rur ederal Government V‘."" d(.) with |ts..budgetary measures.
industries; look at what this is going to do on the petrol side! "€"€ &ré a variety ofthings it can do; it has the constitutional
' guthonty in this area, so it is not and should not be a matter

of it, and we have already heard the Leader, the Deput ow of simply seeking political advantage. | have heard four

Leader and the member for Kavel talk about that. Thos . .
people who have to use transport and those people who ugREEChes where members almost took delight with regard to
e present predicament, because there is an issue—

older cars will pay the bill. The Prime Minister said this Dr Armitage interjecting:

morning on radio that he was worried about looking after ) L
only the inner suburbs. He said they were the people whof ;ZZrSPEAKER' Order! The member for Adelaide is out

used leaded petrol. But no, it is the people out in the countr)9 The Hon. T.R. GROOM: —from which they can seek

communities who are using leaded petrol. L .
9 P to extract political advantage. | have not heard one solution

An honourable member: Of ngcessity. emanating from the speeches of members opposite in relation
Mr D.S. BAKER: Of necessity, because they cannotig this debate.

afford anything better. The inane comment by the Prime pembers interjecting:

Minister on the Conlon program this morning was thatitwill  The Hon, T.R. GROOM: That may be the case. | have
not affect them because they have the diesel fuel rebate. Whakard plenty of rhetoric, but no solution has been advanced
a joke! | challenge the Premier to ask the Prime Ministekpough that rhetoric, and the Opposition should not forget

whether he will go in and battle for a leaded fuel rebate fokp 4t it was prepared to support a goods and services tax.
country South Australia when he has his meeting. Itis about pr Armitage interjecting:

time he did. He said that he went in to bat for South Australia. The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Adelaide.
He has not done one thing to help South Australiain the last The Hon. TR. GROOM: The goods and services tax was
three months. TaII_( about going in to bat: the onl)_/ thing thaboing to wreak havoc in so far as indirect taxes are con-
has been happening on that side of the House is debate @Breq:; it was going to hit every industry and service. The
whether, after the next election, they will have enough jherals were going to tinker around with a few exemptions,
members to form a cricket team or a baseball team and whg,t soon it would have moved from 15 per cent to 20 per cent
does not want to lead the team. The only thing they hav@nq peyond at the retail end. That was the policy of members
agreed on is that the member for Ross Smith will be thgyyhosite in relation to this matter, but now we must decide
ashes. South Australia has been betrayed by this Governmeiat we do about the situation. The fact of the matter is that
Itis a pity you did not stick up for South Australians—  {he Federal Government has constitutional authority in this
The SPEAKER: Order! If the member continues to use area and it has brought down a budget that in this respect has
direct terms | will have to withdraw leave. The member for discriminated against South Australia.
Victoria. It not now a matter of seeking political advantage and
Mr D.S. BAKER: | am sorry, Mr Speaker. Itis a pity the getting up speech after speech and making the sorts of attacks
Premier did not stick up for South Australia as he stuck up foand the rhetoric that we have heard from members opposite;
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it is what we do about the situation. The Premier has The SPEAKER: | do uphold the point of order, but we
advanced the most constructive method of addressing thdo seem to have lost the intent of this debate.
situation. The Opposition should be prepared to work withthe  The Hon. T.R. GROOM: | simply say to the Opposition
State Government and the industry to effect a change of minghat what has occurred is now a fact. The Federal Govern-
on the part of the Federal Government. This can be best domgent has the constitutional authority, it is its budget and it
through the solution that has been offered by the Premier: toan do what it likes. Now it has to stand community anger in
reconvene the Wine Industry Forum; and for the industry, theelation to its decisions, and the Premier is the only speaker,
Government and the Opposition to join in that forum and thakupported by this side of the House, who has offered a
movement to bring about a change in the Federal Goverrpositive solution. In other words, the forum can be recon-
ment’s attitude. vened, the Government can work with the industry and, |

The fact of the matter is that the South Australian winehope, the Opposition to seek to change the Federal
industry is a low cost, high quality industry. It has beenGovernment’s mind.
through some very difficult times and very difficult periods, ~ The Opposition speakers, particularly the member for
the most recent being the restructuring that was forced byictoria with his most disappointing contribution, are seeking
rationalisation. No Federal Government of whatever pernothing more than political advantage out of this situation,
suasion should belt around the head an industry that has beet of a discriminatory act done to South Australia. There are
through this difficult time and survived, and not only that, buta number of positives. In relation to petrol, as the Deputy
also positioned itself to be a great promoter of our exporPremier said, it is a blow to the entire community—the rural
drive overseas. community as well as the metropolitan community. It is a

The wine industry has been well positioned. It is a lowblow. In relation to the diesel fuel rebate, at least the Federal
cost industry, and we should not add to the cost, because ti&vernment has not gone that far and taken away an
real danger, the real damage that can be done, is that theadvantage—
will be a dampening in domestic demand. There is no Mr Lewis interjecting:
question about that; ordinarily you would logically say that  The Hon. T.R. GROOM: You can laugh. If the member
the grapes that might therefore not be needed domesticalfyr Murray-Mallee thinks it is a joke, if he thinks the rebate
could fill the export market, but the real danger is that itigr the rural community is a joke, perhaps that is an in-
lessens the effort of wineries into the export market, agjication of what his Party would do if it ever got into office
domestic markets become more difficult. There is no questiofaderally. The fact of the matter is that the retention of the
about that. South Australia has been discriminated againgjjesel fuel rebate to primary producers is an advantage that
Itis the hardest hit State because, depending on the figurggeds to be maintained in the system. That cost is a very
you take (50 per cent or 60 per cent of the total), Southkignificant part of farm costs, and there is no doubt that it is
Australia is the largest grape growing and wine producingyn advantage that properly should be retained by the rural
State in Australia. community. There are some serious losses.

An honourable member: We all know that. Members interjecting:

The Hon. T.R. GROOM: That may well be; we should  The Hon, T.R. GROOM: | agree; the petrol impost in
all know it, and the Federal Government should know it, bupis hudget is a severe blow, to both the metropolitan area and
all members opposite have done, speaker after speaker, is gk ryral area, and make no mistake about that. In relation to

up and use political rhetoric. In other words, they have simplyne rural community, | am pleased that there have been some
been seeking— positives. | did not hear any speaker opposite incorporate in

Members interjecting: their contribution the positives that will accrue to the rural
The Hon. T.R. GROOM: You would have been honest. community.

Members interjecting: Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order! The Hon. T.R. GROOM: There are. There will be $406

The Hon. T.R. GROOM: Why seek to impose a goods million over the next four years in relation to rural assistance.
and services tax on Australia? That was the policy of th&here will be something like $157 million for 1993-94, and
Opposition, and that would have done enormous damage ®outh Australia will actually gain because at the Ministers
the rural community through the indirect taxation systemconference the exceptional circumstances moneys were
Make no mistake; it would have hit the rural community andrecognised as being over and above the ordinary RAS
every industry very hard, and it would have been a basis tallocation. Some of our RAS figures will have to be revised
increase the 15 per cent to 20 per cent—do not think yodownwards as to what is now expected in the final outcome,
would not have done it. You ought not to be cynical enoughbut the exceptional circumstances money will be over and
to come before the Parliament and pretend you are holier thabove ordinary RAS. A considerable amount of money will
thou, because you are not. In Government you were going therefore go to primary producers in rural South Australia,
impose the Hewson formula, and the member for Kavel wabecause we have had about 2 850 applications for rural
party to that, as was every other Opposition member whassistance, and that is in respect of exceptional circumstances.
supported that policy. Do not pretend that you are holier than The ordinary RAS combined with exceptional circumstan-
thou and that you would not have hit this industry if you hadces money will provide relief for primary producers in South
gotinto Government at the Federal level, because you woulflystralia. There will be $105 million for the national land

have. care program during 1993-94, and this will support ecologi-
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will resume his cally sustainable development in rural and urban communi-
seat. The member for Hayward has a point of order. ties. That is a plus for rural communities. | have already

Mr BRINDAL: Mr Speaker, the Minister has been in this adverted to the retention of the diesel fuel rebate for primary
place long enough to know that the use of the second persqmoducers, and it is important that we hang onto that and that
singular is not allowed in this House. we do not lose sight of that advantage. It is important that we
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stress that it is an advantage to be retained for the benefit of The SPEAKER: Or who drinks wine. | suggest the point
the rural community. of order is not valid.

We have $1.3 million directed to a clean food export The Hon. DEAN BROWN: In closing the debate, |
program for this financial year, and that is extremelyreiterate the importance of this matter to South Australia and
important. Another $22.6 million will go to assist farmers in | highlight the intention of the Premier in the amendment he
the processing and distribution areas to become moreoved this afternoon. This afternoon the Premier virtually
competitive and assist in boosting exports. So, there are sonsaid that he is prepared to endorse the breach of Federal
positives for the rural community. In South Australia we all Labor Party promises made at the last Federal election. The
know that the rural community has been extremely hard hitpart of the motion he has specifically sought to delete is that
In the past 12 months South Australia’s rural community hagart that relates to the breach of promises by Mr Keating, Mr
suffered from just about everything that nature could dish uppawkins and other members of the Labor Party.
such as storms and floods, locust and mouse plagues and How can we have a Premier in South Australia who is
infestations of downy mildew in the grape industry, all of prepared to stand up and endorse the breaching of election
which has meant some serious setbacks. promises and the breaching of the most important election

Itis an extreme blow, a blow of one of the worst types forpromise of all concerning tax cuts? The second factor that
a Federal Government to inflict on South Australia, becauseame out of the debate this afternoon is the complete
the wine industry is one of our centre pieces; it is a means dheptitude of our own Premier in going to Canberra and
enhancing our exports overseas; and it is a tourist attractio@fguing any case on behalf of South Australia. He thinks that
The wine industry just means so much to this State, and to s&& has won; he thinks that he succeeded; and he thinks that
the Federal Government doing this to South Australia is afi€ achieved something for South Australia in terms of what
extreme blow. It is no good seeking now to take politicalcame down in the Federal budget last night.
advantage and simply making the sorts of speeches that | | put it to the House and to South Australians: should we
have heard from members opposite today. Quite frankly, thaccept what was achieved by the Premier as a result of the
Opposition would have done much the same as the Feder@ase he put forward to Canberra? The Premier’s efforts can
Government has done but in a different form if it had been irPe compared with last night's Federal budget, which has a 55
Government today. per centincrease in the wine tax, a significant increase in the

The Opposition would have imposed a GST, which wouldmpost on all South Austrz_alians, particu_larly in relation to
have hit hard South Australia’s industries, particularly thefuel tax, and an enormous impost on low income earners, the
wine industry in this State. However, we must now con-Very people one would expect the Labor Party, if it adhered
centrate on what we do about it. The only way we can affectO its principles, to support. Following the next election the
a change of mind is to invoke the Wine Industry Forum in theLiberal Government will take up the banner for South
way the Premier has said. Members should support théust_ralla, and once again this State will havela Premier, a
Premier and the South Australian Government and, morgabinetand a Government thatis prepared to fight for South
importantly, the industry. The Opposition should join in thatAustralia. Labor has let South Australia down badly over the
process. past 11 years.

The final point | take up quickly is that the Premier’s only

The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Leader of the Opposition):  €ffective response to the imposition of this huge impost

Mr Speaker— through the wine tax is to once again establish the Wine
Members interjecting: Industry Forum. | point out that he has been Premier f(_)r
The SPEAKER: Order! If the Leader speaks, he closes@/Mmost 12 months—almost 12 months to the week—yet in

the debate. that entire time he has not called the Wine Industry Forum
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: In closing the debate— together. However, the Premier purports to represent the

interests of not only South Australia but the wine industry.

e has let the wine industry down and, as a consequence, we
ave a Labor Government in Canberra prepared to impose on
' this State’s wine industry the most severe increase—an 11 per
cent increase in sales tax—of all. It is the Australian Labor
‘Party which has hit that industry with three successive and
&hassive wine tax increases over the past 10 years. It is for
that reason that we have moved this motion; it is for the sake
. = of all South Australians who want to express their anger to
point of order after the Leader closed, Sir. | draw yourcannerra about the fuel tax increase, the wine tax increase
attention to Standing Order 170, which provides: and the breach of election promises by Keating and his Labor

A member may not vote in any division on a question in whichcohorts.

the member has a direct pecuniary interest, and the vote of the The House divided on Mr Olsen’s amendment:
member who has such an interest is disallowed. )

The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: Mr Speaker, | have a point
of order that | can easily bring up after the Leader has close,
the debate. Are you saying that when the Leader speaks
closes the debate?

The SPEAKER: Points of order always take precedence
Does the honourable member wish to raise his point of ord
now?

The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: | was going to take my

AYES (22)
My point of order is that the motion, the amendment and the Allison, H. Armitage, M. H.
further amendment deal extensively with the threat to Arnold, P. B. Baker, D. S.
winegrowers. The member for Victoria has extensive wine Baker, S. J. Becker, H.
holdings and the member for Chaffey likewise. Blacker, P. D. Brindal, M. K.
Members interjecting: Brown, D. C. Cashmore, J. L.
The SPEAKER: Order! To extend that principle would Eastick, B. C. Gunn, G. M.
mean that anyone here who drives a car should be included Ingerson, G. A. Kotz, D. C.
as well. Lewis, I. P. Matthew, W. A.

An honourable member: Or who drinks wine. Meier, E. J. Olsen, J. W.(teller)
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AYES (cont.) AYES (cont.)
Oswald, J. K. G. Such, R. B. McKee, C.D. T. Quirke, J. A.
Venning, I. H. Wotton, D. C. Rann, M. D. Trainer, J. P.
NOES (22)
NOES (22) Allison, H. Armitage, M. H.
Arnold, L. M. F. (teller) Atkinson, M. J. Arnold, P. B. Baker, D. S.
Bannon, J. C. Blevins, F. T. Baker, S. J. Becker, H.
Crafter, G. J. De Laine, M. R. Blacker, P. D. Brindal, M. K.
Evans, M. J. Gregory, R. J. Brown, D. C. (teller) Cashmore, J. L.
Groom, T. R. Hamilton, K. C. Eastick, B. C. Gunn, G. M.
Hemmings, T. H. Heron, V. S. Ingerson, G. A. Kotz, D. C.
Holloway, P. Hopgood, D. J. Lewis, I. P. Matthew, W. A.
Hutchison, C. F. Klunder, J. H. C. Meier, E. J. Olsen, J. W.
Lenehan, S. M. Mayes, M. K. Oswald, J. K. G. Such, R. B.
McKee, C. D. T. Quirke, J. A. Venning, I. H. Wotton, D. C.
Rann, M. D. Trainer, J. P. PAIR
PAIR Ferguson, D. M. Evans, S. G.
Evans, S. G. Ferguson, D. M. The SPEAKER: There being 22 Ayes and 22 Noes, | cast

The SPEAKER: There being 22 Ayes and 22 Noes, | castmy vote for the Ayes.
my vote for the Noes. Motion as amended thus carried.
Mr Olsen’s amendment thus negatived.
The House divided on the Hon. Lynn Arnold’s amend-
ment.

PAPER TABLED

AYES (22)

Arnold, L. M. F. (teller) Atkinson, M. J.

The following paper was laid on the table:
By the Minister of Recreation and Sport (Hon. G.J.
Crafter)—

Bannon, J. C. Blevins, F. T. Department of Recreation and Sport—Report, 1991-92.

Crafter, G. J. De Laine, M. R.

Evans, M. J. Gregory, R. J.

Groom, T. R. Hamilton, K. C. PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Hemmings, T. H. Heron, V. S.

Holloway, P. Hopgood, D. J. Mr D.S. BAKER (Victoria): Mr Speaker, | seek leave to

Hutchison, C. F. Klunder, J. H. C. make a personal explanation.

Lenehan, S. M. Mayes, M. K. Leave granted.

McKee, C.D. T. Quirke, J. A. Mr D.S. BAKER: There seems to be some concern by the

Rann, M. D. Trainer, J. P. Premier about remarks that | made in closing my contribution
NOES (22) to the debate today. There are always two sides to a story. |

Allison, H. Armitage, M. H. had a very close friend who was sent to Vietham and was

Arnold, P. B. Baker, D. S. killed there. In those days | read the letters that he sent back

Baker, S. J. Becker, H. to his parents while marches were going on: | read what was

Blacker, P. D. Brindal, M. K. going on with our troops who were fighting over there and

Brown, D. C. (teller) Cashmore, J. L. how it undermined them. The Premier might have been

Eastick, B. C. Gunn, G. M. embarrassed at being involved in those demonstrations. As

Ingerson, G. A. Kotz, D. C. | said, that person was killed in Vietham. However, never in

Lewis, I. P. Matthew, W. A. this House have | made personal allegations against anyone.

Meier, E. J. Olsen, J. W. If the Premier thinks that was a personal allegation, | have an

Oswald, J. K. G. Such, R. B. abhorrence for all people who undermined our troops when

Venning, I. H. Wotton, D. C. they fought in Vietnam. If it was a personal reflection, |

PAIR

unreservedly withdraw it.

Ferguson, D. M. Evans, S. G.

The SPEAKER: There being 22 Ayes and 22 Noes, | cast
my vote for the Ayes.

The Hon. Lynn Arnold’s amendment thus carried.

The House divided on the motion as amended:

GOVERNMENT MANAGEMENT AND
EMPLOYMENT ACT REGULATIONS

Mr INGERSON (Bragg): | move:

AYES (22)

Arnold, L. M. F. (teller) Atkinson, M. J.

That the various regulations under the Government Management
and Employment Act 1985 made on 24 June and laid on the table of
this House on 3 August 1993 be disallowed.

Bannon, J. C. Blevins, F. T. The reason for my moving the disallowance of these regula-
Crafter, G. J. De Laine, M. R. tions is that, during the debate on the GME Act in this House,
Evans, M. J. Gregory, R. J. there was mention of the difficulties that might be created if
Groom, T. R. Hamilton, K. C. the appeal system were changed to such an extent that public
Hemmings, T. H. Heron, V. S. servants below executive level did not have some rights in
Holloway, P. Hopgood, D. J. areas of nepotism and patronage. Very late at night we agreed
Hutchison, C. F. Klunder, J. H. C. that that issue should be looked at further in another place.
Lenehan, S. M. Mayes, M. K. The debate took place at great length in the other place and
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an amendment was carried, which was later approved in thfnalised four major inquiries and produced five reports on
House. In that amendment it was recognised by théhe supplementary development plan. The committee has
Parliament overall that there should be a reasonable appe&lported on the redevelopment of the Waite Campus and the
system. University of Adelaide; the Mount Lofty Ranges develop-

It is important to note that, having had that debate and thenent, which was in two reports; procedures for supplemen-
Government having agreed to it, within six to eight weeks thdary development plans; and individual plans such as
Government brought in a very wide range of regulations an€raigburn. The committee believes that its role in the
slipped underneath everybody’s cover the change whichupplementary development process should be reviewed, and
removed the appeal rights of a significant group of peopl¢his is the subject of its third report awaiting a reply from the
who were not covered at executive level. In consequence dflinister.
that, the Liberal Party, in consultation with the PSA, agreed The committee’s reports reflect the bipartisan nature of the
to move a motion to have these regulations disallowed. committee. Members from the three Parties have cooperated

As the House will be aware, it is impossible to deal withand put aside their political differences to solve difficult
the specific regulations on this issue so we have to knock ogroblems, and they have my congratulations for the way in
the whole lot. As | have said many times before in thiswhich they have all pulled together in what have sometimes
House, the Parliament ought to consider in future eithebeen difficult circumstances. At present the committee’s
allowing specific areas where there is disagreement to baquiries include the Port Bonython oil spill, the Hindmarsh
debated and allowing the rest of the regulations to be issuddland bridge and the Port Macdonnell breakwater and south
or looking at some other mechanism that better covers thignd erosion.
problem. The committee has much broader terms of reference than

Apparently, these changes could affect 2 000 to 3 0oghose of its predecessor, the Public Works Committee,
public servants. | am surprised that a Government, which hagcluding quality of the environment, the State’s resources,
its base in the union movement, would move to get offsidlanning, land use or transportation. Unfortunately, the
a group of people who have traditionally not only been theicommittee has not had the time to take up some of those
financiers but also been very strong advocates for the Labdoader issues for which it was established. The pressure of
Party publicly. It seemed strange to us, so we thought that, d€ferences from the Parliament takes priority, and the
we understand issues affecting public servants, we would stg@mmittee’s limited resources have forced it to defer some
in and help. The reason for my moving the disallowance opf these indefinitely. | think it would be fair to say that, in
these regulations is to uncover the attitude of this Governgeneral, the committee’s reports have been favourably
ment to the lowly paid public servants in this State. received by those involved, especially the community and

In the contribution on this issue in another place, the leadnterest groups. Unfortunately, however, Ministers have
speaker put forward his personal view that we ought to comehosen to disregard some of the committee’s recommen-
down to EL1. That means that every person below executivélations. The committee believes that its role is to work
level should have these appeal rights. | think that is a vergonstructively with the Government of the day and that
good idea. We have discussed it at Party level. If theéoPportunities for a cooperative solution to difficult issues can
Government brings back new regulations that recognise th&€ found.
any person below executive level should have appeal rights The committee’s investigations have shown that the
granted to them in this area, we will support that. This is arfommunication process between departments and client
important issue. It is one that the PSA, representing publigroups has often left something to be desired. It is easy for
servants, not only put to us prior to the introduction of thedgencies to become separated from the needs of the com-
Bill but has been putting to us again in the past six to eighfhunity at large. I think that it is also fair to say that some
weeks. It gives me pleasure to move to protect the rights ggovernment agencies are of the opinion that standing
public servants in this State. This is an issue from which th€ommittees of this Parliament are a hindrance and can be
Government has walked away. | hope that, once thes@nored. | give advice to those agencies that we will be
regulations have been disallowed, this issue will show whdgnored at their peril. | sometimes wonder whether Ministers
does and who does not look after the interests of publi@ctually support agencies’ attitude to the standing committees
servants in this State. of this Parliament.

We have found in all our deliberations that one of the

Mr McKEE secured the adjournment of the debate. ~ main problems involved in any major development or any

major supplementary development plan is that there is no

ENVIRONMENT, RESOURCES AND DEVELOP- proper consultation or communication out there between the
MENT COMMITTEE agencies and the community. So, in our report we do say that

proper consultation and communication processes must be set

The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS (Napier): | move: up and adhered to and that those terms of reference and

That the fifth report of the Environment, Resources andguidelines mustbe incorporated within all the agencies when
Development Committee, being the annual report of the committe¢hey are dealing with the community where the Environment,
be noted. Resources and Development Committee has some input.
The first annual report of the Environment, Resources and The committee realises the complexity of planning issues
Development Committee deals with that period of theand the importance of facilitating property development in
committee’s operation involving some 16 months and, ashis State. It believes also that, ifissues are presented in such
members will know, the report contains an overview of thea complex way that the people affected cannot understand
year's activities and an assessment of the yearthem, the process has failed and it has failed miserably. A
achievements. It would be fair to say, and | am sure modypical case in point involved the Mount Lofty development
other members of the committee would agree with me, thatlan, the key to which involved the transferable title scheme
the period has been extremely productive. The committee has-and it is interesting that the Minister who was then
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responsible is present in the Chamber. We found that thihis House. | quote from that second reading explanation
steering committee knew nothing about it and really did no{page 508 oHansarg as follows:

understand the TTRs. The community definitely did not This may also apply to research staff where the capacity exists.
understand the TTRs and, when we questioned officers of theowever, where that capacity does not exist within the Parliament
department, which is now OPUD, we became aware that ver§r where specialist knowledge is required, the committees may
few of those officers understood the transferable title schem@&@pProach the relevant Ministers for appropriate staff, again much in

o - ) e same way as select committees do now.

In our opinion, we were coming up with reasonable_l_h t hat | id call bl .
recommendations to the Minister which would, if they were, &t Was what fwould call a very reasonableé compromise,
adopted, actually open the way to orderly control an(PUt the first time our committee actually wrote to a Minister
management of the Mount Lofty Ranges. | think the reasorz?mOI askeql that an oﬁ!cer with the necessary expertise be
why OPUD did not respond in a positive way to our recom-nade available, much in the same way as a select committee

mendations is that it did not itself understand what the TTRECES; t0 facilitate a complete scrutiny of the project so that we
were all about. | think that is something that the curren ould come up with the correct recommendation to the

Minister needs to take up with officers of his department. arliament, we had that research officer for one day and one

i . | . le h %ay only. And then, to get that officer for any longer than
Parliamentary scrutiny plays an important role here ang ¢ he parliament had to pay for the services of that officer,
provides a last avenue for people to influence the Goverry

ot the salary but all the oncosts.

ment process. |, and many others, have said that the commit-"rp, o 52 ding committees have no money, Madam Acting
tee has no role in the reviewing process of supplementargpeaker_ You are a member of one; you know that. The

gexelopt?rhen';rplﬁjnsxirgr:‘%cumhﬁrl Wv?/ rﬁf’ el\aeda}fr\(,avfergn%e rllgarliament has no money, so we cannot get resources. We
W?)rE svithir? thzt Sme frame 'fhe ?\Ainci)stéraof the ga Ocz;] were forced to dispense with the services of that person, a
y person who had the skills and experience to give a valuable

ignore us. When the new Development Bill was IOe'nginput into the deliberations of that committee. Either the

?hebgte\c/i Irr;lmlsnlt_'tcr)lusii V\r’e h'i%h“g?tﬁ? tr;) ﬂ}?hM'tri';ﬁterr ar::j }%/Iinisterwas fair dinkum in what he said on 27 August 1991
€ sovernme € Increasing problem ot the IMe restraing o 55 just putting it in as a sop to appease the back-
under which we were operating, but our protests were agal&u/

h d So.iti : the Presiding Member of th enchers of his own Party. | would like to think the Minister
Ignored. 5o, It1S my view, as the Fresiding VMember ot that, ¢ serigus when he made that contribution and did actually
committee, that if the Government of the day is not prepare ean it

to give us a positive input into the review process we woul :

rather not be involved and would prefer o look at the broadey, S°: W€ in our committee are waiting with bated breath for
he response to our second letter, in which we draw the

issues concerning which we were set up in the first instanc overnment's attention to its commitment in August 1991.

| have briefly touched upon our relationships with| 50 syre that my colleagues who will be following me will
agencies, and | say that at first the committee’s mvesﬂgaﬂor@marge on that problem. But having said all that—and | am
were not taken as seriously as they might have been. Thengiaq the Speaker is here, because he is a great supporter of the
was just like a courtship, and we had this period of anianding committees of the Parliament—I believe the first 12
tagonism. Now we hope that a more constructive angnonihs” have been successful and productive, and the

cooperative phase is starting so that we can all eventually 9gbmmittee has consolidated its position as an integral part of
into bed together and work to the benefit of this State. Thighe parliamentary process.

relationship involving the Parliament and agencies perhaps

underlines the view that agencies often have of the parliamer&-c)”eagues on the committee, the member for Chaffey and the
tary sys]Eeg]. We a:re th_er(_e to be tole(rjatefd, hot to be rtlaketlf‘lemberfor Price, | wish to thank the committee staff for its

notice of, _HE Ca£ again |ssu%a word o Wa(;n::;]g tc? thoS&ard work and cooperation. Hopefully, when resources have
agencies. The Environment, Resources and Developmeftap, 5gequately dealt with we will not have a position where

Committee does intend to play a role in the parliamentary, . satf members are forced to work through weekends just
scrutiny of those agencies and we intend to do so, to take get out a report for the benefit of this Parliament. The

a phrase often used by my colleague the member for Albeff, fiamentary standing committee system will work: all it
Park, without fear or favour. needs is a bit of cooperation, not only from the Parliament
The committee believes that as the standing committeegnd the parliamentary officers but also from the Government.
have been in operation for 16 months it is time for a reas-
sessment of such issues as resources. We are not asking forThe Hon. P.B. ARNOLD (Chaffey): | support the noting
unlimited funding or unlimited officers to be made availableof the first annual report of the Environment, Resources and
for us to use, but we do think we should have resources th@evelopment Committee. As we are all aware, the committee
are appropriate for the task we are carrying out. A case ias set up under an Act of Parliament to look at aspects
point is the issue involving the Hindmarsh Island bridge. Theeferred to it and issues that the committee itself believed
Government had made a decision to go ahead with a bridgshould be considered. When we take into account that the
at Hindmarsh Island. As a result of the reference that cameommittee is responsible for considering environmental
from the Legislative Council, we were given some terms ofissues, development issues within this State and also the
reference to deal with. resources of this State, we find that there is a natural conflict
The time constraints were very tight and we asked thé many instances between environmental issues and those
Government for further assistance. You will recall, Madaminvolving resources and development.
Acting Speaker, that within our own Party room we back- Of course, | believe that this committee, if it is given the
benchers argued strongly for additional resources, and thapportunity and if it has the genuine support of the
was picked up in the second reading explanation given in thi&overnment of the day and the particular Ministers con-
House by the Minister of Housing, Urban Development ancterned, can play a very significant role in helping with the
Local Government Relations, who had carriage of the Bill inorderly development of South Australia and, at the same time,

In conclusion, apart from passing on my thanks to my
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protecting the environment. Issues such as the Waite campietremely well. | previously served on the old Public
the Mount Lofty Ranges development, Craigburn and also thAccounts Committee and also on the old Public Works
proposed bridge to Hindmarsh Island are all extremel\Standing Committee. | believe that the new Environment,
controversial. There are very wide and diverse opinions in th&esources and Development Committee, with the expanded
community in relation to those matters, and the fact that thesmembership including an Australian Democrats represen-
issues are referred to the committee when, in almost athtive, is working very smoothly and more cooperatively than
instances, the decision of the Governmentfisibaccompli  any other committee | have ever served on. The reason for
makes it very difficult for the committee effectively to carry this, | believe, is the qualities and personalities of the
out its work. members of the committee, and | thank them for their
If the Government of the day were to refer the issues to theooperation, fairness and diligence.
committee earlier in the piece, | believe the committee could | would also like to mention the staff of the committee—
save the Government many problems, because the committdee secretary and the research officer—who do an excellent
is in a position to take on board all the varying attitudes in thgob under, at times, very difficult circumstances. The
community and try to bring together a consensus, a realistiEnvironment, Resources and Development Committee has an
and workable position, and | think it can be said that in manyenormously wide brief to investigate environmental and
instances, in the reports that have already been placed befatevelopment issues. This brief is as wide as a piece of string
this House, the committee has been able to achieve that ia long and covers an enormous amount of area. The nature
relation to issues that have been highly controversial in thef the committee and the issues which it attracts make it a
community. forum for grievances to be aired by the general public at
To give the committee the opportunity to look at thelarge. The committee is quite time consuming, holding its
various issues before the Government actually locks itsethwn meetings, taking evidence, conducting public hearings,
into a position (and then has great difficulty amending orand carrying out site inspections around South Australia and
varying that position), the Government of the day would dosometimes interstate.
well to change the procedure whereby the references go to the | refer to the four previous reports that have been tabled
Environment, Resources and Development Committee mudh this Parliament by the committee: the Waite redevelop-
earlier and the input from that committee could be ofment, the Mount Lofty Ranges Management Plan and SDP,
enormous benefit to the Government of the day in detersupplementary development plans and the Craigburn Farm
mining a position that is in the best interests of all SouthSDP. These were all fairly difficult and complex issues, and
Australians. it was due to the way the committee worked together that all
The member for Napier has referred to the lack ofthose reports were very well received by all members of the
resources available to enable the committee effectively tpublic, including those with differing arguments. The
deal with the issues placed before it. Experience has showsommittee is currently investigating the Hindmarsh Island
that the main lack of resources has been to the committdaridge, and that will go on for some time. Unfortunately,
itself in the backup services of specialists, perhaps in the formuite a few references have been put on ice (and these were
of accountants and economists who can have a specialitstken up at the committee’s own volition), including the
input into a reference that is before the committee. Also, ther®FP, Riverland, and other wide-ranging issues.
is a lack of resources available Hansardin the workload Unfortunately, because some of these other issues were
that has been put on it to try to cater for the reporting of noteferred to the committee by the Upper House, and also
only both Houses but also all the standing and select commibecause of the supplementary development plans, those other
tees that this Parliament has operating from time to timeissues will remain on ice until the committee has time to get
Without adequate resources for both the existing staff of theack to them. | support the Chairman of the committee, the
Environment, Resources and Development Committee andember for Napier, and also the member for Chaffey in
Hansard committee members cannot adequately do their jolxespect of their remarks about the committee’s resources. It
| suggest the Minister give very serious consideration taloes run on a shoestring budget, and it is not really fair. The
increasing the resources in that area—not for the benefit aftaff really work hard, and until we can get more resources
members of the committee but for the benefit of the Governthe committee will be somewhat hamstrung, so that needs to
ment and the people of South Australia because, with extrae addressed by the Parliament and Cabinet. A lot of things
resources, the committee will be able to report more quicklyhave been said by the two previous speakers, so | will
Further, it would save the Government a great deal o€onclude by saying that | am pleased to support the noting of
controversy which occurs from time to time with respect tothe report.
many of the references. | support the noting of this report. |
hope the Government will give serious consideration to the Mr HAMILTON (Albert Park): ~ While | do not serve on
issues that have been raised by the member for Napier afide committee, | congratulate the Environment, Resources
me, and that additional resources will be forthcoming toand Development Committee on this its fifth report and its
enable the committee to give greater assistance to tH#stannual report. These committees are an integral and very
Government of the day. important part of the Parliament, as all members who have
served on them would be well aware. | think we are most
Mr De LAINE (Price): | support the motion to note the fortunate in having someone with the skills and the expertise
fifth report, being the first annual report of the Environment,of the member for Napier serving on this committee. | do not
Resources and Development Committee of this Parliameniave to praise him in this place. Over the many years that the
This excellent committee was established in February 199ghember for Napier has been in this Parliament he has made
as a successor to the Public Works Standing Committee, tremendous contribution. | know, Sir, you do not always
which had existed since 1927. Although the new committe@gree with his style and sometimes his bad-mannered
has been operating for only a short time—as was mentioneabproach in the Parliament, but one can forgive him when
by the previous two speakers—in my opinion it is workingone weighs up the scales, because he comes out a mile in
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front. His skill, expertise and jovial approach, not only on thisconsiderable amount can be gained from councils and
committee but also on previous committees and as a Ministéndividuals involved being able to learn from each other and
in various portfolios, have served this Parliament very wellsupporting each other in their various programs. This
indeed. Government has sat on its hands for a considerable period and
The Hon. T.H. Hemmings: And as a father and husband. has refused to recognise the importance of providing
Mr HAMILTON: As a father and husband | would hope incentives and providing in particular a coordinating role for
he has served his family well, but | will leave it at that. Whatrecycling programs.
| really want to talk about in relation to this is a matter that  The involvement of local councils is an important matter.
| consider to be very important. When the ParliamentanAll members of the House would be aware of the support that
Committees Bill came before Parliament (and | do not wants being given to these programs, particularly in the metro-
to go into a great dissertation about it), | warned thepolitan area, although | must say that in recent times during
Parliament and expressed very strong concerns that thasits to country regions | have been mostimpressed with the
committees would not be adequately resourced, and | am stilvork that is being carried out in regional areas by councils
of that opinion. | believe that the Parliament erred in this andind by community organisations in organising appropriate
erred badly. It is one of the reasons why | did not wish torecycling programs in various parts of the State. Councils are
continue as Chairman of the new Economic and Financeo longer overlooking the vast piles of waste; they are
Committee. becoming green and, | would suggest, councils are becoming
It is no reflection on the staff; | believe the staff and thesmart. Innovative recycling schemes are beginning in
people on the committee, past and present, have done different parts of the metropolitan area, including the eastern
excellent job, but | suspect that the amount of money that wasuburbs. Mitcham and Marion council areas, for example, are
utilised to reorganise these committees would run into manputting together a very successful recycling program. In the
tens of thousands of dollars. It is quite clear that | did noteastern parts of the metropolitan area, five councils have
agree with the manner in which the committee system wamtroduced a user-pays garbage collection system; Burnside
organised. | wanted to place that on the record. It may natouncil took the lead by deciding to charge householders $50
endear me to some of my colleagues—so be it—but | warned year to own more than one bin; and at this stage the eastern
the Parliament, and | believe it to be unfair on the staff andegion waste service, East Waste, is beginning to charge by
on the committee members that we do not have adequaveeight for rubbish removal.

resources to service these committees. That relates to the eastern part of the metropolitan area. |
Motion carried. am aware also that the Northern Adelaide Development
Board has become involved. The board was established in
ENVIRONMENT AND LAND MANAGEMENT 1975 by the four councils of Elizabeth, Gawler, Munno Para
MINISTER and Salisbury. The organisation is a regional economic
authority charged with the responsibility to facilitate econom-
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen):I move: ic development in the northern Adelaide region.

That this House condemns the Minister of Environmentand Land [t may seem a little strange for an organisation such as that

Management on his failure to provide a coordinating role for§ become involved in recycling, which has been recognised

recycling programs and give sufficient attention to the urgent nee . - e .
to obtain markets for recycled goods and further condemns thE?" SOme time as being more the responsibility of environ-
Minister for attacking local government regarding its role in creatingmentalists rather than economists, but three years ago the four

recycling programs and threatening heavy-handed legislation whileouncils in forming the Northern Adelaide Waste Manage-
refusing to take a more responsible role in this important matter. ment Authority decided that they should do something about
Fortunately for this State, considerable interest has built upvaste collection. | know that the members involved in those
recently in support of waste minimisation, waste managedistricts would be very much aware of what is going on out
ment, recycling and kerb collection. One of the very goodhere and | hope they would be very supportive of the
things that have come out of that is the involvement ofauthority.
councils in many parts of the State in wanting to supportand The public’'s acceptance in that area and demand for a
facilitate appropriate recycling and waste minimisationrecycling service was recognised by a special committee that
programs. At the outset | want to commend those councilgvas set up. However, the introduction of a kerb side program
and the individuals who have a part to play in those programdor the region was delayed to allow the State Government and
One of the most frustrating things (and | receive represeniocal government to establish a metropolitan-wide strategy.
tation on this matter with regular monotony) is the concerriThe extent of delay in these discussions prompted the
on the part of those people who are responsible for thoseorthern region to implement its own program in May this
programs over the Government's failure to provide arnyear. The response to the program far surpassed expectations
appropriate coordinating role. | believe thatitis animportanand has received considerable support from people
role—in fact, the most important role that Government carthroughout the region. Again, | would commend that
play. development board and the people involved in that program
I do not believe that Government should be tellingbecause itis one that is supported strongly by local ratepay-
councils how these programs should be run, and | do nairs, and | recognise that this area will go forward and show
believe the Government should be jumping on the councilsignificant initiatives in regard to waste minimisation and the
if they are not run in a particular way, but | do believe that itformulation of recycling programs.
is essential that the Government provides a coordinating role Another area that | have been interested in is the work
in regard to these programs across South Australia. Mgarried out in Tea Tree Gully by the City of Tea Tree Gully.
concern is that, if this does not happen, we will have d think that all members received material relating to the work
situation where in different parts of the metropolitan area—of Tea Tree Gully council in this area. We received a
and indeed in the country—we will have programs going inbrochure ‘Making Recycling Work by Understanding the
different directions using different expertise. | believe that a&Community’. The Tea Tree Gully Recycling Research Project



342 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Wednesday 18 August 1993

was developed to evaluate consumer recycling habits in theouth Australia—and | have referred to some of that work—
South Australian situation. It represented the first foray intdhat the Minister found it necessary to come out publicly and
establishing a recycling behaviour data base for a State thagay that, unless councils started doing more in recycling, he
has container deposit legislation in operation. The intentiomvould be forced to bring down what | refer to as ‘heavy
was to build on interstate expertise and to provide éanded’ legislation. | believe that that view is inappropriate.
benchmark for general use by South Australian councils. | believe that what councils and people in South Australia are

Tea Tree Gully council recognised the need for councildooking for is support for incentives to be provided. People
to be actively involved in planning waste minimisation and local government are looking for the State Government
strategies and to assist their communities in learning t¢o provide a coordinating role to ensure that those programs
minimise and recycle their waste. In early July 1991, the Teare effective throughout South Australia. | urge the House to
Tree Gully council implemented the first phase of thesupport the motion.
consultant engineer’s total domestic waste management plan
for the city. The plan aimed at minimising waste and Mr HAMILTON (Albert Park): | oppose the proposi-
associated costs while improving worker health and safetyion and do so for many good reasons. Members will recall
The report with which we have all been provided representa debate that took place yesterday although, as we are all
one way of evaluating a major part of that plan that recomaware, under Standing Orders | cannot refer to it.
mended the move towards introducing a kerb side recycling | have no difficulty at all in supporting recyling of goods,
collection service. The outcomes from the project alsgyytthe community must support such propositions. A classic
provided a means of quantifying the success of the wastgase in point is a proposal for a recycling plant at Royal Park.
minimisation strategy through the measurement of parsir, you would know the area very well because | suspect you
ticipation rates, product yields and other outcomes from thg past it regularly. The proposed site is on the corner of Old
shift to a more frequent collection service. Port Road and Tapleys Hill Road, Royal Park.

Yet again, a very successful program is being imple- | have had a number of representations from local

m?”ted b_y one of the (_:ouncils in the_metropolitan area. A loqidents who are opposed to such a proposition. | asked,
said earl.ler, in referring to a particular program in the‘What proposition?’ They said, ‘The proposition for a
metropolitan area l (.jg not want to take away from th?recycling plant. | said, ‘Where is this information?’ They
excellent work and initiatives that have been undertaken iRaid. “Well there is a proponent and we understand the

rural areas, not just by councils but by community organisag, o mation is with the local council.’ | had to ring up the

f“otnsa Day dqfter d?‘y lam Tao:cetﬁwgiet()f SSUCh programs bei cal council—and | offer no criticism of that authority—to
Introauced In various parts orthe staté. Some are Vvery muCiyy i 5 copy of this proposal. | ask the question: if the

in outback regions and are organised by people who haved%mmunity is not to be consulted in a way that makes them

concern for their community, who have a concern for the US§, a0 of what recycling plants are all about, what they intend
of energy and who recognise the need for recycling and th

lecti f labl d d th qt th do and what a particular plant or plants are all about, how
coflection of recyclablé goods and the need 1o ensure thakq \ye going to encourage the community at large to support
their own area is kept free of litter as far as possible.

. - ) 5 such propositions?
While recognising that superb work being carried out by o .

- In the Royal Park/Hendon area, and specifically in Royal
h I II'k h I lutel I ; . .
those people, we all know that recycling is absolutely useles ark, I am advised by my constituents that only 29 residents

if appropriate markets are not found for recyclables. Through* dvised th i | be | d at th
out history industries have recycled materials for one basi/€€ advised that a recycling plant was to be located at the
reason—because there was an economic incentive. Fgforementioned locality. The area of Royal Park, as you, Sir,

example, when raw material supplies were limited ang'ould be well aware, was for many years an area that needed
P PP to be refurbished; it needed to be upgraded; and it needed

difficult to obtain during the Second World War, steel cans .

and other materials were collected and re-used in thfOtPaths and roads, and so on. All that has happened in at

war-time effort east the past 14 years. That area is a credit to those residents
; ewho reside there. Young people have moved in with their

Today, for example, in the United States over 40 of th ilies: h have b built and we h d
States have recycling mandates. Many of these mandatgaégurebs’ new homes have been built and we have a very goo

require collection of recyclables but they do not require tha )
the materials be utilised again in products. Now the desire to  That suburb comprises people of many European
recycle is crashing head on with economic reality. People ifiationalities. Some of them, because of their experiences
the States have discovered that, without a market for théuring the last war and since, are afraid of authoritative
recyclable materials, it is not possible to ‘close the recyclindigures. They are reluctant to sign petitions and in the main
loop’ and, when there are no markets, there is no recyclinghey are reluctant to respond to surveys when you knock on
That is the point | want to make, because this Government ifh€ir door. As a local MP, I am reasonably well known within
this State has a responsibility to do much more than it igny electorate. | think | have a fair understanding of the
doing at the present time in finding appropriate markets fofeelings of my constituents. They feel aggrieved by the fact
our recyc|ab|e goodsl | repeat: when there are no marketmat they have not received adequate .Informaiglon, as late as
there is no recycling. People become cynical about recyclin%?s'ferd.ayl from the proponents. No information has been
just for the sake of recycling. They want to ensure that, ifdisseminated by the proponents of this proposal for the
they put something out to be recycled, it is not just going tdecycling plant in the areas of Royal Park and Hendon.
be put in landfill just to get rid of it. If | was to set up a recycling plant, one of the first things
Finally, | hope that the Government will place more | would do would be to letterbox the area and let people know
emphasis on the need to obtain appropriate markets. It is @bout my intention as a developer. | would invite them to the
important area and one that | would hope the Governmenilant to view the plans of that proposal. This, | understand,
would recognise. | want to say how disappointed | amhas not occurred. Hence, | believe, the antagonism and the
particularly given the work done by local government infear of what this recycling plant may do to the area. There are
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many valid criticisms which | have enunciated in the The issue has to be solved and it has to be solved by a
Parliament in recent days. process of education of those people in the community. And,
If people want to set up recycling plants then, as | said, jn particular, we cannot and should not take our ethnic
believe they should be looking seriously at consultation witffommunities, our European cousins, for granted.
local communities. The bottom line is that local communities
have a right; residents have the right to know. When | Mr S.G. EVANS secured the adjournment of the debate.
received the information, | distributed 2 000 leaflets in a
matter of a day and a half to let people know that there was RURAL SECTOR
a proposal.
An honourable member interjecting: Mr MEIER (Goyder): | move:
Mr HAMILTON: They were indeed environmentally _ Thatthis House recognises the extent of the rural recession and

t%e importance of rural South Australia to our economy and social
safe and on recycled paper, | hasten to add. In a day ands ucture and urges the Government to implement both short and

half, | walked every street in Royal Park distributing thosejong term policies which will ensure the rural sector is once again
leaflets into every letterbox in that area to let people knowestored to a place of importance.

about that proposal for a recycling plant at the location hye know only too well the situation as it applies to the rural
mentioned. . sector at present. Almost every area we look at has been hit

| advised them that they may wish to go to the localharq in the past few years. | could consider wheat, barley,
council to view those plans. | also advised them that, if theyyg|, pigs—the list goes on. The rural sector has had nothing
were unhappy with that proposal, they could lodge theilyt had luck for too long. On a weekly basis farmers come
complaints with the Planning Commission. | further ad-tg me and say, ‘John, are you aware of just how bad things
vised—if they were aggrieved by the decision of the Planningyg 7" | guess it is easy for me to say, ‘Yes, | am’, but every
Commission—of the appeal provisions and how they coulgherson has their own individual story of hardship and they
go about that. have to overcome it to the best of their ability.

After receiving a number of responses from constituents, ¢ goes back many years, but principally to 1989 when
I found out—and this is something that | do not think manyoo| prices first started their downward trend, which
of us are aware of—that there is an environmental lawyergy|minated in the crash in 1990. | have highlighted before
group operating out of the Bowden/Brompton area which capow some farm incomes went from a real surplus of about
assist residents with their submissions to the Planning3p 000 to a negative income of $10 000 to $20 000 in one
Commission. year simply because of the collapse in wool prices. At the

Residents are entitled to know what is available to themsame time, commodity prices, particularly for wheat and
If the proponents of a particular recycling plant want thatbarley, were also experiencing considerable downturns.
plant to pass the test, that information should be freelfrarmers found that it was hardly profitable to grow crops,
distributed amongst the residents in that area. Itis my beliefarticularly in areas where the climatic conditions were not
based on the number of petitions and the number of peopigs good as they could have been. They were also hit by rising
who have spoken to me when | have been letterboxing, thajosts.
the residents are strongly opposed to this proposition, and in - At that stage interest rates were very high. Many farmers
many respects | believe that the proponents have themselvRgd been affected by the high interest rates of the late 1980s
to blame. and early 1990s. We well remember that the then Premier,

Nothing is worse than people being taken for granted oHon. John Bannon, in answer to Opposition calls for a
seemingly being taken for granted. | indicated what wasowering of interest rates and for help to the rural sector, said
available to my constituents in relation to this proposal. lthatinterest rates were not a critical factor to the rural sector.
received feedback from that, subsequently raised the mattgfow wrong he was. It hit people hard, and many are still
in the Parliament and disseminated that information back intguffering from the effects of those interest rates even though
the community as to how | felt about the proposal. There isnterest rates have come down considerably. They are
no doubt from the number of petitions which have been takeguffering because their debt went up. | recall that one farm
up to be presented to the Planning Commission, the Pagnterprise in my electorate borrowed about $600 000 and by
liament and, | understand, to the local council that thehe early 1990s that had increased to $1.2 million. It had
proponents of that development really have a fight on theigoubled because of the high interest rates, and they still have
hands. I think it is sad. to pay off that double amount of debt.

The consultant's report is the only one available, as | Let us consider the cost of chemicals, machinery and fuel.
understand it, in the Woodville Council Chamber for myWwe have had a debate today on fuel and how the Federal
constituents to view. It is only natural, | suspect, that aGovernment has shown no mercy to the rural sector at all. It
consultant be engaged to promote that development. Theesen went through my mind last night that the Federal
is no criticism of that plant or development. So, what canGovernment had not been happy enough to disadvantage the
people expect of it? They say, ‘You are only agents thererural sector through high interest rates and so many other
You are promoting it. We want the facts. What is a balanced@mposts, but now it wanted to get more people off the land by
approach to this proposal?’ imposing even higher fuel costs. Itis a great tragedy. As one

It gives me no pleasure to make these comments, becau&pposition member said, not only will the farmers and the
| am a great believer in recycling. Over the years, in terms ofural producers generally be hit, because the whole of our
the environment—whether the pollution of the West Lakegransport costs will increase and, therefore, the cost of all
waterway, the sand dunes, the beaches, the drains into tgeods will increase, but women and children will be among
Port River or noise control matters—I believe | have beerthose hardest hit because they rely on the family car for
eqgual to most members in this Parliament in pursuing thosehich there is no reimbursement of fuel taxes. They will have
issues. to limit their outings; they will suffer as much as anyone.
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How we wish that a Federal Liberal Government had beeifrederation, on the concept of diversification. A few days later
put into office. Today, instead of the latest petrol price rises| was ridiculed in this House by the then Minister of Agricul-
we would be paying 30¢ less per litre than we will be payingture, the now Premier, for having suggested some of the

Not only increases in costs and lower prices for com-diversification measures. He laughed at me. The irony is that
modities but many other fees will hit farmers, particularly some years down the track, belatedly, the now Minister at
through the businesses with which they deal. | refer to feeleast has seen the light and is actively encouraging diver-
for licences for holding dangerous substances, a separate feification, and | must give him full credit for what he is
for a fuel seller’s licence, licence fees that a ruraldoing. Itis a tragedy that it was not started some five years
air-conditioning repair firm, for example, must pay. Now weago and certainly some three years ago. Another example is
find that many rural businesses have to take out tax audit irwhat happened with respect to emus.

surance because they may be subjected to a tax audit. The Back in 1990 | : o
. pleaded with the Government, the Minister
costis so great, between $10 000 and $20 000, that they hayg ricyiture and the Minister of Environment and Planning

to take out special insurance. That is another impost on top change the regulations so that emu farming could start

of the many Imposts they already have. . immediately, and at that stage Western Australia had been
We recognise that many of the factors causing the rur :

recession exist outside this country. World commodity price.Th
are one such example. Also, there are the unfair subsidies th

the European Community and the United States have appli Il be later this year. Too late, once again. There is also the

to their commodities. It goes against the spirit of the GATT o ter industry. In the early years, when the oyster industry
negotiations, and it hits Australia, as a small country, mucly o estaplishing, five Government departments were all
har\;jverman rEOSI ottt:\er cotuntr||es. We h h trying to get a share of the tax grab. The oyster growers,

€ then have the nalural occurrences. vve have any of them ex-farmers who had diversified into oyster
unusual weather in the past year through storms and floo rming, were screaming and saying, ‘Please lay off us. Let

It appeared that_ farmers in my area, for the first time in many, get going.’ Five different departments were trying to get
years, were going to have a bumper season. In many casgajy grab—it was an indictment on this Government.
they were going to get out of debt but, just when the golden

harvest was ready to pick, storms flattened, ruined and The Hon. T.R. Groom: | have given them $130 000.
downgraded it, and farmers were often left with nothing or  \r MEIER:  Well, the Minister says he has given them
very little. $130 000. Again, he is acting. Why did his predecessors not
Now the mice have come on top of that. The number ofjive them anything over the past five years? | can refer to live
farmers who have had to resow hundreds, if not thousandgheep exports. We all remember the name Al Mukairish and
of acres has been phenomenal. A thousand acres resoWmat that company did for South Australia. We exported
represents an enormous cost. The mouse plague has cost M@gtdreds of thousands—if not millions—of sheep from South
farmers thousands, if not tens of thousands, of dollars in\ystralia. | had a very good working relationship with the
additional cost that they could well do without. chief executive here in South Australia. Some years ago he
The weather has not been performing as it should. Weajq to me, ‘If South Australia does not do the right thing by
have not really had an opening rain. It has been dry, angs you can say goodbye to our live sheep export trade’. |
many areas have had only just sufficient rain to keep goingsieaded with the then Minister of Agriculture, the now
Thankfully, we are now getting 10 to 20 points, and oc-premier, to personally intervene when the dispute was on
casionally some areas have received 50 points, butitis Vefyack in 1990, and he refused to do so. He said that it was out
unseasonal. One farmer said to me,'We have got the mice aRd nis hands. Members know what happened—we lost the
we are going to get the locusts. Let's have the drought thi§hole of the AL Mukairish trade. It set up operations in New

year and get it all over and done with—we will all be flat- ze51and, and South Australia has never recovered. It is an
tened—so that we can start again next year.’ That is thgpselute indictment on this Government.

attitude of many farmers. | admire and commend farmersfor =~
their resilience: they keep going even though one negative !t iS high time that the Government started to take more
factor after another besets them. note of the rural sector. It is time that it started to implement
My motion refers to the effect on our economy. We should™ore positive programs. We heard the Minister say earlier
recognise that the rural sector contributes in excess of $®day that 2 850 rural assistance applications for exceptional
billion to this State’s economy in most years. It is estimatedFircumstances have come in, but when a farmer tries to show
that it will be nearer $2.5 billion for the financial year just Initiative such as undertaking hay baling in addition to his
ended, and that is a phenomenal amount. r\ormal farm activities he is refused rural assistance for
The Hon. T.R. Groom interjecting: interest _rate relief. So, _the poor farmgr Who tries his best to
Mr MEIER: As the Minister interjects, if we add keep going—because if he did not_dlver3|fy fand expand he
fisheries, which is only fair as it comes under the Departmeriould not get anywhere—is penalised by this Government
of Primary Industries these days, it comes to nearer $8till today. | could cite other examples. | am sure my
billion. It is the mainstay of South Australia’s economy, andcolleagues will highlight other areas such as sales tax, the
it must be looked after if we want this State to have any hop@nti-dumping legislation and the like and the many positives
of making a recovery. In that respect, the Government has ihat a Liberal Government will u.nderta}ke for the rural sector.
come in for its fair share of criticism. It goes back quite soméd Urge all members to support this motion, and | hope that the
years. During the debates in the early 1990s, when | Sougﬁover_nment will rethink the attltud_e it has adopted towards
help for the rural sector, the then Minister, now PremierN€ primary sector over a long period.
invariably pooh-poohed the idea.
I well remember addressing the United Farmers and Mrs HUTCHISON secured the adjournment of the
Stockowners, now known as the South Australian Farmerdebate.

this State? The farmers are certainly about to start process-
b and so on, but | do not know whether it is legal yet—it
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SOUTH AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT FINAN- The SPEAKER: Call on Orders of the Day: Other
CING AUTHORITY Motions.
Mr S.J. BAKER (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): LEADER'S STATEMENT
I move:

. . . Adjourned debate on motion of Mr Meier:
That this House views with concern the lack of response by the . .
Government to the issues raised by the Government Management That this House congratulates Liberal Leader Hon. D.C. Brown
Board in its report on SAFA and demands that immediate action b@n his recently released statement ‘Make a change for the better’ and
taken to rectify areas of deficiencies and malpractice identified in thacknowledges the vision and positive benefits for South Australia’s
report. future contained within the ‘Freedom to grow’ Liberal vision

statement.

In April of this year a report was brought down entitled ‘A (Continued from 11 August. Page 197.)

Report on the Review of the South Australian Government
Financing Authority’. It was, in fact, a very significantreport  +na Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS (Napier): Obviously, |
butto date we have no reaction or response from the Govergy, e this motion. Some time ago | endorsed in this House
ment. The difference with this report compared with some o ome actions taken by the member for Goyder when he was
. . . [}ﬁceremoniously dumped from the Opposition front bench,
and recommendations in the front. | am sure that, if the, e, his obvious talents had been completely ignored by the
committee had summarised the activities of SAFA, itwouldy, oy | eader of the Opposition (the member for Victoria) and,
have been very critical about SAFA's practices in recenbeing the person that | am, | made a speech in this House—

years. . Mr Hamilton: An impassioned speech.

| will outline some of those areas of conflict and where | The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: It was an impassioned
believe there has been misuse and lack of attention to deta&peech, yes, praising the member for Goyder for the dignified
Of course, there is potential for future damage because of thﬁay he had accepted this slap in the face from the member
way in which SAFA has been conducted. | will report on afor Victoria. In fact, my contribution was printed in full by
number of matters in the very limited time that | haveheyorke Peninsula Timebunderstand that not only did the
available. First, the report highlights the fact that SAFA hasstocks of the member for Goyder go up but also my own,
had .$3.8 billion in arbitrage; in other words, it has beenynich was quite surprising, because that is deep redneck
playing the money market. In fact, the report states that thigiperal country. For a Labor member such as | to be held in
was a very risky business and that the Government wasyme degree of esteem was quite encouraging.
getting only $20 million worth of gain from the exercise. A Having said all that, | would like to turn the clock back
retort that I heard at a recent function was that we need it tg,q say to my friends iRlansard ‘Disregard what | said way
balance our various liabilities. Well, | have checked withpgck then: shred it; because what we had last week in this
some of the other financing authorities_ and they tell me thatotion was the biggest piece of downright grovelling and
they would not place at risk $3.8 billion out there in the cra\jing | have ever had the misfortune to hear in this House.
market place where it was earning only $20 million. It was a blatant attempt by the member for Goyder, because

The report mentions the capital gains on the SAFT assete Liberal Party feels that victory is in its grasp, to get back
of $93 million in 1991 which were brought to account andon the front bench. That is all it was. You can shake your
which should have been used to offset long-term liabilitieshead, Sir, but | can assure you that it was.
In 1991-92 some $247.5 million was brought to account | will not upset the many readers sfansardby again
which should also have been offset against long-termguoting it in this House, but it reads like a story in the
liabilities. The report mentions the common public sectoiReaders Digestt starts off:

interest rgte of $70 million being gained from Fhe 1 per C.ent On Saturday 26 and Sunday 27 June a very important function
levy that is placed on departments and authorities. That is atcurred in this city.

unconscionable practice. In some cases it really amounts QL were in Sydney, Sir. You were lucky: you did not have
a capitalisation of interest in the non trading enterprise area hear it T ’

The report also mentions the fact that ETSA gives a $4 The SPEAKER: Order! | suggest to the member for

million extra contribution over and above what it should beNapier that the actions of the Presiding Officer in the conduct

paying on its borrowings. It talks about whether guarante f his duties in the service of this House are not a matter for
fees should be treated as revenue for budget purposes an % motion before this House

suggests that they should not. Mr S.G. EVANS: | rise on a point of order, Mr Speaker.

The report questions the equity interest in Woods angne honourable member earlier today took a point of order
Forests and the fact that SAFA has provided capital to Woodg, respect of the use of the word ‘you’. He referred to ‘you’

and Forests. When Woods and Forests defaulted, it WaBen. Sir.

treated as equity. It questions the exposure to 333 Collins The SPEAKER: | uphold the point of order. The member

street and the ongoing losses associated_with that venture. dr Napier well knows that reference to any member here will
terms of the Torrens Island Power Station, the leaseba by way of his or her electorate or the position he or she

deals have come back to kick the Government in the face iﬂolds in Parliament
terms of taxation liabilities, and that should be looked at in The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS:

terms of the capital gain that was made from those leaseback 4 | \would like to ask: do | get 15 minutes, because | am the
deals. These were taken into account at the time of the deal§ speaker opposihg this? | do not think | have gone

; . h eight mi I . Th f
the 1989 election budget, and that must be questioned. Er:)rr?tLilr?ueg:lg t minutes already e member for Goyder

Debate adjourned. . It was the Liberal State convention, held at the Convention
At 5.35 p.m., the bells having been rung: Centre, at which the many hundreds of people present enjoyed a

| take your warning, Sir,
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stimulating two days. In fact, they also enjoyed a magnificent speecapposition to this rather frivolous, trivial motion that he puts
by my Leader. . . before the House. In fact, one can give some credit and praise
That is not my Leader, Sir, but the Leader of the Oppositionto the member for Goyder because, for the first time, the
the Hon. Dean Brown. Then the member for Goyder read intwvorld has heard of the policies that the Liberal Party will
the Hansardthe complete speech. He did that because thgursue at the next election. It was right at the far end of the
media had taken no notice of that ‘vision speech’ that thépeech, when the member for Goyder outlined the principles
Leader of the Opposition had made at the Liberal Partfor promoting economic growth. He stated:
convention. Nor, in fact, had the television media taken any 1. To encourage a competitive outlook in the south Australian
notice— economy.

Mr MEIER: On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the | could not think of any more pure gobbledegook than that
member for Napier said that | read the whole of the speechentence. What does it mean? It means nothing. Motherhood:
into Hansard | hardly touched on it because of the time limit pure rhetoric, aimed at five year olds, in effect saying,‘If you

of 15 minutes. behave yourself, | will give you an extra lolly and you can go
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The to bed’. The second point was:
member for Napier. To recognise that businesses are best run by people and not the

The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: Thank you, Sir, and | Government.
thank you for your protection. He went on about it becauseyhere is the substance to the philosophy of the Liberal Party
no-one had taken notice. All the Liberal faithful were there,at the next election? The member for Eyre—
along with the affiliates. They were all there with their  Members interjecting:

coloured balloons, and no-one reported it. So, the member for The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hayward is out
Goyder had to get the salient points of that speech intgf order.

Hansard thus inflicting misery on those faithful peoplewho  The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: —uwill really like the third
read the words that appearttansard | would notbe atall - point, as follows:
surprised if, when those people do read it, they need to take o1 s overnment regulation of business.

a couple of Quick-Eze or something like that to settle their

stomachs, after reading some of the garbage and drivel tha@SK You, Sir, to recall that, every time a Minister of Labour
the member for Meier read in this House—member fofl! this House has brought forward legislation to reduce
Goyder, Sir. regulations against small business, we have been defeated.

Mr MEIER: On a point of order, Sir, the honourable Members opposite voted against us every time in respect of

member got my electorate wrong, and also | do not like th&99s, potatoes and bread. The member for Eyre is the

way he referred to the excellent material that | used in thé:h"’lmplon of small busmes_,s, and the me'.“bef for Kavel
debate last week. professes to be the champion of small business yet, every

The SPEAKER: Order! The Chair is having trouble time we have brought in legislation to reduce the constraints

. : n small business, the Liberal Party has been the first to
working out_whatthe points of order are. Is the memberfor\(l)vimp and scream and talk about the need to have those
Goyder serious?

: . . regulations in place.
MrMEIER: | was very‘ serious, Sir. The hor?ourat.)lef The fourth point refers to the lowest possible Government
member referred to me as ‘the member for Meier’, and it IS4

the second time this session that has occurred. | am tha -’ charges and fees. What does that mean? The good
) eople of South Australia want that spelt out; they want to
member for Goydgr. . know whereabouts Government taxes, charges and fees will
. The SPEAKER: | ask the mgmbgr for Napier to use the pe reqyced. We almost had an indication from the Leader this
right terminology for members in this House. afternoon. | know that | should not refer to a debate and I will
The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: | do apologise: | was not do so but, when the Leader hinted that there would be a
confused. | called the member for Goyder the member fogjgnificant reduction in petrol tax, is that what the member
Meier. That was not a malicious attack— for Goyder is on about? | do not think so, because in all
The SPEAKER: The Chair does not believe itwas.  probapility the fact is that when the Leader’s speech writers
The Hon. TH. HEMMINGS: No, Sir, itis the lastthing prepared his speech they had only five minutes to spare and
I would do. In fact, | have nothing but pity for the member cobbled up these eight points so that the Leader could fill up
for Goyder when he has to bring motions such as this in aRjs time.
attempt to move onto the front bench. It just shows what The fifth point—and this would sound really hollow to
people will do to get a big white car and a hefty increase inrmembers of the South Australian Institute of Teachers—
salary. They say that some men cannot be bought. That israfers to world-class education and employment training
fallacy: all men can be bought, and the price of the membestitutions. | have yet to hear any member of the Opposition
for Goyder is a big white car and a Minister’s salary, if they stand up and give any form of praise to any initiative taken
ever make him one. That is the way he is prepared to lowegy either this Government or the Federal Labor Government
any integrity— referring to employment training in any form whatsoever.
Mr MEIER: On a point of order— Such initiatives are ridiculed all the time, and members
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Goyder will opposite come up with this bland statement, ‘We don’t want
resume his seat. The Chair believes that the member faraining, we want jobs.’ | suggest that the member for Goyder
Napier is now reflecting on the member for Goyder, and Iremind his Leader that the next time any employment training
would ask him to withdraw that and be careful of theprogram is announced—and there were plenty announced last
comments he makes. night in the Federal budget—the Opposition should give it
The Hon. T.H. HEMMINGS: Gladly, Sir. | do withdraw some support.
that and humbly apologise to the member for Goyder. | did The sixth point is ‘to ensure that institutes of vocational
get carried away. | will now go into the substance of myeducation are real alternatives to universities’: what does that



Wednesday 18 August 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 347

mean? | ask the member for Goyder, who was a teacher—a We can compare that with the legacy that we now have as
very good teacher, | understand—what that means. Perhapsesult of the Administration of the past 10 or 11 years. We
during the dinner break he can come over and explain it tall know we are bankrupt; that is the first point. Let us look
me. He should explain it not only to me but also to hisat the failed projects: the Glenelg foreshore redevelopment;
Leader, because the Leader does not understand what it is &indanya, Kangaroo Island; the Wilpena development; the
about. Mount Lofty project; the Marineland redevelopment; the
The seventh point is ‘to work on an industry by industry Marino Rocks development; and the paper recycling plant
basis to support improved standards of production aniatwas highlighted during the last State election campaign
specific new types of investment with a focus on varioug®S @ bold new initiative of the then Bannon Government—
areas’. That long sentence was the way it was put out by th@here are they? We have not seen any more of them. Then
Leader. The Liberal Party, with its industrial policy, has beerfhere is the Victoria Square facelift; desperate on the Monday
hell bent on destroying the trade union movement, the wage®¥ the last week of the campaign, the Labor Party trotted out
system and the great record that we have in this State $PMe plans to reshape Victoria Square. Where is that? The
having fewer stoppages than any other State in the countr§p-Bahn to the southern suburbs, the third arterial road and the
This Liberal Party’s policy is a blueprint to create industrial Major expansion of our Art Gallery are failed initiatives.
havoc. The member for Goyder knows it, his colleagues The Labor Administration is bankrupting this State and
know it and so does the Leader of the Opposition, but the%eavmg a legacy that this State and future generations will
dare not release it before the next election: it will be a typicah@ve to pay for. There is a stark contrast: achievement and

Kennett-Court style of policy release—if they get in they will failure. And it is on the basis of that stark contrast of the
release it the day after. achievement of the last Liberal Administration and the failure

of the past 10 years that we talk about, as Arthur D. Little

The eighth point and final point is ‘in partnership with __. :
e ; : . .said, the decade of lost opportunity, the decade of wrong
specific industries, to develop plans for their growth which olicy direction of this Administration. To cite the Arthur D.

remove Government impediments to that growth’. In the time". e ;
that | have had the honour to be a member of this place | haygtl€ €POr, the Labor Administration would shoot at any
Bll’d that flew past; so bereft was it of policy initiative,

.con.tfifnu_ally heard members ohppor?ite, a;diflferent times an {anning and vision that it would grasp at any straw that
et s S O e o e, ey e st prkcy e b

’ : ! ? Clearly it has brought it failure after failure after failure.
that th(_a Government should get out of the private sector, b Inthe %ould of the ?ast Liberal Government, there will be
every time they say we should promote groyvth inthe privat he next Liberal Government, whenever that rr’1ight be—and
sector (in particular the member for Kavel is always sayin hope it is sooner rather th:':m later. Based on the current
this) they demand some form of Government subsidy :

: . . : : olls, I hope we go to the election sooner rather than later,
;ﬂginx“?bfégﬁgig Cgoe(idcl)qu %Vi';dtﬁgr?opbe”.l[}?é er;twc;,mabn gr tg:ar'gnd certainly, given the result of the Federal budget last night,

Kavel looks a little bemused: he has every reason to b(l[ have no doubt there are one or two more members over

because he knows nothing about what is going on. Obviously, '€ counting the cost of the Fedefa' budget,.because it will
the Leader of the Opposi?ion does not Ie% hirg know what i< ost them their seat. We will b_e dehght_ed to sit on the other
going on because today’s performance proved that th ide of the House to look at different pictures for a change;

member for Kavel is still a real threat to the Leader. The ¢ ¢ will be a large number of members on our side with

member for Kavel may give us a modest smile, but it was ery few people on this side as a result of people.ju'dging the
damn fine speech, John; | appreciated it. | oppose the motio ack record and the performance of Labor Administrations

nationally and in this State.

) . . It was based on success versus failure, the stark contrast
Mr OLSEN (Kavel): | support the_ motion, and | will between the two styles of government, the two policy

outline the backdrop. The last time a Liberal Government WaSi actions of government, that the vision statement was

In power, it putin placg the Roxby.Dow.ns project, the MOStyelivered by the Leader at the convention in June. It sets out

significant project in this State, which will generate royaltiesy, "2 2 meters upon which a future Liberal Government

for the benefit of this State and future South Australians fof, J g operate—clear parameters that have an underlying

abqut 100 years. No other Government has put in placg fheme in them and a very important theme, namely, to restore
project of such significance for the long-term benefit of this

4 ; incentive for people to do things for themselves, to encourage
State. The last Liberal Government also put in place th ’
Stony Point plant and the establishment of Technology Parlﬁﬁern to go outand earn more and to expand and to restore

We were involved in the establishment of the first inter- centive in the small business sector.
national hotel for South Australia. We cajoled the Federag We have heard over the past decade only lip service about

Government to put in place our international airport mqll business—the engine room of the economy. Ifit is the
SR ' engine room of the economy, why has Labor been starving

Members interjecting: it through costly regulations and through high taxes and

Mr OLSEN: At least we got the airport there, and we charges to the extent that, where we had a competitive
established it with international flights for this State and thisadvantage in this Statés-a-visother States of Australia, it
city. We put in place the O-Bahn, a new system, and peopleas totally wiped out—totally destroyed? That is why Email,
from around the world now come to look at its successfuKelvinator and other companies are leaving South Australia
operation. The River Torrens Linear Park was the last Liberao establish in the eastern states, because it is cheaper to run
Government initiative and, of course, there was land right& manufacturing plant in the eastern States now rather than
and the negotiation of the agreement with the Pitjantjatjaran South Australia. The great Playford foundation of building
people and putting in place significant land rights legislatiorup manufacturing and job opportunities in this State on the
in South Australia. That is the backdrop of the significantbasis that we are a low cost State has been totally destroyed
achievements of the last Liberal Administration in this Stateby Labor Administrations.
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Mr Venning: It will get worse, too. increase in State fuel tax added the cost of $1 000 per farm,
Mr OLSEN: And it will get worse, there is no doubt per year to the cost of operation. At a time when those small
about that, if they have the opportunity to continue infarming units—small business operators—were impacted by
government. They will not, because the polls are clearlyhe cost of operation, this Government compounded it by
indicating they will not. What we need to do is to restoreputting in extra costs, taxes and charges.
incentive and encourage people to come back to South We have seen the widening of the wholesale sales tax and
Australia to access those boardrooms where the decisions dre increasing levels of those sales taxes. The Federal
made about the plant—the infrastructure—that creates th@overnment says that that will not impact on our exports.
jobs. We have to set the climate, and the vision statemerithat is wrong; as economists will tell you, some 60 per cent
released by the Leader in June sets those parameters:abthat will wind its way into the cost of exports.
restore incentive and to give freedom for people to grow

again rather than the shackles, the restrictions and the [Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.30 p.m ]
constraints that we have seen Labor Administrations put on ,
small and medium business in this State. Mr S.G. EVANS: Mr Speaker, | draw your attention to

What we want is what the vision statement says: a vibrarif’€ State of the House.
economy, growing and exporting to the rest of Australia. A quorum having been formed:
Instead of our getting white goods back into South Australia Mrs KOTZ (Newland): |1 am extremely pleased to
from the eastern states, we want to reverse that trend, asS¢PPort the motion of the member for Goyder. The Federal
was in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s. We want to cut out wh@HUdget that came down in the past 24 hours again condemns
we have seen in the 1980s in the reversing of that trend. Wi&€ Labor Government for its appalling lack of concern for
are in a global market situation now, and we have to accedf® Australian people. We have seen the Premier stand in the
those global markets. We have to be competitive in this Staté10use today and again show his lack of concern because,
To be competitive in this State, we cannot have WorkCovefithough it was pointed out to him that there were areas of the
costs greater than in other States or in countries that are ofjederal budget that undoubtedly would affect the people of
international competitors. We cannot have electricity tariffshis State in many different areas through tax increases, the
greater than those interstate or internationally. Premier refused on behalf of. this State to appgal'to the

It is no longer good enough in this State to compare oufederal Labor Government prior to budget submissions to
costs with those of the eastern States. We have to comdeé)k at the_ effect that those increases and measures would
ourselves with Indonesia, Korea, Taiwan; that is where th8ave on this State.
competition is coming from now. They are the markets we The Premier's answer was to contact the Federal Labor
have to access. Itis all very well for the member for Mitchell GOvernment, but only last week and well out of the time
to chuckle away, to chortie away, in relation to that; if hewhen any submission to the Federal Government would have
does not think that we have to meet global competition, he 8Ny impact on any changes to the Federal budget. In contac-

living in a dream world, much as the one in which the formering the Federal Labor Party last week, the Premier admits,
Premier operated—if you have a problem, ignore thdlis contact was in the form of a letter. That was a letter with

problem, hope it will go away, do not address it, do not& cost of 45¢. That reflects the amount of concern that the

correct it, do not put the State on an even keel to overcomBrémier has shown for the people of South Australia. Itis no
the hurdle of the problem until the problem comes and hitgvonder that the people of this State are calling for a change,
you in the face and causes devastating damage. We have s@! this motion contains the words ‘Make a Change for the
that with the State Bank, with Scrimber, with Marineland andBetter’. No-one need question the reasons we need a change
so we can go on, list after list of projects which this for the better or why we need the freedom to grow. The
Government has mishandled, bungled and mismanaged. Liberal vision |nher_er_1t within our policies and those still to

South Australian businesses need to make a world marké released is definitely, and will be found to be, for the
with the quality of their production. That means encouragePeneéfit of South Australia. ,
ment and education to meet the quality standards of the world There is no reason to question that, because the
and getting Government regulation and unnecessary restrizovernment of this State has no policies itself, it has no
tions off the business community. This Government has pedtirection and it has no vision. The only statement that this
working for almost a decade on a one-stop licensin overnment has made thatis at all positive foy the pepple of
operation: we still have not got there. The deregulatio his State is, ‘We can guarantee that we will give busmesses
adviser presented the first draft to the Government but it wag0ré bankruptcies, and we can guarantee that we will take
too difficult for it to tackle, because | presume South Terracdnore business head offices out of this State, we can guarantee
told North Terrace, ‘That is not the legislation you will put that we will mismanage yourmoney as we have mismanaged
in place.” So, we had to do not one but two drafts of theYoUr money in the past’ That is a statement of this
original before the Government would release the dereguldZovernment.
tion report to the Parliament and before it was acceptable to Members interjecting:
the Government. The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Newland.

It is about time the advisers to Government who are Mrs KOTZ: Thank you, Mr Speaker. More than 40 000
putting up practical solutions to the problems had the capacitgeople seek emergency help in this State. Is that not an
for those practical solutions to be put on the table in thendication of why this State needs to see not only a change of
Parliament. It is certainly the basis upon which the visionGovernment but a Government that will look to the protection
statement tackles it, that is, you give encouragement to neand the concerns of the people? We can look at the emergen-
policy directions for the future. We need regional growth tocy financial assistance paid out by the Department for Family
help our primary industries. The fact is that 30 per cent plusind Community Services for people in this State to buy food
of our export income is coming from our rural areas in Southand other essentials and we can look at the fact that that area
Australia. They are very important to us. Last year theof financial assistance has increased more than four-fold over
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the past 10 years. We can see it has increased from less thitaey have to sit at home waiting to see even a specialist
$500 000 in 1981-82 to more than $2 million last financialbefore they can get onto a waiting list to go into a hospital.
year. We have more than 40 000 people a year seeking The Minister stands here and tells us he has found $34
emergency financial assistance in this State, and that israillion in the budget and we have patients in the hospital
disgrace. system who are not in the beds that this Government should
That is why the people of South Australia are looking forbe providing on behalf of the people of this State, but in
a change. That is why there is a vision within the Liberalchairs in corridors, and you—excuse me, Mr Speaker—
Party and it is why when the policies are released no further The SPEAKER: Order!
guestions will need to be asked about where this State willbe Mrs KOTZ: —the member for Mitchell has the temerity
going and who should be taking the people in a more positivéo sit there with a silly grin on his face as if none of that is
direction. We have not seen any positive direction from thigmportant. | assure him that it is. And the constituents—
Government in the last term of Government or even over the An honourable member interjecting:
last decade. If we wanted to look at the supposed achieve- Mrs KOTZ: We have another member over there who
ments of this Government, what type of achievements couldants to throw a comment in. Apparently Government
we actually list? The only achievements that | can think of—members do not have constituents who require some of the
and it appals me to think that | am misusing the wordservices that are being denied because this Government has
‘achievement'—involved the loss of taxpayers’ funds. Thetotally misused, misappropriated and mismanaged State
very loss of those funds is now being reflected in the serviceiinds.
we no longer have. The education systems are being totally What this country needs and what this State needs is open
run down. The children of South Australia are being put a&ind honest Government. We are not getting it from the Labor
risk because of a lack of financial assistance to schools. Government; we are not getting it from any of the Ministers
The Hon. S.M. Lenehan interjecting: we have seen parading one after the other with no policies,
Mrs KOTZ: The Minister sits there and tells me that that"© Vision and no idea where this State is going—Ministers
is a nonsense, but 10 schools in the District of NewlandVho continue to take us down a road where more and more
require assistance with maintenance grants, assistance wlthour funds are being lost. This Government is a disgrace.
resources and assistance for disabled children, which is 'y Nat we need is a change for the better, the freedom to grow,
policy that this Government put into effect. It has placedPut We shall get the freedom to grow only with a change of
disabled children into schools without giving schools theSOVernment, and that Government is going to be a Liberal
resources to back up the integration that is necessary fgovernment.
support those disabled children. That is a disgrace, because ) . .
it is putting a greater strain on the parents of those childre hisMrrr?oLtJi’(;Irl:l (-Ersﬁf)'Légggﬁsmzf;tepﬁ:ﬁturi'nirfugg%mrege
the teachers, the staff and the community within thos ntradictioﬁ to what we have seen from this Governmznt in
schools. It is an absolute disgrace, because it is the childre“i‘? t thr nd a half s, Iti Government without
and the students who are being disadvantaged because of & P25t fIF€€ and a hat years. it IS a sovernme nou
lack of financial assistance. This Government can no Ionge%:on' without hope, without any idea of where itis leading

hope to provide that assistance in this State because of i Oat;teh&unslzrgllgieﬁzcglgg\r;?img:]eTtir?;ﬁjnggiaz i]:r;ebgorrfghre
State Bank debt and other money that it has lost. .

il ci f the funds th db d it th Price who has just entered the Chamber and point out that
| will cite some of the funds that could be used now ifthey 1 6130 million could have been spent in his electorate or
had not been lost by the Government. We have Statg e electorate of the member for Stuart. That is their share

Government liabilities of more than $13 billion, a State gt the gebt, for which their children and grandchildren will
budget deficit of $600 million over the past five years and,, responsible.

State taxes are up 173 per cent in real terms. Let us look at

SGIC with $350 million of our money, we had Scrimber ; ; . : ;
losses of about $60 million and $11 million in Marineland gave the opportunity to again participate in helping to

. X - evelop and provide income, jobs and a future for their
losses. The Entertainment Centre is a white elephant. | onlyyiiqren. That is what they will get; not vague promises; not

wish that the former Premier would take his retirement soon, -1t truths: not nonsensical statements coming from the
because his thespian antics are far more suited to the Entepe nher for Briggs, solely designed to get a headline and do
tainment Centre than to this Parliament, and on that centre V\%thing They will have the opportunity to participate. This

lost $55 million. document clearly indicates that we are going to open up

_ Further, capital projects worth $1.7 billion have totally South Australia for business, whether it is in the primary
disappeared. Where are they? They would make up for somgdustries—

of the job losses and provide some of the opportunities that The Hon. S.M. Lenehan:What about education?

this State has not seen. They are only some of the areas in \ir GUNN: Mr Speaker, for the benefit of the Minister,

which this Government has mismanaged the funds of thigf course education is important. The basis for any successful

State—it has mismanaged taxpayer's funds. As | say, Weconomy or community is to have highly educated, profes-

have only to look in other areas—never mind education—jgna| people but that opportunity has got to be there. My

such as the health system. long suffering constituents who live in the isolated country
Mr Holloway interjecting: areas cannot afford to send their children to participate. Look
Mrs KOTZ: The member for Mitchell sits there with a atwhat the Queensland Government does for its people living

silly grin on his face, but | wonder whether any of his inisolated communities compared to what this Government

constituents—and | am sure there must be some—requiteas done.

access to the hospital system and cannot get into it, and so Mr S.G. Evans: That is a Labor Government.
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Mr GUNN: That is a Labor Government. It has carriedto resolving the current problems. Last night his bungling
on the Bjelke-Petersen tradition of looking after isolatedFederal colleagues drove another nail into the economic
people. The former Tonkin Government was the firstcoffin for people who live in the isolated communities. | put
Government in the history of this country to give anyit to you, Mr Speaker, how do you expect people to travel
assistance—$500 a year—to outback and isolated parentsundreds of kilometres to participate in normal social
This Labor Government has only increased it by $200 imactivities or to transport their goods when you have falling
about 12 years, and inflation has far exceeded that. But in thabmmodity prices; when we are competing under the most
time, of course, the economic situation has deteriorateatorruptinternational subsidy arrangement that has ever been
People are at their wits’ end to know how they can patrticipatén place? The answer apparently is to increase your local
and utilise the education facilities in this city or in the producer’s costs. Those people cannot afford to buy new
regional centres. motor cars.

If the Minister wants to help | can give her alist. Itison | suggest that this Government go into some of those
my list of things to do this week to have a little chat with the country towns and look around. Go to Coober Pedy and those
Minister about one or two matters in my electorate requiringplaces and look at the age of the vehicles there. See how
urgent attention. | am delighted that the Minister has interthose people are going to get on. See what their views are.
jected this evening because | will be again talking to her and’hey live hundreds of kilometres from Adelaide. | live farther
bringing these matters to her attention. | am delighted wittwest that any other member of Parliament has ever lived,
her interest in this particular matter. some 650 kilometres from Adelaide. There are people who

Why is it that this Government has no vision and nolive a lot farther than that from Adelaide but who do not have
understanding of how the real people are hurting? Why is ia member of Parliament’s salary to support them. They have
that there is such despair, heartbreak and anger in the live on what they can earn.
community? Why is it that people do not regard politicians Mr S.G. Evans: No STA bus.
highly? It is because their confidence has been misplaced. Mr GUNN: They have no STA bus like those operating
They believed the political rhetoric that was put forward byin the city which they are helping to subsidise to keep them
the Labor Party who unfairly and unreasonably lifted theon the road. This document put forward by the Premier-elect
expectations of the community with no hope of ever delivergives those people some hope, some opportunity, to par-
ing. What is required in this community above everythingticipate and build a better South Australia. Surely that is what
else is the creation of some incentive so that industrye all want. This Government has failed miserably. It should
business and commerce have the ability to employ—th&ave the guts to go to the people so that this document can be
creation of economic conditions so that the 30 to 40 per cergut to the test and the electorate can make a judgment. They
of young people who do not have a job are given the oppothave been fooled for too long; they have been let down.
tunity to participate in this community. The documentHowever we make a judgment, this Government has failed.
released by the Leader will ensure that. Any society that No Government in the history of this country has so
allows such a large section of its community not to bemismanaged the affairs of this State, yet this Government
employed is creating a social fabric that will have disastrougloes not think it has done anything wrong and will not face
consequences in the future. the people. | challenge the Government to cut out the

You cannot have such a large number of young peopleonsense, dissolve this Parliament, face the State and allow
without any hope, without any future; otherwise you will the people to make a judgment and get a Government they
destroy a whole generation and cause social unrest, crime addserve—a Government that will be hard-working and
everything else that goes with that situation, and the overalonest, putting the welfare of the people of this State first.
cost to the community will be tremendous. There is no poinfrhere will then be no more State Bank disasters, no more
in building more gaols: that is merely trying to hide the Scrimber disasters, no more mismanagement and no more
problem. There is only one thing to do and that is get rid ofdomination by minority extremist groups, but a Government
the nonsense, red tape, bureaucratic humbug and everythingich is interested in the welfare of the average South
else for which this Government is responsible, and give théustralian citizen.
employers a chance to put those people back to work and | have much pleasure in supporting the motion, which
create some export income. endorses the document put forward by the Leader. | have

The only thing that will save this community and this great confidence that Dean Brown will lead this State back
nation is to produce more and to create more wealth: there iato the kind of era that existed when we had a decent society.
no alternative. Nowhere else in the world has it been possiblhe best time in the history of this State was when Sir
to lift the standards of living and provide better facilities for Thomas Playford was Premier and Sir Robert Menzies was
the underprivileged and the less well off. There is only onePrime Minister. The people came first and commonsense
way, and that is to create a bigger cake so that it can be cgievailed.
up and everyone can participate. The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member’s time

It does not matter what section of the economy is in-has expired.
volved: that is the only way. Employers, companies and smalll
primary producers must be given the opportunity to par- Mr QUIRKE (Playford): |was wondering for a moment
ticipate. You can have the best working conditions in thewhat motion we were addressing. The document referred to,
world but if you do not have people who are able to work it‘Make a change for the better’, is interesting, and | must say
does not mean a thing. one thing about it in particular: it does not require a great deal

Mr S.G. Evans interjecting: of intellect to read it and it does not require a great deal of

Mr GUNN: As my colleague says, if you cannot sell the time. Dean Brown and his team have learnt that telephone
goods, what does it matter? What is it going to achieve? Ifbooks are not the way to impress the electorate.
the past 12 months the current Premier has done nothing to | remember when the 650-page document ‘Fightback’
create the economic conditions which are absolutely essentiedme out—I think that was mark 1 and eventually it became



Wednesday 18 August 1993 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 351

mark 2—there was a debate going on here about the gootise most of it. Then they came in here and cried crocodile
and services tax. Following that debate, in which | partears about the cost of petrol and a whole range of other
ticipated, a member opposite said to me, ‘I suppose you havssues. | can only say that the debate this afternoon was
read the whole of the document.’ | said, ‘That is not the pointparticularly shallow, and | am sorry that a lot of it was not
The point is that you have got to get the world out there tdelevised on the news tonight. 1 can well understand the
read it. | must say they did not do a bad job in the 18 monthsmedia’s decision not to televise it, because it will upset their
They got quite a few to read it—or some of the key bits,image of the way they would like to see things go in the
anyway. future.

But this document we are now discussing does not suffer This motion is indeed a waste of time. | should like to see
from that problem. | understand the education section is onlg motion like this come before the House when we have some
two pages long. | was looking through the whole thing to findpolicies with some meat and we know exactly where the
out what they were going to do about tertiary education. | wasiberal Party and the leadership stand on issues before the
concerned about that, because from time to time a number efectorate of South Australia. Unfortunately, we have been
Opposition members have made a few statements abowiting for some time and we still have not seen that. They
tertiary education. | could not find a reference to it at all. Itdo not want to do a Dr Hewson. Dr Hewson gave us a
is not there; it does not exist. One wonders why someontelephone book full of nasties. These blokes do not want to
would offer such a ball up in the air to get smashed over théring out anything at all. They will sit there, and their
net. assumption is that people will be fooled: they will not think

A motion like this at the end of the day seems to me to behat these blokes are the same as the Kennetts, the Courts and
a silly waste of time in this House. | have no doubt thatthe Hewsons; they are not the same as all those other Liberal
members opposite think that their two-page document oRarties that are running agendas all over the countryside
education and all the rest of it is something that they can selittacking the basic living standards of working men and
to the electorate. | should have thought that would be a bettevomen and destroying the education standards of kids in our
use of our time than debating this stuff. | can understand thatchools.
they have this issue to consider now and they want to turn For instance, what will they do about all the small schools
every post into a winner but, really, in many respects theraround the State? Will they do what their Victorian counter-
is not a lot going for it. parts did? | bet they will. They will close all the schools.

The debate this afternoon was puerile. | do not want to tellThey will get up here and react to this and say, ‘No, we won't
Opposition members which tactics to use, but | think theydo that,” but at the end of the day, if they were to win, they
would have got much further this afternoon if they had notwould close all the unprofitable schools around the place
had that debate. Indeed, if they had had Question Time,itrespective of who will get hurt in that whole exercise.
think they would have got a lot further. The reality is that ~ Mr Meier interjecting:
they had a lame duck performance from the Leader that was Mr QUIRKE: The good member over there is interjec-
so bad that a number of us on this side thought that he waing. | can only speculate that he wants to get back on the
going to go for a walk with the member for Murray-Mallee front bench with a motion like this. | must say that it was
tonight. If he carries on like that, that is probably what will unfortunate that he was evicted from it some time ago under
happen to him. He is going to go for a long walk: two arethe last leadership. | know that in the past year or so he has
going out and one is going to come back. been trying very hard. Indeed, most of us on this side find

There is no doubt that the best speech on the Oppositidmim very trying during Question Time.
side today, which was not all that sincere—and | will come  An honourable member interjecting:
back to that in a moment—was that of the member for Kavel. Mr QUIRKE: | understand that he pulled the wrong
He poured his heart and soul into it. Half of his speech waghain twice. In this motion he is saying how good the
crying in his beer, or his wine, that they do not have a GSTleadership is and that this document has all the answers for
That matter was included in most of the contributions ofthe future. Indeed, most of us who have had a look at bits and
members opposite: if only things had been different on 13ieces of this document can find very little in there at all, so
March. the future does not have very much to offer. | must say that,

The reality is that they did not get the agenda up thenwhere this is concerned, this is a much more constructive use
That agenda was a nasty, anti-social, arrogant agenda fef the time of the member who moved this motion. He spends
supposed political reform in this country. One cannot say thaiost of his time in this place yelling abuse at members across
about Dean Brown. One cannot say that he has an agenda tiiaé Chamber. In fact, this afternoon during the debate | think
thick that he has yet taken to the public of South Australiait is fair to say that the honourable member and many other
In fact, we are still waiting to see what half of the stuff is. We members did their best to put a brave face on the fact that the
want to know on what issues, on what promises and on whatiberal Party is not up to this debate. Recently, | took my
agendas the future of the Liberal Party in this State hangs. Weds to see Disney on Ice, where they all met Mickey Mouse.
want to see what their attitude will be to education. A policyOne of them asked Mickey Mouse what he received for
was released on industrial relations, although if one blinkedhristmas, and Mickey said that he got a Dean Brown watch.
one missed it. The reason is that there was nothing in it. We
would like to know what they are going to do about health, Mr MATTHEW (Bright): What an appalling perfor-
education and a whole range of other issues. We and thmance by the member for Playford. It is very clear that the
community of South Australia would like to see what is goingmember for Playford, and indeed other members of the
on. Government who have spoken tonight, do not even under-

I must say that the Opposition has been pretty cocky in thetand what a vision statement is and do not understand that
past few days. Walking around the corridors here today aany businesses, including many Government organisations,
couple of them were saying that the Federal budget was wortlhse a vision statement to plan for their future. That is what
another 2 per cent to them and that they were going to makihis document is about. It is about planning for South
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Australia’s future and showing South Australians what it islabor Government effectively bribed the State Bank to keep
that a Liberal Government is using as the basis for formulatdown interest rates before the last State election. That
ing its policies. | refer members to the top of page five of thesacrifices those basic principles.
Liberal Party vision statement, which states: Members interjecting:

‘Freedom to Grow’ is not a detailed policy statement. As we ~MrMATTHEW: For the benefit of the interjecting Labor
approach the next State election, the Liberal Party will release members, those basic principles are honesty, probity and

series of detailed policies based on our vision and policy directiongquity. Members opposite seem to have forgotten what those
announced in this statement. words mean

SO, for Labor members who have misunderstood what a The Hon. R.J. Gregory interjecting:

vision statement is about and who do not understand how \r MATTHEW: Itis interesting that the Minister, of all
these statements are used worldwide, it is not surprising thgyeople, ought to interject. The Minister’s time will come.
did not understand what they had in front of them. If they had A honourable member: He will pay the price, too.

read the top of page five, they would have found out justa \r MATTHEW: He will pay the price. | am told that the

little about what it is they do not understand, because ifs for the seat of Florey are not looking very good for the
explains what a vision statement is all about. We have @inister.

document that sets a vision for South Australia’s future and  \1r Brindal: Is he one of the five?

details the problems that face our State. It also details some \i\. MATTHEW: Indeed. he is one of the five. The vision
historical aspects of where our State once prospered and giVES,tement continues: '
a vision for the future. In so doing, a number of pertinent
directions are detailed in the statement.

First, | refer to the six principles of Government that are
detailed in the vision statement. It is an important basis o
which to start any policy formulation, and | will read them
into the record for the benefit of Labor members who hav
not had the opportunity or the ability to read the statemen
or did not ask us for a copy or have never attempted to obtai
a copy. The six principles as set out by Liberal leader Dea
Brown are:

6. Ensuring that Parliament is effective in holding the Govern-
ment accountable at all times to the people it serves.
hatis another important principle that this Government has
ailed to uphold. It has failed to remain accountable to the
Jpeople—it failed in that miserably. This Government lost in
gxcess of $3.15 billion in one financial disaster, not to
Wention the financial disasters caused through SGIC and the
nfunded superannuation liabilites from the State
overnment Superannuation Fund. If the Government has
1. Recognising that the single purpose of politics is to serv told the people of th_e State the true extent of its m_debted-
people of all ages and backgrounds and that Government policigéess_and that remains to .be seen—we could be facmg a d_ebt
must be made for people—people are not made for policies. as at the end of this financial year In excess of $13 billion, if
2. Having, as a Government, a well planned and clearly definewve take into account unfunded liabilities. That is a tragic

strategy for the growth of our State and its people. indictment. It is tragic mismanagement that has been forced
3. Encouraging all South Australians to share common goals fog, the people of this State

our future through a genuine community partnership—one in which . A

the public sector works with the private sector not againstit—atrue M McKee interjecting: .

partnership between the Government and people at all levels from Mr MATTHEW: | am surprised that the member for

Parliament through the Public Service to community organisationsGilles continues to interject. | would have thought that he
emg'oi’g;sdﬁ]”gd \S\I?ifl‘llr g&g‘g’gﬁ& and pragmatism from a stron would want to take this to his Leader and say, ‘Look, Mr
philosophic base that strives to encourage the greatest possia?er,em'er' you have failed me because some of these basic
freedom of the individual by running Government in the interests oforinciples of government have not been adhered to, and
the people—politicians must again be seen to be fighting for peoplbecause of the factional infighting of the ALP | have been
before fighting for narrow Party interests. done out of a job’.

Mr McKee interjecting: Mr McKee interjecting:

Mr MATTHEW: Mr Acting Speaker, it is interesting that Mr MATTHEW: The member for Gilles of all people
the member for Gilles, of all members, interjects at that pointhas no reason to interject in this Parliament.
because | would have thought that the member for Gilles, Mr Quirke interjecting:
beyond any member in this House, would be aware of the Mr MATTHEW: | am surprised that the member for
damage that can occur through internal Party bickering anRlayford wants to interject after his disgraceful performance
faction infighting. The member for Gilles has the biggestin this House. There are a number of other things that we

cross of all to bear at this time. It continues: need to look at, beyond the six principles of Government—
5. Underpinning all actions and decisions of the Government with - Members interjecting:
ethical principles of honesty, probity and equity. Mr MATTHEW: Just listen to them, Mr Acting Speaker.

I reflect on those words again—honesty, probity and equityThe natives are bellowing
It was in this Parliament only today that we heard of a Members interjecting:
Premier who urged the Federal Labor Government to break The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
election promises on tax cuts. A Premier who was prepared Mr Quirke interjecting:
to sacrifice those principles of Government that the Liberal Mr MATTHEW: The member for Playford is still going!
Party has put before the people—honesty, probity and equitide has a problem. Perhaps he has seen the polls for the seat
A Premier who is part of the same Labor Cabinet which forof Playford. Perhaps even the money that went into the
the 1989 election paid the State Bank money to artificiallyschools in the Playford district is not enough for him to retain
hold down interest rates. This Government has sacrificelis seat. It is important—
those principles. Mr Quirke interjecting:

Mr McKee interjecting: Mr MATTHEW: There he goes again.

Mr MATTHEW: Well may the member for Gilles again The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! | call the member for
interject. It is an in disputable fact. It is on the record. ThisPlayford to order.
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Mr MATTHEW: The member for Playford really does Primary Industries, who is doing an admirable job. | do not
have a problem this evening. It is important in any vision forthink any other Ministers are doing anything at all but waiting
our State’s economic future that we look at principles forfor the election to be announced. Only they know when that
promoting economic growth. | refer the member for Playfordwill be.
to page 18 of the vision statement. If he does not have a copy If you check the Government's record, any fair minded
of the vision statement—and, judging by his speech | doulperson, anyone with average intelligence, any person with
that he has—he is welcome to have my copy. | am sure hany knowledge of economics, money or success would have
might learn something from it. The statement outlines 100 say that it is absolutely abysmal. Ten years of this
principles, as follows. Government and it is absolutely abysmal. Individual members

1. Encourage a competitive outward looking South Australiani®PPOSite know that, and they often wonder who will be back
economy. with them after the election. Of the members here tonight,

2. Recognising that businesses are best run by people and not fiyst one would be re-elected. | will leave them guessing who
the Government— that member is, because it is a game of Russian roulette for
the member for Playford seems to have forgotten that— members opposite. )
allowing the Government to concentrate on serving people i Certainly, some |0W|y_ t_)aCkbenChers atthe m_oment will
education, health, community safety, environmental protection anfave some very high positions after the next election, because
the other responsibilities which provide the foundation for com-there will be only enough to fill the front bench. Certainly,
munity growth and rising living standards. _ _itwill be interesting to see who does survive. As the days go

3. Minimal Government regulation of business consistent wnthby’ the Government backbenchers are becoming more
??,?dpé‘v%igﬁ,?ﬁiﬁséﬁﬁg’vﬂgq much simpler and swifter procedureg, o jed. As the pendulum swings into the traditional Labor

4. The lowest possible Government taxes, charges and fed¥artiand, areas such as Albert Park and others, members
consistent with the obligation to provide necessary standards @pposite are becoming very worried indeed. If they only had
essential services and certainly lower business taxes and chargesfie brains to go to an election after the Federal election, they
the Australian average— might have had some chance.
that is something this Government has failed miserably to Debate adjourned.

deliver—
5. World class education and employment training institutions MOTOR VEHICLES (DRIVING WHILST
and programs. DISQUALIFIED—PENALTIES) AMENDMENT
6. To ensure that institutes of vocational education are real alter- BILL

natives to universities.

7. Towork on an industry by industry basis to supportimproved  Received from the Legislative Council and read a first
standards of production. . . ime

ti
8. In partnership with specific industries, to develop plans for
their growth which remove Governmentimpediments to that growth.  The Hon. M.D. RANN (Minister of Business and
That is a vision. That is something on which our policies havétegional Development)1 move: .
been built, and that is something that this Government does That this Bill be now read a second time.
not have. Its members do not even know what a visiorl seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
statement is. This Government does not have a vision or i Hansardwithout my reading it.
plan for the future of South Australia. The sooner this Leave granted.
Government goes to the polls and gives the people a chance This Bill seeks to establish two penalty levels for the offences of
to throw it out once and for all. the better. And the memberdrive while licence suspended’ and ‘drive while disqualified from
for Playford, the Minister (the member for Florey) and the/°!ding or obtaining a licence".
Y o . rey A person’s licence may be suspended as a result of incurring 12
member for Gilles will all be gone, to the benefit of the State or more demerit points, under the Points Demerit Scheme, or a
person may be disqualified for a breach of learner or probationary
Mr VENNING (Custance): | rise in support of this conditions. Alternatively, the person may be disqualified by order

i i i acourt.
motion with a great deal of pleasure, after hearing some of thef At the present time thafotor Vehicles Act 1958nakes no

drivel tonight. I fully support my Leader (Dean Brown) and gistinction between a first time offender and a person who repeatedly
his recently released statement ‘Make a change for the bettegind deliberately drives while suspended or disqualified.

| ask whether some members opposite have read it. They The use of suspensions and disqualifications as a sanction is
have referred to it but obviously have not read it. ‘Make aiNtended as an aid in the enforcement of road law.

change for the better’ is the Liberal call to South Australian%h“ﬁ%?ggﬁgn\?{gg Srr,'c\j/grsmvivrtglgtmg g{,ggﬁnl_'cence Is suspended or

—'Freedom to grow’, the Liberal vision for South Australia. ~ Persons who repeatedly and deliberately disobey a suspension

What a relevantissue this is to be discussing right now in ther disqualification should be subject to a greater penalty.

dying throes of this Government—and it is dying, because it The need f(()jr_a greater ;t)%nal_ty_ for afstﬁcosnd or subscequint offence

; - as expressed in a recent decision of the Supreme Court.

is well and truly on the ”Ose_- We are talk_lng about a new" Therefore, the two penalty levels proposed by this Bill are

tomorrow for South Australia; we are offering a change forgjvision 7 imprisonment (six months), which corresponds with the

the better. present penalty, and division 5 imprisonment (two years) for a
Itis a very timely statement and a very timely documentsec(‘;lnd or SiUbSSﬁqU‘?”It offence.

to be released by the Liberal Leader (Dean Brown). At the, & Ga5ca i fo?rga?lte

momentitis very fitting to be discussing this because, asthe "clause 2. Amendment of s. 91—Effect of suspension and

Government knows, it has been failure upon failure, and theisqualification o _

final straw was the Federal budget last night. South Australi§ection 91(5) prohibits a person from driving a motor vehicle on a

has come to a complete halt, and for all intents and purpos%%ad while the person's licence is suspended or while the person is

it is bankrunt. The Liberal ' Lab hil h b isqualified from holding or obtaining a driver's licence and

itis bankrupt. The Liberal versus Labor philosophy can bg)rescribes a maximum penalty of division 7 imprisonment (six

summed up as achievement versus failure. This Governmeftionths). This clause increases the maximum penalty for a second

is no longer governing at all, apart from the Minister of or subsequent offence to division 5 imprisonment (two years).



354 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Wednesday 18 August 1993

Mr BRINDAL secured the adjournment of the debate. time ago. We are going to be dragged out to the last second.
| hope that this Government goes in early November; it would
LEADER'S STATEMENT do that if it had any honour left at all, but it obviously has not.
. . ] | would have thought that the member for Semaphore
Adjourned debate on motion of Mr Meier (resumed onwould say, as he has been saying for the three years that |
motion). have been here, that he would put this Government out when
) . ) the time came—when the royal commission handed down its
MrVENNING: |was just saying how dismal the re?ord report. It has been a litany of whens and whens and whens,
of this Government has been and why the document ‘Makgn ifs and ifs and ifs, and they are still there. It would appear
a change for the better' is so relevant at this time. The Labofat this Government is going to be there till the last second
Government's achievements are listed as follows: State debig,q that is a disgrace, because not only has this Government
of over $8 000 million; State Goverrjment Iiabilitigg of over stopped governing but the State of South Australia has
$13 000 million; a State budget deficit of $600 million OVer stopped functioning. Everything is in complete disarray. The

the past three years alone; State taxes up 173 per centin regjic servants have never been in a worse situation. Their
terms under the Labor Government; and the State’s crediygrale is at rock bottom.

rating down from AAA to AA-. That is an abysmal record. For the sake of South Australia, | hope that this

The State Government blunders include the State Bangovernment is out of the way before Christmas so that over
loss of $3 150 million, costing $300 million per annum in e festive season people can at least have some hope for the
interest alone; the SGIC bail-out of $350 million; the ftre—some hope thatin 1994 we will start the long climb,
Scrimber loss of $60 million; Marineland losses of $20r at east stop the decline and start the slow climb out of this
million; the Entertainment Centre, which is a $55 million orass that South Australia is in. We have had 10 years of
white elephant (and the Government drew it out for thregyarg Labor, 10 years of failure and 10 years of absolute
elections) Cabinet projects worth $1.7 billion disappeareddisgrace_ Individually, members opposite are going to pay the
and the State Bank bail-out blow out as a result of retiremengrice pecause | know that many of them have been reason-
packages. Unemployment s at record levels: 30 000 longtertinje members of Parliament, but they have let these things
unemployed, plus or minus 12 months; and hospital an§appen and they will pay the price. They will go out of this
housing waiting lists are at record levels. It is an abysmab|ace: | would say that between six and 10 of them will be
record for any Government. left. It is going to be very difficult for the Government to

The people of South Australia just cannot wait to judgefunction in that way.
this Government, and they surely will. As I move around my  |f members want to see where we ought to be, they should
electorate it is extremely hard to find anybody who votedyst check Queensland. Why is Queensland doing so well? It
Labor. Last Saturday morning a person in my hometown—s not because of the Goss Government: it is because Joh
and | never thought | would hear him say this—said to mepje|ke-Petersen put down the roots, and we are losing all our
‘I will never vote for the bastards again’. This person hasndustries to Queensland at the moment.
always voted Labor and been immensely proud of it. He said, | have much pleasure in supporting this motion. The
‘I will never vote for the bastards again’. | will give members gocument Making a Change for the Better is very relevant
opposite his name if they want to know, because this persofight now. It is the Liberal call to South Australians, it is the
is so ropable that he does not mind who knows aboutit.  freedom to grow and it is the Liberal vision for South

Out in the rural communities the Government is C!OsmgAustralia. | pay credit to my Leader for having a great part
E&WS depots and ETSA depots and all the rest of it; andgp play in terms of that document and its delivery, and | to
then there is the condition of our schools and roads. Everyok forward to serving under him as the next Premier of
minute of the day people know the failures of this Govern-gguth Australia.
ment. Itis a disgrace. We are making a change for the better.

Even members opposite know that they have been members Mr HOLLOWAY (Mitchell): It is a pity that we are

of a Government that has been the worst performer that thisaving this debate this evening: there are so many more
State has ever seen and, | hope, is ever likely to see. Theportant issues facing the State at the moment. Nevertheless,
Government's record will go down in the history books as thesince the member for Goyder has moved this motion,
black decade, the decade of Labor, when everything ipresumably because he wishes to ingratiate himself to his
touched went down and when every project went black. Itolleagues in the House and particularly to his Leader so that
will take us years and years to get out of this. he will advance himself, we are debating the document called

What worries me is the inability of this Parliament to do the Liberal vision statement. It is almost a contradiction in
anything about it. It absolutely annoys me, frustrates me antérms: members opposite would be lucky to have the vision
saddens me to think that, with three Independents in thef a rhinoceros in a snow storm. Since we are debating that
Parliament, and given the consequent majority of one, thidocument tonight, the one thing we can be sure of, when
Government remains. And it will stay there, | am sure, untiimembers opposite are debating issues, is that they will never
the last day, because members opposite know they will nagll us exactly what their policies are.
be returning. They want to hang onto their white cars; they We heard a little bit of it earlier tonight from the member
want to hang onto the perks of office to the very last secondor Bright, who cited a few of his principles. The member for

An honourable member: You bet! Bright gave us some very grand sounding principles which

Mr VENNING: That interjection is true. It looks like it the Liberals are supposedly offering but, of course, there were
will be 31 March 1994 before we see any hope of making ano policies; they did not say what they will do. It reminds me
change for the better and giving people the freedom to grovef the skit inMonty Pythonwhen a children’s program was
This whole issue is a disgrace to the Parliament because,liting sent up: if you want to play a flute, you blow in one end
democracy ruled in this place, if this Parliament was accounand move your fingers up and down on the outside. That is
table to the people, this Government would have gone a long bit like the Liberal policy. Members opposite say, ‘Our
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policy is to get into government. We will do wonderful things ly had the cheapest public transport system of all the capitals,
and all will be lovely and sweet and light and beautiful in thebut it has now become one of the dearest. Indeed, it is this
morning when you wake up.’ That is their policy, but the city that has the cheapest public transport in Australia. That
trouble is that no-one in this State will believe them. is the Court view on these policies. What members opposite
What we heard during the debate from members oppositeave been doing is to raise expectations in their electorates
were all the old cliches and the old rhetoric that we have beethat, if only they could somehow get into government,
hearing for 242 years. It is incredible when you think that iteverything would be rosy; all the problems of the world
is more than 2% years since the losses of the State Bank wes@uld go away.
announced; itis coming up for three years. These people are Mr Venning: It couldn’t be worse.

locked into the past and all they can see is the State Bank. It \ir HOLLOWAY: That s the sort of hope that members
is not this Government that is suffering from the State Bami)pposite have. The member for Custance says, ‘It couldn't
syndrome: it is members opposite. They would not know,e yorse’ That is his whole philosophy towards it, but what
what to do. The State Bank has become such a crutch fafe member for Custance has been doing is to raise expec-
them and they are so dependent on talking about the Stafgiions that all they have to do is get into power and suddenly
Bank that they have not thought about anything else. all this money will come flowing into country areas; suddenly
Suppose what the member for Custance says will happey)| these services will be restored. Of course, all the city
comes true; suppose by some accident they fall intonempers opposite have been doing the same thing. The
government tomorrow. What would they do? Would they talknnember for Bright, who was in the Chamber earlier, has been
about the State Bank for the next four years? That is all the¥enging circulars to his constituents asking them questions
have been doing for the past 2% years. Meanwhile, thi§,cp, a5, ‘Do you need a police station in your electorate?’ and
Government has got on the with the job and the bank is Noy,jsing expectations, as if money grew on trees and that it is

profitable. Just yesterday we saw in testralianthat the st 3 matter of their getting in and suddenly it will all be
budget of this State came in with a surplus. Employmentmduced and the problems will be solved

figures released recently showed that the level of unemploy- . ) -
ment in this State is now the third lowest on the mainland, The suggestion that really showed up the policies of those

- . _~gpposite for what they are was that of the member for
Emp;]loymer!t has been growing for three months and th'ngél[l)Jpstance: his model hié vision, was Joh. That was the model
are happening. ' ' '

S . hat the member for Custance referred to. He said that we
The level of exports n this S,tate has been growing Ovethould was follow Queensland, that Joh in Queensland had
the past 10 years. This State’'s economy has been tran

formed. While members opposite have spent the last 10 yeaEall right; he said that all we have to do is to follow Joh and

in this place thinking and dreaming of the past, and whileI %gg,:gm? w”ttr)r(]air?" fight. That might be his vision, but it
they have been talking about the State Bank, the real world y notmine.
out there has changed. Companies in this State have got on Members interjecting:
with it; they are actually exporting. The level of exports in ~ Mr HOLLOWAY:  As the member for Gilles says, most
this State has grown by a factor of three over the past decadef. those Ministers in the Joh Government ended up in gaol.
The real solution was given away by the member forThe level of services in that State was appalling under that
Kavel in a debate just before the dinner adjournment. He saigovernment, and it has only been in more recent years that
that we have to be competitive with overseas nations, and He€ people of Queensland have been provided with an
mentioned the Philippines, Korea and so on, but what he an@ducation system, under the Goss Government, that was up
other members opposite really want to do is to cut the Waget@ the standard of that in other States. The services in parts
of workers in this country to third world levels. That is the Of Brisbane were absolutely appalling under the Joh
Liberal vision of the future; it is to have us competing with Government, and we all know what happened to Joh in the
Bangladesh and the Philippines and to reduce our wages &nd with his push for Canberra. We also know what he did
those levels so we can compete with those countries. Th&@ the colleagues of members opposite. | suppose the one
might be their vision but it is certainly not mine or that of thing for which we can all be grateful to Joh was that his
members on this side of the House. actions led to the re-election of the Hawke Government for
If we want to know the Liberal ViSiOﬂ, we need on|y look the fourth time. | guess he at least made that contribution to
interstate to see what Mr Kennett and Mr Court have donethis country: he certainly did not contribute much else.
Believe me, the results are not particularly good. We all know What has happened in this State over the past 10 years and
what has happened under Jeff Kennett in Victoria. His visiowhat has happened in this country is that there has been a
for education was outlined in thustralianand it is to give  great change in the world economy, and this State has grown
principals salary packages whereby they take 50 per cent imith it. The changes that have been made in this State
salary and the other 50 per cent as perks, such as cars. Thatvards improvement of manufacturing practice have
is Mr Kennett's policy on education. We know his policy on produced the advances that are necessary for us to have world
transport—to get rid of it all. We know that his industrial best practice. The Government has also achieved an industrial
relations policy is to take away all the rights enjoyed bystructure incorporating minimal disruption: the other
people in other States. achievement of this Government is the low level of industrial
Then, of course, we have the Kennett clone in Westerdisputes. The level is now at the lowest for many years. We
Australia, Mr Court, who spent about six months trying tohave seen what has happened in Victoria: under the Kennett
work out what to do. He was just like members opposite: h&overnment, unemployment is now around the 12% per cent
was too frightened to say anything. He had spent the pastark, wages have fallen and the industrial relations situation
three years gazing at his navel and the situation in that Statis,appalling. Jeff Kennett has put Victorian against Victorian.
but he could not come up with any policies, so he has beeh is the old story—pit one group against another—and the
fishing around for six months but he has not producedragedy is that that has been Victoria’s loss, which in turn has
anything of any value, except cuts, of course. Perth previouskagged back the economic growth of this country. That has
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to be the great fear: if this Liberal vision statement and thé didn’t know.” They have done the one thing that | never

policies— thought | would see a Labor Party do: they have dumped on
The SPEAKER: Order! the honourable member’s time their mates, and that is absolutely one thing | thought the
has expired. The member for Hayward. Party opposite had over our Party—

Members interjecting:

Mr BRINDAL (Hayward): | find this debate both Mr BRINDAL: Yes; it was absolute and total loyalty to
interesting and at the same time a little sad. If you lookhe defence of their colleagues, and | no longer hold that
around the House this evening, you see that the state of théew. What they have done to the member for Ross Smith |
House tonight reflects very much the state of the Governmeifave never seen done by any Liberal to a member of the
opposite and the state of this State in general. As | look oniberal Party. Members opposite think it is funny, but | do

my side of the House, | see— not—
Members interjecting: Mrs Hutchison: Come back to the real world.
The SPEAKER: Order! Has the member for Custance  Members interjecting:
made a contribution tonight? The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Custance is out
Mr Venning: Yes, Mr Speaker. of order.
The SPEAKER: The member for Hayward. Mr BRINDAL: Mr Speaker—

Mr BRINDAL: As | look around my side of the House =~ The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hayward will
| see some intelligence, some wisdom, a little humour, somgesume his seat.
courage and certainly a degree of longevity. As | look Mr VENNING: Mr Speaker, | rise on a point of order.
opposite | see nothing but a few tired members who ar&wice you have named me and twice | have not uttered a
desperately trying to cling to the last vestiges of power whictword.
they no longer deserve to have. | was particularly moved by The SPEAKER: | point out to the member for Custance
the contribution of the member for Playford. It was some-that he has not been named. If he were named, he would not
thing that | will remember for a long time because it remind-be here. It is difficult to see members on the back bench and
ed me much of that Shakespearian quote: ‘It is a tale told bymay have named the wrong member inadvertently. | admit
an idiot, full of sound and fury, signifying nothing.’ the error. Perhaps it is the member for Mount Gambier that

All the member for Playford seemed to be able to do was should be speaking to. The member for Hayward.
bellow and try to drive some sort of divisive wedge between Mr BRINDAL: If the Government benches do not
members on this side of the House. | can assure membermscognise a vision statement, the reason is clearly understan-
opposite that this side of the House is preparing itself fodable. South Australia had a vision once. It had a vision under
Government and that, unlike them, it is not riven by theSir Thomas Playford and | venture to say it also had a vision
factionalism that we see opposite and is in fact the unitedinder Don Dunstan but, in the intervening years, it has lost
team that this vision statement presents for the people dhat vision. It had good solid management, the hand on the
South Australia. It is definitely worth noting that for severaltiller, sailing in the right direction, but the trouble was they
weeks the Government sought to make much of this statelid not see the shift in the wind, and they lacked the vision.
ment but, when it comes to debating a substantive motion, its | cannot blame members opposite for not recognising that
contributions at best are lacklustre and wanting. this Party has vision and has a direction in which it wants to

You, Sir, were in the Chair and would have heard thentake South Australia. The member for Mitchell can say,
refer to the ‘vision statement that the Leader had to shrefThey are promising everything to everyone.’ But, when we
which was rewritten next time’. All sorts of astounding talk to people in the street or talk to expert economists who
accusations were made about the genesis of this visidknow, they say that the one thing that people need is a bit of
statement and | think it deserves to be put on the record whabpe and vision and a bit of belief in the people who are
exactly happened. What happened was this: unlike the Parsupposed to lead them. Members opposite can do what they
opposite, we have a democratic Party in which we discuswant: in the end there is going to be a reckoning, and the
things from their beginning to their end. The Leader informedreckoning will be taken on election day. | note the Minister
the Party and discussed with the Party the need for a visionmas come into the Chamber. He interjected last night, ‘You
statement, and the Party jointly worked on a vision statemertton't fit into Unley.” He is perfectly entitled to hold that
and produced a document that | think every member on thispinion, but on election day it will be—
side of the House is proud to own. The Hon. M.K. Mayes interjecting:

These spurious accusations about shredded documents andThe SPEAKER: Order!
rebuffs to the Leader are nothing more than a malicious tissue Mr BRINDAL: —for the electors of Unley to decide and
concocted by desperados, because there was no shreddittggy will make that decision. Either | or the Minister will be
there was a cooperative effort by all members on this side dhe member for Unley. | am happy to place on the public
the House; there was lots of discussion, and there is joirecord that whatever the electors of Unley decide is their
ownership of this document. Unlike members opposite, welecision, and that is how this place works. If they wish the
do not cling to the coat tails of one Leader, praise and haiMinister to continue being their member, he will be; if they
him as a sort of king emperor so long as he is Mr 75 per cenwish me to be their member, they will choose me. It is not for
and then dump him and run away from him the minute ane to presume to make their judgment for them and, | put to
mistake is made. the Minister, it is not for him to do that either.

Never in my life have | had the privilege of the acquain- Members interjecting:
tanceship of so many blind mutes as exist opposite. For 10 The SPEAKER: Order!
years they sat around the Cabinet table and saw and heard Mr BRINDAL: As to the vision statement, | commend
nothing. For 10 years many of the members opposite sdhe member for Goyder for putting forward this motion. It is
around the Caucus room and saw and heard nothing. Whengood statement. As my colleagues have said, it is not a
this State fell into such a parlous situation they said, ‘Not meblueprint for the detail of the future direction in which we are
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going to take South Australia: it is a general vision for thereinforces that matter and, by adopting the amendment, |
future. The Leader has said that in the proper course of tim&ould be watering down that relationship that local govern-
we will release detailed policies, and | know all of my ment has in terms of the Act.
colleagues who are shadow Ministers are working hard on It also complies with the Development Act, to which we
those policies so that in every portfolio area, from the firstorought the same wording and, given the discussions and
day we get into Government, every Minister will be working consultations we had, there was a clear understanding that
hard to take South Australia in the right direction and tothere would be a compatibility between the two measures. As
reform those areas which need reforming. the honourable member pointed out, we had intended that that
This document is part of that plan but is not a detailed partvould come in time, in other words, considering the measures
of it. When members opposite say, ‘Where are your policiesXogether through this House.
they will just have to wait until the Opposition decides itis | feel committed to maintaining the original clause,
time to release its policies, for they have no more right taalthough | have sympathy for the honourable member’s
seeing those policies than have the people. We have ammendment. However, as much as | might personally feel
obligation to the people to present policies with which weinclined to accept it, given the background | am committed
will go to the election. We have no obligation for this to maintaining the original clause.
Government to judge us on those policies: those policies will The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | understand what the
be judged by the people—not by the Government or anwiinister is saying as a result of consultation that has taken
members opposite. We will tell them, but we will tell them place but | would hope that he may on future occasions

in our own time— ~consider this situation. | really do believe that it is more
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member’s time appropriate and | know that it is a pattern that has been
has expired. adopted over a period. Indeed, when we were in Government

. we tended to go to an organisation and ask for three names
The Hon. H. ALLISON secured the adjournment of the tg pe put forward and then to select, but my concern is
debate. particularly now, with the extreme responsibility which these
people and people in high positions in Government have, that
ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION BILL the Minister needs to be absolutely sure, as the person who
is responsible overall, that the appropriate person is selected.
While | understand because of the consultation that has
. . o taken place that the Minister may not be able to accept this
_ﬂ]aéuai r}ZD_ cMs\r/ncl)D'?'F?ﬁ (I)]:g\jgf)my' amendment at this stage, | hope it is something that con-
T ) ) sideration will be given to in the future.

Page 13, lines 10 and 11—Leave out all words in these lines and ; .
insert ‘nominated by the Minister after consultation with the Local Amendment negatived; clause as amended passed.

Government Association of South Australia’. Clause 13—'Functions of authority
The Opposition feels that, rather than be in a position where The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | move:
a request is made of the Local Government Association to Page 13, line 26—Before ‘implement’ insert ‘, where ap-
provide a panel of three such persons from which thé@"oPriate.’.
Minister can select a person for this position, and recognisings | indicated in my second reading contribution last evening,
the responsibility that the members of this authority and thé support the State EPA's involvement at an appropriate level
members of boards and committees have now, it is mor# preparing and implementing national environment
appropriate that the Minister be given the opportunity toprotection measures. It is something that | have always
select the person that he or she feels is most appropriate. supported very strongly and, with the establishment of the
We believe, however, that it is absolutely essential thaEPA in this State in line with the authorities in other States,
there be adequate consultation with the body so that they feéwill be important for there to be appropriate involvement.
that they have had the opportunity—and, indeed, they do | am worried about the present wording in the Bill: ‘to
have the opportunity—to express any views they may haveontribute to the development of and implement national
about the person who would represent them. environment protection measures’, because | believe that
I do not think it is necessary for the Opposition or me tothere will be times when it is not appropriate to implement
indicate the support that we have on this side for the Locahational environment protection measures. If the State feels
Government Association. It is an excellent organisation, aery strongly, for one reason or another, that it wants to go
very sound organisation, and one with which | have had &urther than has been recommended as a result of discussion
very long association. It is strongly felt by this side of thewith other States, | think that it is totally appropriate for this
House that it is appropriate for the Minister to have the saytate to take a different line.
after consultation, hence the amendment, and | would seek It concerns me that under clause 13(1)(c) we are tied into
the support of the Committee. the implementation of national environment protection
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: There has been extensive measures whether we like it or not. | believe that it is
negotiation in our process of consultation with regard tamportant for the Minister to consider this amendment, and
establishing this clause. As indicated to members last night,seek the support of the Committee.
there is a reason behind this in the sense that we recognise The Hon. M.K. MAYES: It is important to put this in a
local government as a level or tier of government, and as proper context. | understand what the member for Heysen is
conseqguence we have provided for a particular representatiaariving at. There are two aspects to be considered. The first
I think that by accepting the amendment | would beis the inter-Government agreement. If we introduce the words
breaching that agreement negotiated with the LGA in relatiorn the honourable member’s amendment ‘where appropriate’
to their capacity to nominate three persons for the appointefore ‘implement’, we would be in breach of that agreement
ment of the Minister. The existing provision more strongly between the Heads of Government. All the other States have

In Committee.
(Continued from 17 August. Page 318.)
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agreed with this. The conservative States have agreed withis has to be given careful and close scrutiny. | am not sure
it, and the strongest advocate has been New South Wales. \iat the honourable member is suggesting we should
would be out of time with what is happening in the Easternconsider. If | had a form of words before me, | would
States particularly, but also at national level. The honourableertainly consider it. | accept the general thrust of what the
member has raised a valid issue. If we believe that there isleonourable member said: that we need to maintain close
standard or policy that we need to set through the EPA whichcrutiny to ensure that there is no wasteful use of our
is above the national standard, we can do that, so we carsources in that sense when we have the experts, and | hope
accommodate the honourable member’s concern in thahat the EPA will be so gifted. | am sure that we will use
respect. However, | think that we need to maintain that claustihose people in preference to bringing in outside bodies. If the
for the basis of our relationship with the other States and theonourable member wants to put something before me, | shall
Federal Government with respect to the inter-Governmertte more than happy to consider it. It may have escaped us
agreement. now, but it can be considered in another place.

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | can only reiterate what | The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | would be pleased to do that.
said before. | understand what the Minister is saying. IAs | indicated on a number of occasions during the second
presume there has been adequate debate on this measurgeghiing, one of the problems has been the lack of opportunity
national level. However, the other concern | have is that, byhat the Opposition has had to deal with this Bill. Because of
being tied under this arrangement, we may have to bypass tfiee shortness of time, | think it will be necessary for us to
State Parliament and South Australia may have to wear thegend a significant amount of time in Committee questioning
laws, even if they are not in the overall interest of the Statethe Minister and taking specific action in another place. We

That s of concern to me. | think it is important, particularly would certainly like to provide the Minister with a specific
in a number of the areas that we are looking at in thisecommendation.

legislation, that this State should be in control of its own
destiny and its legislation. That is why | have expresse(gu
concern. The Minister has already determined on that basjs,
and | see little point in continuing on that line.

I want to refer to clause 13(2). Again, in my opinion, the
terminology in this clause is much too loose. | think it is

It has been put to me fairly strongly—I am not necessarily
ggesting that this is my own opinion—that the EPA should
a separate authority rather than a division of the central
agency—the Department of Environment and Land
Management. | know that the debate has revolved around the
h ey , . ; .~ establishment of the authority in this State over a period of
important that the authority ‘must’ not 'should’ consultwith e "t has also been suggested that the authority should
the groups listed. We are not producing this Bill to provideg |6y, 41 of its own officers rather than seconding officers
a glqsshouse for these peqple to live in. I should have thou,g’ﬂtom other departments. | am aware that this matter has been
that it was ‘eﬁserll(;tal that Ilt ble flrrrlgzr and that the authority, ;+ hefore the Minister, and itis probably an important factor
fgl;?ttﬁgol\sliiis?gr » consult. T would appreciate a commentiy, ihe overall development of the authority. Having had the
) e . opportunity to discuss this earlier, | wonder whether the
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Itis important to point out that LQ/Iinister might indicate why he determined that the authority

the baSngflth:_? Bill has t;]een(;:qnstrllicteld aLou_nd a8 CoNSUsngy1d be formulated in this way rather than as a separate
tative model. However, the advice that | take in terms of i orin with the power to have its own staf

whether we have ‘must’ or ‘should’ is that we could place the The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | think this fits in with the

authority in some difficult legal situations if it must consult
pverall Government reform program, and a number of

a certain range of bodies. It might not be appropriate fo les h ded thi le wh h
certain bodies or organisations to be consulted. Howevef*@Mmples have precede IS exampieé where we have a

they may think that they should have been, and that coul eparate statutory .authority. that is serviced fr.om the main
lead to litigation involving the authority. My advice is that the epartment and is involved in th? same portfolio area. | can
most appropriate wording is ‘should consult'. A variety of cite numerous examples but | will not bore the Committee

ot : ith that. There are certain economies of scale, which benefit
organisations, covered in clause 13(2)(a) and (b), would b ! '
involved in consultation with the authority. oth the department and the statutory body.

Amendment negatived; clause passed_ There is no way that the Statutory authOI’Ity can be
Clause 14—'Powers of authority.” influenced or in any way usurped by the activities of officers
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | have some concern with Who are attached from the main department but it fits in that

clause 14(a) because it is obvious throughout this legislatioley have the career structure and the opportunities, the
that the authority is allowed to employ consultants ‘on suctflepartment has the flexibility, the statutory authority has the
terms and conditions as the authority thinks fit'. While |flexibility and there are certain economies that we would
recognise the need for the authority to be able to engag@nioy by having the independent statutory body serviced from
consultants, | think that this wording is a bit loose in regardthe department. That is the model that we followed, and from
to the authority’s ability to employ consultants ‘on such termsMy experience | believe that it should happen to a few more
and conditions as the authority thinks fit'. | think there is astatutory bodies operating in this State.
need for a tighter arrangement under this legislation. I should | will not go on to name them but | refer to such or-
hate to suggest that | did not see the importance of thganisations as the TAB, although itis not under my portfolio.
authority being able to engage consultants, because it is dihave a very strong view about my experiences as Ministers
important part of the authority’s administrative powers.responsible for that area in the past; it could perhaps have
However, | feel that the legislation should be tighter in thisbeen better serviced by the Department of Recreation and
regard than is the case. | ask the Minister for his commentSport, but | will not embark on that argument. This is the best
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | appreciate the honourable possible model that we have seen operating. The honourable
member’s concern. Obviously, in this contemporary environmember would have seen it himself when he was a Minister.
ment, it is popular to bring this matter forward. | am sure thafThere are various opportunities in the planning portfolio, in
every member of Parliament and Minister is conscious thaparticular.
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The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Can the Minister give a The Hon. M.K. MAYES: This issue is dealt with later in
rough idea of the number of staff involved? | understand thathe Bill in terms of the public register; an extensive list of
the Minister will not be able to be accurate, and | do not seeinformation must be provided via the public register. Under
names, but how many people will be seconded from eacthat clause the Committee will be able to explore what is
department. provided and, if there are any shortcomings that the honour-

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The total will be 83 and there able member feels we ought to be addressing, | will be happy
will be a transfer: the office and the person will move into theto look at it.

EPA, the Waste Management Commission and the E&WS. Clause passed.

We can probably provide a more detailed profile, but Clause 17—'Committees and subcommittees of authority.’
generally that will be the likely number of secondments, as The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: This clause refers to the
the member has termed it, with people moving from thosestablishment of committees and subcommittees but it says
areas. People will move lock, stock and barrel, so they wilhothing about payment, although the second reading explan-
not be seconded: they will not go back to the departments ation referred to the meeting of expenses. Can the Minister

any stage but will be part of the EPA. confirm that these committees will receive any payment or
Clause passed. expenses?
Clause 15 passed. The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Yes, in accordance with the

directions given from time to time by the Commissioner for
Public Employment under an admin instruction issued from
ge Commissioner’s office.

Clause passed.

Clauses 18 and 19 passed.

Clause 16—'Proceedings of authority.’

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | am sure that the Minister
would be aware that the conservation movement has ma&
representation in regard to the availability for public scrutiny
of minutes of the committees or subcommittees of the . > ,
authority. | have some difficulty with the representation that Clause 20— Membershlp of fo“_Jm'
has been made because of the need for some confidentiality 1 "€ Hon- M.-K. MAYES: I move:
regarding the minutes. | would be concerned that, if all the Page 17, line 8—Leave out 18 and insert "20'.
information was available, it could tend to become almost &he amendment is self-explanatory because of the following
political document where the authority would be ensuring thahmendments. After consultation with the various interest
those minutes were of a political nature and did not cause argroups, | propose that we expand it to accommodate those
concern to the Government of the day, or whatever the casgreas that have been advocated to me, that is, a local com-
might be, rather than being absolutely factual. It is vitallymunity environment group and community health and
important that these minutes, which will be kept for furtherassociated community services.
reference, be full and frank and contain information that may Amendment carried.
cause difficulty if it was provided to the public. The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move:

Because of the concern that has been expressed, will the page 17, lines 22 and 23—Leave out *, of whom one should
Minister indicate what recognition has been given to thatepresent a local community environment group’.
representation and whether he feels that the minutes of arfshe amendment is self explanatory. | am endeavouring to
of the committees or subcommittees could be made availab@(pand the representation of the forum so that it accom-
for public scrutiny? modates those interest groups.

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: In the consultation that | have Amendment carried.
had—and | guess we dealt with the major issues in those The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | move:
discussions—there has been no mention of or concerns Page 17, line 22—After ‘of whom’ insert ‘one must be a person
expressed about that aspect at all. | am advised by the officabminated by the Conservation Council of South Australia Incor-
that in those discussions—and a great deal of detail has beeprated and'.
dealt with, certainly over the past six months—there has beefyie are in exactly the same position as we were in when
no heavy pressing from the point of view of the council injooking at the establishment of the authority. | can only
particular about access to the minutes. The forum minutegiterate what I said then: whilst | recognise that the amend-
will be made available; because of the statutory nature of thgyent that the Minister has brought before the Committee is
authority making the decisions, its being a quasi judicialan improvement on what was there before, the Opposition
body, there is some limitation on what can be made availablgould want to go further than that and stipulate that one of
in the way of information. those persons should be a person nominated by the

Obviously, there would have to be communications anaConservation Council of South Australia. | do not think |
decisions, and reasons for that will be upon the authority. Thaeed to go into the reasons why we would want to see that
Freedom of Information Act would apply, and that would other than to recognise that the Conservation Council is the
give access in terms of those things that are, appropriatelyeak body representative of conservation organisations in this
and properly, to be available for the public. They are the onl\State.
matters raised at any length with the officers, | am advised, | believe it is totally appropriate that the council itself be
and it seems that most people are reasonably happy with thepresented on this forum. | recognise and support the
response that was given. representation that has been invited to participate in this

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Earlier representations that forum and the way that it is set out. | have some query about
| received from the Conservation Council and some of thehe seven people representing industry, but | do not think it
other organisations within the conservation movemenappropriate at this time to express that concern further. As far
indicated that they were keen to see the contents of alis the Opposition’s amendment is concerned, while recog-
minutes available to the public, and | would be surprised ifnising that the Minister has improved the situation, we would
the Minister has not received that same representation. Thatant to specify the involvement of the Conservation Council
is why | raised this matter. of SA Inc.
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Before | call the Minister, honourable member knows. If there was one single body, we
for the guidance of the Committee let me explain that, asvould be quite comfortable in naming that organisation in the
circulated, the member for Heysen’s amendment read, ‘afterlause.

"of whom" insert "one must be a person nominated by the Quite often, as we know, there is an overlap of particularly
Conservation Council of South Australia Incorporated and".industry organisations and representation. For example, the
However, ‘of whom’ has disappeared as a result of theChamber of Commerce and Industry and the Employers
Minister’s previous amendment, so the honourable membéd¥ederation have an overlap in respect of membership and
is now moving after the word ‘conservation’ to insert ‘of industrial organisation. It is important that we do not name
whom one must be’, and the words then follow. The Ministeran individual group. Again, the member refers to the Local

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The honourable member and Government Association. The LGA has a special position,
| had this debate earlier on. It is important for me to restateand | am somewhat surprised—
| have in a sense a great deal of sympathy with the The Hon. D.C. Wotton: What about the UTLC?
honourable member’s amendment. However, what we have The Hon. M.K. MAYES: That is a single peak body,
endeavoured to do is not to single out any individual or-because no other organisation represents employees in this
ganisation. We have not singled out the Chamber of ComState. As | am saying, if the Chamber of Commerce and
merce and Industry, the Trades and Labor Council, théndustry was the only body representing the mining industry,
Employers Federation or the Farmers Federation. What wier example, that would be fine. However, the Chamber of
have done in our discussions with that interest groupMines, the Employers Federation and a number of other small
representing a collective of some 63 conservation interests égganisations have interests in that area. That is the problem
to broaden it with our amendment to reach what they believeve have. If we had a perfect world, | guess we could name
is an appropriate and suitable representation in the broatiem all and that would be the end of it.
sense from those groups. The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | make the point that if we

Just over the page, subclause (3) refers to (and we havicognise the status of the Conservation Council—and it
in fact, singled out the UTLC—I apologise) ‘relevant represents some 60 organisations in this State—I cannot
Ministers and organisations’. | will seek nominations ofimagine that any other conservation organisation in this State
persons for appointment. It is important that we look at thatvould feel put out or would not approve of the Conservation
in terms of those individual groups, and the discussions Council’s being recognised in this clause as part of the forum.
have had with conservation interests have come to a resolu+think it is a bit hollow for the Minister to say that that
tion that this is the wording that best sulits their needs in aecognition should not be given to the Conservation Council.
broad and general sense because of the number of organisgthe Committee is not prepared to accept my amendment,
tions that are part of that broad movement. | sincerely hope that, as the Minister has said, there will be

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | think the Minister has consultations with the Conservation Council. | express my
answered satisfactorily the question | put, but | remind himdisappointment again that the Minister is not prepared to
that there is an opportunity for the Minister to select a persomaccept this amendment.
representative of the Local Government Association. As |  Amendment negatived.
said in the debate previously, regarding the establishment of The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move:
the authority, if it is good enough to have a represgn}ative of Page 17, after line 23—insert paragraphs as follows:
the Local Government Association, | believe that it is good (ba) one will be a person representing a local community
enough to have a representative of the Conservation Council.  environment group; and
Particularly with the emphasis being placed on environmental (bb) one will be a person with experience in community
issues and recognising the reputation of the Conservation ~ Nealth and associated community services; and.

Council in this State, | think it would be totally appropriate | think the amendment is self-explanatory but, from the
for that body to be singled out. discussions that we had with the Conservation Council, this

Under this clause we have a person nominated by this its preferred option. | guess it gives the council the
UTLC. If we are to have somebody nominated from thecatch-all that allows representations from the groups with a
UTLC, somebody from the Local Government Association,particular speciality or background that it wants to see
and if we have the peak environmental body in this State, thigivolved. As a consequence, | am more than happy to move
Conservation Council, left out on a limb, I think it is a slap this amendment, and I might say it is unanimously supported
in the face to the Conservation Council. As | said earlier, loy my Caucus subcommittee.
know that the action the Minister has taken has improved the Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.
situation somewhat, but that does not take away from what Clauses 21 to 23 passed.
| see as a need to recognise the responsibility and the standing Clause 24—'Environment Protection Fund.
of the Conservation Council in this State. The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: There is concern on this side

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Itis notintended at all as a slap of the Committee in respect of subclause (4). It is felt that
in the face for the Conservation Council, and it wouldthere should be appropriation and that it should not be at the
certainly be consulted as part of that process. As the honoubehest of the Minister or the authority. This is something that
able member rightly points out, it is the peak body, althougtthe Opposition feels fairly strongly about. Depending on the
there are other organisations which have a national focus arhswer that the Minister provides, further action will be taken
which | guess would probably dispute whether it is the peakn another place.
body. | can give this undertaking that it would certainly be  Obviously, we are looking at a considerable amount of
consulted as part of that process. | did stumble in mymoney that will be held by this fund. It needs to be properly
response earlier. We seek representatives from those peagpropriated, and we are most dissatisfied with this clause in
bodies. its present form. Depending on the response from the

In several cases there is not just one single body. Quit®linister, it would be our intention to move in another place
often the industry representatives overlap, as | am sure the ensure that there is further appropriation of the fund.
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The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Clause 24 outlines basically the the benefits that flow from this, and the accountability will
direction of funds in relation to the establishment of the feedbe in this very Parliament as we examine the budget.
under regulation, and the prescribed percentage of fees would Clause passed.
be designated. The general appropriation comes into the fund Clause 25— ‘General environmental duty.’
through the department and is allocated in accordance with The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | am a little concerned about
the regulations and the fees structured therefrom. The clausiee question of financial implications, as it appears that we
refers to the prescribed percentage of fees other than esre being asked to accept that, if a polluting activity is
piation fees paid under this Act, and expiation fees and theonducted by a number of small under-financed groups, their
prescribed percentage of penalties recovered in respect lick of finance will set the standard of what is acceptable.
offences against this Act, and so on, and it sets out thgimilarly, if a large company is able to adopt the most
division of those funds as they occur within the overall EPFexpensive current technology, similar kinds of small in-
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: I am notreally convinced by dustries will be expected to follow suit. Can the Minister
the Ministers’s response to the questions | asked in thiexplain what this means in terms of activities which are
regard. | repeat that | would imagine that once the authoritgmitting a similar level of pollution but which are of different
gets going there will be a considerable amount of money ifinancial standing? It is important that that should be made
this fund. I think it needs to be properly appropriated, and klear. | question the logic of telling industry it has a duty, yet
am not satisfied, even from what the Minister has said, thdimiting the authority’s response when that duty is
that is the case. If the Minister is not able to provide us withdeliberately being ignored by not allowing a prosecution. |
any further information we will seek to take further action in refer especially to those industries which have an environ-
another place. mental authorisation and which might therefore be expected
Once again, with the limited response that we have had tto know their environmental duty. Will the Minister also
requests we have made for involvement from organisationagree that the authority should be able to prosecute an
and individuals and their concerns about this matter, one dhdustry that has an authorisation for a breach of the duty of
the issues that has been raised concerns subclause (2), whigire?
provides that the fund must be kept as directed by the The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | appreciate the general thrust
Treasurer. It has been put to me that the EPA should managé the honourable member’s remarks. However, | am not
its own financial affairs and be totally responsible for its ownquite clear where in clause 25 the honourable member is
affairs, and that all moneys collected (we are referring to thguggesting we should revise, review or improve the provi-
petrol levy, waste levy, etc.) should be paid directly into thesions. | am happy to deal with it; it does come up later in the
EPA, so providing the opportunity for industry, local Bill in a more specific way, and | am more than happy to
government, the community and so on to know exactly hovaccommodate that matter.
the money coming in from these levies is being spent. Clause passed.
We are told on a continuing basis that these levies have
been introduced for environmental purposes. There is a lot of The Hon. M.K. MAYES (Minister of Environment and
cynicism in the community about just how these funds ard.and Management): | move:
spent. | think there is a need. | understand why people inthe That the time for moving the adjournment of the House be
conservation movement particularly, in the communityextended beyond 10 p.m.
generally and in local government (because local government \jotion carried.
would have an input into this) should be made aware of how  ¢jayses 26 to 30 passed.

the money is being spent, so that, if we are being told that our ¢|5,5e 31—‘References of policies to Environment

taxes or a levy or whatever is being used for environmentakesoyrces and Development Committee of Parliament.”
purposes, that is what it is being used for. If itis going into the Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | move:

the EPA we should be able to clearly indicate how that
money is spent. So, why was it determined that the EP4
should not have the greater responsibility for its own_
funding? (a) within 14 days, refer the policy to the Environment, Re-

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The EPA has already benefited sources and Development Committee of the Parliament; and
from the decision on how funds will be provided to it, by its (b) within 14 sitting days, cause the policy to be laid before both

- - - Houses of Parliament.

very establishment. It has already enjoyed funding. It went ) ) )
through last year's appropriation via the budget, and | think he second part of the amendment is consequential. In its
it will benefit from that process. The honourable membePresentform the Bill stipulates that policies must go through
drew the Committee’s attention to subclause (2), whict Procedure. The Billindicates that policy matters need to be
provides that the fund must be kept as directed by tha@ddressed by the Mlnlsterand by the Cabinet. Policies need
Treasurer. That is a standard provision that is required and® 90 to the Environment, Resources and Development
I guess, given events of more recent times, it provides a Veﬁommlttee and, if there is a disagreement with the policy on
strict regime that must be adhered to. It is a matter of contrdhe part of that committee, the matter should then be referred
of the funds. What happens as a consequence involves tfthe Parliament. _ _
consideration of matters in this place as we go through the ! know that it is not appropriate to deal with clauses that
budget process, which will very clearly identify and accounthave already been dealt with by the Committee, but clause 27
for funds both gathered and spent—gathered through the fuélgals with the nature and contents of environment protection
levy, for example (in time, the waste levy), and of course therPolicies, and subclause (2)(b) provides:
expended as part of that appropriation. set out controls or requirements (‘mandatory provisions’) to be

Treasury requires the funds to be dealt with in terms ofnforceable as offences under division 2;
being held for banking, and really that is an important part ofThey are enforceable as offences. For that reason, the
Government operations. However, what we are looking at i©pposition strongly believes that these policies should be

Page 28, lines 4 and 5—Leave out ‘, within 28 days, and all
rds in line 5 and insert:
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subject to legislative review and, indeed, to disallowance. Itintested and untried way of making law. Of course, a third
is important that that should be the case. | am not sure aboutay of making law is by proclamation, but this clause
the flow of policies and how many policies will come out of provides another way for which, as far as | am aware, there
the authority but, whatever the case may be, | believe mjs no precedent on the statute book.

amendment is appropriate. The Opposition feels strongly In effect, the Minister is proposing to enshrine in subor-
about this matter. The amendment is appropriate for thdinate legislation policies in the form of laws which have not
reasons | have outlined. If these policies are to be enforceableen subjected to the normal subordinate legislation proced-
as offences, the amendment is appropriate, and, as is in thees of the Parliament. The Opposition does not think that
case with regulations that are now brought before the Hous#hat is good enough. If the Government thought about it to
they should be brought before both Houses of Parliament arehy great extent, it would realise that what is being proposed
be subject to disallowance. is unorthodox and not in line with the normal accountability

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | understand the general of Parliament for the laws that it makes. | have no objection
direction of the amendment, but within this clause we arrivevhatsoever to the notion of policy development and the
at the same result. My Bill deals with this matter in a way thatadoption of policies, provided those policies are accepted by
recognises the committee structure of the Parliament artthe Parliament because in effect they are going to become
provides for the Environment, Resources and Developmemaw. If we bypass the normal procedures, we deny ordinary
Committee to deal with it. The clause sets out the procedurestizens the rights that they presently enjoy in respect of
to be followed if the ERDC resolves to object to a policy: subordinate legislation.
copies of the policy must be laid before both Houses of The Opposition views this prospect with great concern. |
Parliament. cannot see that there is anything for the Government to lose

We are not in any way trying to circumvent the activitieswith respect to the amendment. On the contrary, it has
or authority of the Parliament, and under subclause (6), ieverything to gain. The proper scrutiny by Parliament of any
either House of Parliament passes a resolution disallowing@olicy which is to become law ought to be the preserve of
policy, the policy ceases to have effect. In essence, wParliament and not just the preserve of a single parliamentary
achieve the same result and, if there is a concern about tkemmittee. That does not seem to me to be an unreasonable
policy, clearly it would be expressed through either Housgosition. | hope that in the time taken for reflection between
and it could be achieved at the committee level. What thé¢he passage of the Bill in this place and another place that the
Government is proposing in this Bill recognises the functiondMlinister will see the reasonableness of this position and will
and roles that these committees have. accept it. | support the amendment.

We had an extensive debate in this Parliament about the The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | wish to make a brief re-
amendments to the parliamentary committee system, and veponse. This reflects what occurred in the Development Bill.
enshrined increases in the power, function and role of thosé/ith respect to the Development Bill, my recollection is that
committees. This clause recognises those committedbe Opposition accepted that regulations under the Planning
appropriately and establishes them within the appropriatéct would be established through this same committee. Itis
context as this Parliament resolved they should be when thaery similar. In effect, it is giving the same outcome in terms
matter was before the House and another place and was pfthow the Development Bill was dealt with. | recall in the
into law. | think we have achieved a proper balance here, andebate members saying they would not see individuals having
it certainly gives an opportunity for the Parliament tothe right of veto in regard to the application of this legisla-
consider any of those policies. tion, and I recall that in the Development Bill as well. | think

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | am not satisfied with the that would be the outcome of the member’s amendment. So,
Minister’s response. | am supportive of the committee systerh believe this is an appropriate way to go. | guess the
that has recently been introduced through this Parliament, bllievelopment Bill has opened new ground. | can think of
my point is that if we look at the Environment, Resources andimilar situations with the formation of laws with respect to
Development Committee—and | have been particularlyregulations. It certainly has opened new ground, but with this
pleased with much of the work that has come out of thaBill we are covering ground that has already been broken.
committee—the Government will always have the numbers The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: | did not par-
thereon, and | believe that, as these policies are enforcealtieipate in the debate on the Development Bill so | am not in
as offences, it is not good enough just for the ERDC to saya position to refute or agree with what the Minister says.

‘Yes, we approve the policy,’ or ‘No, we do not. However, if the Minister's logic of adopting consistent
Mr Hamilton: Have you put in a minority report? approach between this Bill and the Development Bill were
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! carried through, we would be having third party appeals and

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | believe it is totally ap- we would be giving standing, but that is not proposed in this
propriate for all members who represent the community to b8ill. So, on that basis | think the Minister himself must
able to put a disallowance motion before the House if theyacknowledge that the Government has adopted differences in
feel that it is inappropriate to support these policies. | am vergpproach. One cannot use the Development Bill as the precise
dissatisfied with the Minister’s response and, if he is notmodel for this Bill although, as a general matter of principle,
prepared to consider this situation further, | can assure hirthe Opposition would like to do so, particularly when it
that we will be raising it in another place. comes to the question of rights of standing and third party

The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: | support the appeals.
amendment. The Minister may recall that in my second Even if one were to use the Development Bill as a
reading speech | canvassed this issue as being one that fhrecedent in terms of form for this, as far as | am aware it is
Opposition regarded as critical. There are basically two waysot a precise analogy simply because of the nature of offences
of making law: one is through the statutes and the other iwhich are created under this Bill and which ought to be
through subordinate legislation. As far as | am aware, whasubject, along with their penalties, to the scrutiny of Par-
the Government proposes with this clause is an as ydiament before they become law.
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Mr MEIER: | support the amendment moved by the considered, this enables technical input into the project design
member for Heysen, and | speak as a member of the Legigefore works are commenced. In order for this to occur, a
lative Review Committee. | believe that, because of theeferral of development authorisation applications must be
importance of this Bill and particularly this clause, it shouldmade by the relevant planning authority to the EPA. The
be referred to the Legislative Review Committee rather thaprocedure for such referrals must be spelt out in detail by the
the Environment Resources and Development Committee. Aglevant regulation under the Development Act. At present,
a serving member of the Legislative Review Committee, las | mentioned in my second reading contribution, there is no
recognise that we seek to obtain evidence from both sides asdich provision. The penultimate draft of the development
we weigh up the evidence to the best of our ability. In thisregulations, dated 15 July 1993, schedule 8, reiterates the
case it would be seeking to ascertain the correctness eisting arrangements for developments having primary and
otherwise of an environment protection policy. However, orsecondary impact air pollution potential be referred to the
occasions where our committee has agreed to somethiriinister of Environment and Land Management.
Parliament or a member of Parliament has said, ‘No, | cannot As | mentioned previously, on 11 August an officer of the

agree with it Therefore, | believe that the Governmentepa agvised that schedule 1 of this Bill will be inserted in
should accept the member for Heysen's amendment. ltwoulghe qraft of the development regulations but that until the
make Parliament the ultimate authority, rather than gpp js created referral will be to the Minister. First, which
committee being the ultimate authority. _Minister are we talking about in the interim? | suggest it

Itis very easy to put things off to committees. We see itshould be the Minister of Environment and Land
happen far too often, and this Government has many examyzanagement. Secondly, will referrals of schedule 1 give rise
ples where that has occurred. | believe that too often we takg, 5 regard, concurrence or direction situation? Again, |
the responsibility away from Parliament. As the member forg g qest it should be direction pursuant to section 37(4)(a)(ii)
Heysen and the member for Coles have detailed, this is g the Act, as this is the only means by which the EPA can
area, despite what s in the Development Bill, that we shoul@gsist on a refusal or specific conditions. Thirdly, will other
seek to refer to the Legislative Review Committee in theyeyelopment proposals not covered by the first schedule to
same way as we do so many other regulations. | support thgis il be required to be referred either for concurrence or
amendment. regard? For example, it may be appropriate to take into

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: 1 do not want to delay the account the former category of secondary impact air pollution
Committee; | just want to draw the members’ attention to the,qtential proposals. There is a lot of confusion about this
Development Act, which passed this place some monthgres | hope that the Minister can throw some light on the
back. Section 27 of that Act is a tentacle in the operation °§pecific questions relating to this clause.

this clause. | recall that debate, and members opposite .
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The honourable member is

supported that provision. They said they did not want S

individual members of this Chamber or the other place t¢°'Tect: This is complex. We thought we had problems last

have the right of veto. | am a little confused as to what inight on clause_ 5, butthere are some complexities here which
going on. My colleague the Minister of Housing, Urban warrant a detailed and careful response. | shall endeavour to

Development and Local Government Relations made it ver§Ve & very careful and clear response not only for the record
clear that they are going in time. ut for future reference for interested parties and members of

| accept the criticism of the member for Heysen in regard®!" community. One has to take together clauses 48 and 58

to the fact that this Bill has been dragging the chain, but it hag@"d in time read them with the Development Act. The two
eces of legislation have been designed so that certain

been in the process of consultation and negotiation. We ma o . D
it quite clear at the outset, in all the discussions, that therd€velopment applications of environmental significance are

was going to be compatibility. Third party rights are recog-to be referred to the EPA for its direction to the de_ve_lopme_nt
nised before the court. This Bill flows into that court, and of2SSessment body. Under the Development Act it is section
course that is where they are recognised. | want to make #7(1). The EPA conditions for a potential veto can be applied

clear for the record so that we know where the Governmerf Unacceptable development at that stage. That is section
stands. It has been consistent and it will continue to be/(4) of the Development Act. Public notice and consultation

consistent. takes place according to the category of development, in
Amendment negatived; clause passed. ac_cordance with section 38 of the Development Act. Any
Clause 32—‘Interim policies. third party appeals allowed by the Development Act occur at
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | refer to clause 32(3)(c). If that stage, not subsequently under the Environment Protection

an interim policy is introduced without delay by the Minister Bill- That is a reference to section 86(1)(b) of the Develop-
on the advice of the authority and that policy, after costingMeNnt Act.

industry a significant sum to comply, is discarded after a This is how it works, and | hope we can cover it ade-
year, does industry have redress against the authority? quately because this is one of the complex areas. | have to

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: No. give notice that, through discussions with my colleague, we
Clause passed. will have to make some amendments to the development
Clauses 33 to 47 passed. regulations. Schedule 1 to the Environment Protection Bill,
Clause 48—Criteria for grant and conditions of environ-listing prescribed activities of environmental significance
mental authorisations.’ which subsequently require an EPA licence, will be inserted

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | am not sure whether thisis into the next draft of the development regulations, to be
the appropriate place to bring this up. The relationshigeleased shortly. We shall have to prepare the exact wording
between the Development Act and the Environment Prote@and reach agreement with my colleague. We have agreed in
tion Bill is crucial in relation to works approvals. Where a principle. It means that schedule 1 activities, which are the
pollution contravention approach requires input from the EPAsubject of development application, must be referred to the
at the same time as development authorisation is beingrescribed body.
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The honourable member asked which Minister it would  There is a consequential question that arises from what the
be. Until the EPA is established, the relevant body will be theMinister has just said, and that is whether criteria for the
Minister of Environment and Land Management. Referralgiving of a direction by the Environment Protection Authority
will be for any direction to impose conditions or to refuse should be spelt out in the Environment Protection Act as
approval. Once the EPA is established, the developmemipplies to licences under clause 48. Given that licences must
regulations will be amended to substitute a referral to thdbe granted where a project has received development
EPA. In the interim, reference will be through the Minister authorisation under the Development Act, it would seem even
of Environment and Land Management, as the honourableore critical that statutory criteria be prescribed in relation
member has correctly questioned. Until that is done apto the exercise by the Environment Protection Authority of
plicants will not have the benefit of the guarantee given irits powers to direct, concur and so on in a development
clause 48(2) that they will then receive an EPA licence. Myauthorisation under the Development Act. Such criteria could
colleague, the Minister of Housing, Urban Development andhen also apply to proposals not covered by the Development
Local Government Relations, and | have indicated that wéct in requiring separate works approvals from the EPA
intend to make a change to these regulations when the ER#der clause 40.
comes into operation. Hopefully we will address this At present the Bill provides for such criteria to be spelt out
problem, and | am sure that we will correct itin a way whichin environmental protection policies, and | refer to clause
will resolve it so that it is clear and certain. 27(2)(a), but we realise that this could take considerable time

Section 38(2)(b) of the Development Act provides thatdiven the process for dgvelopment of such pqhues (and we
category 3 developments which are to be the subject of publigave already dealt with that matter) and it also seems
notice and potential third party appeals will be any developinconsistent with the approach taken by the Bill to licences.
ment other than those assigned to category 1 or 2. | eXpe[;»[c_ould be made clear in prescribing statutory criteria that the
that most, if not all, of the schedule of this Bill will refer to OPjects of the legislation should be considered. | would ask
category 3 developments. In any event, any change shiftin@at the Minister provide some response to that issue as well,
developments between categories via development plan 8fd again | reiterate and recognise that it is a very complex
regulations must undergo scrutiny in Cabinet and thé'ea but I believe it is important that it be dealt with in this
Environment, Resources and Development Committee d¢hamber.

Parliament and must undergo any potential parliamentary The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | think there has been some
disallowance. misunderstanding, certainly given the discussions that my

o . . officers have had, with the interest groups, and | refer the
Itis important to spell out where we stand with third party Committee to clause 58—I know thatg is ngt permitted under

appeals. Submissions from the Conservation Council and ﬂ?t . :
: ; o L anding Orders, but as part of my explanation | refer the
National Environmental Law Association have hIghIIghtedhonouragble member to thg last sen)t/enc% of clause 58, which

one matter in the Development Act which needs to be . : X X L .
. . . icks up the issue in relation to the activities. That interest
amended to give effect to the intention of the EPA. Matter roup raised the issue with us; it had not been picked up in

which are part of the Development Act decision-making o he leqislation
applications will be dealt with with a single appeal system Thg Hon JENNIFER CASHMORE: The Minister. in

under the Development Act. . answering the member for Heysen, has several times referred

The amendments relate to section 86(1)(b) of the Developy the general environmental duty, which is referred to in
ment Act and | can foreshadow that section 86(1)(b) will begjause 48(1)(d). | see no definition of ‘the general environ-
amended by a further provision in schedule 2 of this Bill tomental duty’ and | would like the Minister to define what is
ensure that any third party appeal under the Development Agt general environmental duty and also to indicate why it is
covers EPA matters and EPA considerations under this Billyot defined when other relevant terms such as ‘environmental
This will, as specified in clause 58, include the objects of this,arm’ are defined. It seems to me that without a definition
legislation, the general environmental duty and any relevarthis could be a cause for considerable litigation or, at the very
environment protection policies. | think it is clear that this least, argumentation and confusion. So, a definition at this
was always our intention. However, we have not achieve%oint would be helpful.
that and we will have to amend the regulations to do so. | The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | refer the honourable member
hope that has spelt out where we stand in regard to clauses f8c|ause 25 which spells out in great detail ‘general environ-
and 58. mental duty’.

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: As members on this side Clause passed.
have said on so many occasions, particularly during the Clause 49—'Annual fees and returns.’
second reading stage, this just brings to the attention of the The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Paragraphs (a) and (b) of
Committee yet again the problems that are now beingubclause (2) provide for the payment of a fee and the supply
experienced as a result of our not being able to deal with bothf information for an authorisation that can extended for what
pieces of legislation concurrently. |1 know that that wascould be a considerable period. How will this benefit the
always intended and the Minister has given a reason why thanvironment and what will the authority will be doing in
was not possible but, when we are now talking about havingxchange for this fee? It seems rather strange that a fee
to amend the Development Act, which is now proclaimed, ashould be charged. | would like the Minister to explain what
a result of problems associated with this legislation, theesponsibilities the authority will have in this regard and what
difficulties that arise as a result of that situation are indicatecction will be taken for the fee charged.
clearly. I think it is regrettable, to say the least, that that has The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | am not quite sure what the
to happen. It would have been beneficial for the Committeehonourable member is driving at, because to me it is obvious
and | believe it would have resulted in improved legislation that it relates to the pollution and to the operation of the
had both bills been dealt with concurrently, as was originallyauthority in regard to those fees collected. Perhaps the
suggested. honourable member might give me some more detail. | am
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not quite sure how to answer that question. It picks up th@refer is to see the industry address these issues and to have
thrust of the legislation. a comprehensive recycling program. There are a few myths
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: The whole clause is not around. A study about to be released by the German
terribly clear. The provision might apply to contaminatedGovernment suggests that in many ways it is probably more
sites, for example. What type of activities which are not ofefficient and less environmentally hazardous actually to burn
a prescribed class will require authorisation? As | saida number of these plastics rather than put them through any
paragraphs (a) and (b) of subclause (2) refer to ‘an annuabrt of recycling—which | think will turn a few theories on
return containing the information required by the authoritytheir head. They say that it costs more and takes more energy
by condition of the authorisation or by notice in writing’ and to recycle some of these plastics and that, in fact, more could
‘in each year (other than a year in which the authorisation i®e gained through exposure to generated energy from burning
due to expire) pay to the authority, before the datehem, with less pollution in the atmosphere. That is an
prescribed’. What is that payment actually for? interesting aspect that | would also ask the industry to take
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Itinvolves those organisations on board.
that require either a licence or an exemption. That is what this My first option is for them to improve recycling and reuse

clause is about. of these containers. That might involve voluntary deposits.
Clause passed. The second point is that, if the beverage container industry
Clauses 50 to 65 passed. does not respond properly and collectively, | would have to
Clause 66— 'Interpretation.’ consider the necessary legislative steps.

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Will the Minister explainto  The preferred option is to get recycling and reuse lifted
the Committee just where we are with this beverage containginormously. For example, we should get out of the litter
legislation? There has been considerable rumour over gream these liquid paper cartons and flavoured milk and
period about what might be happening to the legislation. Agther containers. The industry has told me that it believes it
lindicated during the second reading debate, the Oppositigg more efficient to go for this new plastic that it will be using
is committed to the support of this legislation, although wefor bulk milk. It is not a major problem in our litter stream.
and, | understand, the Government have some frustrationghite milk in the homes tends to be recycled, if recycling is
regarding its actual implementation. | have attended publigffered. | certainly do it in our home: our council now offers
meetings recently where it has been suggested that thg that opportunity.

Government is looking to extend the legislation to include | is those products used in the general environment that
flavoured milk containers, fruit juice containers and all sorts, e flicked out the car window or dropped in the street that
of things. , form the litter problem, as shown in surveys and on such
| think all members of the Committee have probably occasions as Clean Up Australia Day. | am waiting for
received representation from Mothers Opposed to Po”Ut_'Oﬂwdustry to respond. When | have that response—and | hope
(MOPS), the Greenhouse Association and other organisg is comprehensive and deals with those issues in a very

tions, expressing considerable concern that as a result of thig,gicated and specific way—I will be able to react to that as
legislation we are looking to put deposits on plastic milkyye.

containers. We are told by the industry that it is anticipated
that our milk will be delivered in two litre and one litre plastic g:ause gf;\ssed. d
containers before Christmas. | will have discussions with ause pa}sse T . .
members of the industry tomorrow regarding this matter, but Clause 68—Exemption of certain container by regula-
there seems a fair bit of confusion about where thélOn: o
Government sits with this legislation, whether there is any _The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Taking into account what the
intention to extend it and what has happened as a result of thdinister has just said, it seems to me that the whole thing is
High Court ruling. in a state of flux at present. When are we likely to see the
| think we are all aware of the complexities and prob|emsregulat|ons to determine which containers are to be exempted
with this legislation as a result of that finding. So, | guess atinder this clause?
this stage | am asking the Minister to give us a bit of a The Hon. M.K. MAYES: We will stay with the existing
rundown on just where the Government is in regard to thi®nes at this time. | reiterate: when | get a response from
overall legislation. industry. | know that the honourable member is seeing
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | do not want to confuse the industry representatives tomorrow, and they will probably
matter before the Committee with the general industry issuegive him some indication before they give me one, because
since we want this matter to proceed and to be dealt witham not sure what stage my officers have reached. | know
primarily by regulation, in any event. We have had discusthey are in ongoing discussions and | would imagine that, if
sions with industry about beverage container deposits. | hawiey can respond in the next week or so, we can probably
put a number of options to all sectors of the industry. | havesonsider that issue.
met with soft drink manufacturers, the milk industry, liquid  As | say, my preferred option is to see industry deal with
paper carton manufacturers, plastic manufacturers and glassPersonally, | think that is the best way. Certainly, it is a
manufacturers, as | am sure also has the honourable membeay that will involve more reuse and recycling. The question
I have put to them that we want to increase recycling; weve have to ask industry is: why do we have so many dif-
want to make sure that there is a reduction in atmospherierently shaped glass bottles? Why is it that Coca-Cola,
waste; we want to improve the recyclability and reuse of alWoodroofe’s, Bols or whoever have their own bottle? | know
those containers; and we wish to improve the energy usagi,is for marketing purposes: Coke has a unique pattern and
reduce loss of energy in that process, and reduce the litt@eople are accustomed to the Coke bottle. But in terms of
stream. reuse, if we had a standard glass bottle that went through a
That is a very potted version of what | put to industry process and was handled in a general way by marine dealers,
representatives. | put to them that the first option | wouldthe cost of handling would be significantly less.
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That is what | have been asking industry, and it causes simply states that if these things occur or if there is a second
few coughs, | might say, but it is time we had a think aboutoffence then the licence is withdrawn? If my memory serves
this. There is an enormous cost in reusing these productsie correctly, such a provision was inserted by way of an
Recycling is even more expensive. Until we have thaOpposition amendment to the Heritage Bill, so that, if a
response, | cannot answer the honourable member definitivheritage building was demolished, the demolisher would lose
ly in terms of any proposed regulations, but | can say that théhe right of redevelopment. That removal of the right to
existing regulations will be absorbed under clause 68. operate is a far greater deterrent than any fine could possibly

Clause passed. be. Has the Minister considered that as an option and, if he
Clauses 69 to 74 passed. did consider it, why did he not choose to adopt it? Going out
Clause 75—'Interpretation.’ of business is the worst penalty that can befall any company.

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: As | understand it as faras ~ The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | draw the honourable mem-
ozone protection is concerned, this is a straight lift from théoer’s attention to clause 56, where there is a provision for a
Clean Air Act. Given the interest in the debate on thatcontinuing penalty and to revoke. There is also provision for
legislation and the changes that have been made since thétispension. We have a comprehensive provision in regard to
can the Minister indicate the effectiveness of the legislatiothe honourable member’'s concerns, and section 124 for
regarding the phase-out? continuing offences. | have a brief statement which | would

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: It is working very well. like to put on the record and which | think will help members

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: If we had a little more time, in regard to the application of clause 80. It relates back to the
I would like the Minister to be more specific and to obtain collective difficulty we had last night with clause 5 and its

more information, because it is important legislation. interpretation. | freely acknowledge that | have some
The Hon. M.K. Mayes interjecting: difficulty with that as well. Probably as we get more familiar
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | would be delighted to be With the Bill we can be more accurate in using and understan-
briefed. Do not let it be said that | refused a briefing. ding it. _ _ _
Clause passed. | want to take this opportunity now to explaln to the
Clause 76 passed. Committee that we have reached that section, that is, general

Clause 77—‘Authority may prohibit sale or use of Certamoffences_, to give amore de_tailed explanation of the concep_ts
products. of material and serious environmental harm. As members will

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move: recall, concerns were expressed about the intent and meaning

about the provisions in clause 5 dealing with these matters.

) Clause 5 is only a definition provision and, in order to
Amendment carried. _understand its effectiveness, it is necessary to study it in the
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: My concern is that this context of the provisions in which the definitions are used.

provision should be effected by regulation and | wonder whya|| that has been said before, but it is worth putting it on the

that is not the case. record.
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: It has been picked up fromthe  The definitions of material and serious environmental

Clean Air Act. | will have to research it to find out the history harm are used in a significant way only in this part of the Bill,

of it, but it is there and it has been operating. | am happy tehat is, part 9. This part creates a series of general offences

Page 56, line 21—Leave out ‘Minister’ and insert ‘authority’.

do that for the honourable member. of decreasing levels of seriousness. The first such offence in
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | would appreciate more clause 80 is a very serious offence indeed in terms of penalty.

information regarding that matter. It fixes a maximum penalty of $1 million (to which the
Clause as amended passed. member for Coles has referred) for a body corporate and a
Clauses 78 and 79 passed. maximum of $250 000 or division 4 imprisonment for four
Clause 80—'Offences of causing serious environmentajears for a natural person. The offence requires proof of

harm.’ intent or recklessness on the part of the offender. It is also

The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: My questions necessary for the court to be satisfied that the pollution
relate to this clause and the next three clauses. These clausesulted in serious environmental harm.
deal with general offences and provide penalties. The top The next offence, under subclause 80(2), is one of causing
range is $1 million for a body corporate that causes seriouserious environmental harm by pollution that in effect results
environmental harm by polluting the environment inten-from negligence. Imprisonment is not available as a penalty
tionally or recklessly and with the knowledge that seriousunder this offence. The next subclause, 81(1), which again
environmental harm will or might result. The offences areflows from this general part and which helps to explain the
then graduated, depending on the gravity of the nature of thaterpretation of part 9 that flows from clause 80, relates to
offence. The sum of $1 million is a very great deal of moneycausing material harm by polluting the environment inten-
and, if the offender is a natural person, $.25 million is a greationally or recklessly. Subclause 81(2) covers causing
deal of money. However, as we go on down the scale and finchaterial harm by polluting the environment as a result of
a penalty of $120 000 for a person who pollutes the environnegligence. As for the negligence offence above, imprison-
ment causing material environmental harm, we are getting tment is not available as a penalty. The final, least serious
the stage where for some corporations the fine is not a largefence, which comes up in clause 83, is one of causing an
price to pay for the convenience of engaging in unsoun@énvironmental nuisance by polluting the environment
environmental practices and for the profit that might resulintentionally or recklessly.
in the short term. This may seem elaborate, but the offences cover a range

I make that point, which can be assessed always in thef maximum fines from $30000 to $1 million. These
light of the size of the fine, as a preface to my question to theneasures are also not unique. For example, the ordinary
Minister. Why is there no penalty—or indeed is there else€riminal law provides for a similar hierarchy of offences,
where in the Bill a penalty that | have not seen—whichranging from ordinary assault to murder, and there is a similar
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scheme in relation to damage of property. The dividing lineS'here is a need for a warrant, which must be provided by a
between the various environmental harm offences necessarilystice. There is some concern about that, but | do not intend
depend in part on imprecise tests. They are partly based da refer to that matter this evening. Paragraph (a) is too wide
the monetary costs of the clean-up and property damage, baid it should be allowed in regard to entry only if there is
of course not all environmental harm has a monetary cost aeasonable suspicion that an offence has been committed. The
one that can be calculated with sufficient precision. This hassual practice adopted in this type of legislation is that there
meant that to give guidance to the court, words of degree sudias to be reasonable suspicion that an offence has been
as ‘environmental harm’, ‘of high impact’ or ‘on a wide committed before entry is provided. Why does the Minister
scale’ are used to provide an alternative to the monetary testonsider that that is not necessary in this case? If the answer
| emphasise that the tests are alternatives. This is jug$ not satisfactory, it is a matter that we will consider in
because the monetary cost that might be calculated is lessiother place.
than the $5 000 limit, for example, and that will not meanthe The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The qualification in subclause
harm is trivial and hence not material harm. The courts will(2) stipulates:

make a judgment as to whether particular offences fall into - an authorised officer may not exercise the power of entry under
one category as opposed to another in the same way as ttés section in respect of premises where. . .

courts decide whether an assault is just a common assaWlfevera limitations then follow concerning the authority of
assault occasioning actual bodily harm or an assault causifge officer.

or creating a risk of grievous bodily harm. The Bill does  ¢jquse passed.

allow for offences that will depend on objective -5 ses 89 to 93 passed.

measurements of levels of pollution, and these will be Clause 94— Environment protection orders.

offences under clause 35, contravening a mandatory provision The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | referred earlier to the

or an environmental protection pollcy. However, thesesubmission made by the Credit Union Services Corporation,
offences cannot be entirely comprehensive in their coverag

and some forms of pollution are not really measurable $ind that submission has been made available to the Minister.
Iti i % Ut | off y | uraple. di This matter relates to subclause (8) and also clause 94(4). The

| ltisnecessary 1o have general ollences. In Some JunsdiGs, o ration asks whether it can assume that an EPA ceases

tions this has been dealt with merely by creating an offencg binding on a person when occupation or ownership is

of poIIutlng_the environment, W't.h a maximum pena.llfcy' of terminated as a consequence of the wording in clause 95(4).
about $1 million. This approach is open to strong crmmsmIIf s0, how does it sit with clause 94(8)?

that it is far too all-encompassing and absurd in its litera The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | have a lengthy response to

meaning. | hope that helps members with the explananor}.that whole question asked by the corporation. | am more than

had some difficulty last night as well as other members 'rhappy to have it tabled for members

getgﬂg }:‘gn_D C. Wotton: | had the broblem The ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mrs Hutchison): The
T . P - Minister cannot table it now, but he can summarise it.

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: That is not a problem. | hope . : .
that has helped members; when people refer back to this B%e-lr—r:]t?el;'so\?v'itwggpli\gé\l(aﬁgr. The best way is to provide

they will have that there on the record for their benefit. Clause passed.

Clause passed.
Clauses 95 to 99 passed.
Clauses 81 to 86 passed. Clause 100—'Clean-up orders.’

Clause 87—'ldentification of authorised officers.’ . . .
. The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Again, | raise the issue
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: As | understand clause 87(3), ferred to the Minister by the Credit Union Services

the authorised officer must produce identification when aske orporation, and | presume that the Minister has another

to do so. | think the authorised officer should have to produc ; : : .
the ID and not wait to be asked to produce it. Why did th(jengthy explanation. If this one is not so lengthy, he might be

Minister not recognise the need for that? ggliézglﬂcstiﬁ%tggrcggtrggeoenﬂﬁi;ecslgzgze to the concerns
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Commonsense would apply. P Y P )

An offcer would have responsiniy for a signifcant e HOr I HAYES, L = ol eonianen B e
industrial or commercial organisation such as a refinery or §omp P P

large manufacturing establishment in Adelaide or in the® few minutes.

country and, as a regular visitor to that organisation, it would

seem pointless to require the officer to exhibit authorisation Clauses 101 t‘o 104 passgd. ,

on each visit. | am sure there would be an understanding well Clause 105—Civil remedies.

established between the management, the officer and the The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move:

authority as to how that would operate, and that is the basis Page 80—

for this provision. Line 22—Before :Ioss: insert :!njury ’or’.
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: The Opposition does not :::22 gg:gg;g{g :822 :22::} :R}ﬂg

agree with the response that the Minister has provided and we . "V

will further consider the matter before we have the oppor- Amendments carried.

Clause passed.

tunity to debate it in another place. The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | move:
Clause passed. Page 81— _ _ e
Clause 88—‘Powers of authorised officers.’ Line 24—After ‘court’ insert ‘in respect of an application

made under subsection (7)(a) or (b).

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Subclause (1) provides: Lines 30 to 32—Leave out paragraph (b) and insert—
an authorised officer may— (b) by any person whose interests are affected by the subject
(@) enterandinspect any place or vehicle for any reasonable matter of the application; or

purpose connected with the administration or enforcement (c) by any other person who has, in the opinion of the court,

of this Act; a proper interest in the subject matter of the application.
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The reason for the amendments is simple. In the legislation The Hon. D.C. Wotton interjecting:

the right to take civil enforcement proceedings has been The Hon. M.K. MAYES: That’s not wrong.

restricted to the authority or a person with common law The ACTING CHAIRPERSON: Order! | remind the

standing. The Opposition believes that a person should hav@inister to address the Chair.

such a right and | cannot understand, as | said during the The Hon. M.K. MAYES: My apologies, Madam Acting

second reading debate, why the same provisions that appbhair. That is not wrong. | can assure members that the

in the Development Act are not repeated in this legislationyeaction from the chamber tonight was that it is staggered.

As | have said on a number of occasions, OppositiofMore than that, it is outraged.

members believe that the two should work concurrently. The Hon. D.C. Wotton: Because it has been given the
Quite simply we believe that there is a need, recognising\,rong information.

that there are plenty of checks and balances in the legislation, The Hon. M.K. MAYES:

and | will refer to some of those. First, a person would hav e o g :

to satisfy a judge in chambers. There would be the matter gﬂe member for Heysen's advice, because my advice comes

; . o~ uch better qualified. We will see what happens in another
the security Of costs and there are, in the opinion of the Opf)lace. Whatever assurances have been given, | hope they are
position, significant safeguards to ensure that matters of

frivol i t { taken to th t@uarantees, because | can assure members that the Opposition
rvolous or vexatous nature are not taken 1o € Courly, y,q giher place will not support this amendment. In fact,

Again, because of the lack of opportunity for appropriatel assure members opposite that, when Opposition members

consultation, and the fact that it was determined by th -
Opposition late today that this matter should be addressed Q;ggee?égér place see what they have done, they will be

this place, | regret that we have not had the opportunity to I leave it at that because | have a lot of sympathy with this

consult concept—I always have had, but | am in a position where |

| understand that the Chamber of Commerce and IndUStrPfave had to negotiate. | have to deliver as a Minister. | do not

has been contacted tonight by an officer of the EPO and hq\? . :
) T - ave the luxury of being able to promise and not have to
been advised that the Opposition intends to go wider than th& liver. | have ,[3:) deIiver,gand this gackage was put together

amendmerjt WO.Uld suggest. | regret that tha} has happene ter extensive consultation and negotiation with the whole
I do not believe it was appropriate for that action to be taken

and there have already been discussions this evening with tgommunity. For me to concede to such an amendment at this
chamber since that contact was made to indicate exactly wh '_?L\.Nqu'd mean thrtowtlng the whole pr)]ackage out. t
the situation is. The Opposition feels quite strongly about this ' 'S IS VEry 1mportant, because we have an arrangémen

piece of legislation and the amendment that is before th¥€ &r€ puiting in place with the support of industry, and we
Committee. need its support. For this Bill to succeed and for the impact

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Itis quite extraordinary to see in the community to succeed will require the support of the

the level of uncertainty that is being constructed into this Bill "dUStY as a whole, as good corporate citizens. They are

Anybody who is breathing can take an action on a matjotmdicatirlg that through their peak councils:
development— As | say, | have a lot of sympathy for this amendment. |

The Hon. D.C. Wotton interjecting: have been a third party appeal person for a long time. | have
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: You are quite wrong, and | can had a lot of actions. As an individual and as a resident | have
tell the honourable member that the reaction will be extraort2ken large corporations to the planning appeal courts, and
dinary. | have some sympathy with this, but we haveSucceeded | might add, but there was a degree of certainty
negotiated this clause very carefully with industry, theUnder that provision. _
community at large and interest groups so that it gives those If | accepted what the member for Heysen proposes, it
persons whose interests are affected by contravention of thf§euld throw out the package and the confidence that my
Bill or who would otherwise have standing a general right to°fficers and I have built up in our negotiations with industry
have access to the ERD court to have their case decided. | cBhthis State. It creates a degree of uncertainty that | have
assure the honourable member that it was not an officer of theever seen before. Only an Opposition that does not have to
EPO who contacted the Chamber of Commerce and Industrg€liver would put such an amendment forward. Only an
The Hon. D.C. Wotton: Who was it? pposition would do that. | put this on notice because | will
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: Thatis my business, but it was watch with interest what occurs in another place.
one of my officers. | am staggered. | will be interested to see  The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | am very interested in the
what happens upstairs. Will the Opposition move thig€sponse of the Minister. The negotiations that we have had
upstairs? Will Opposition members in another place suppotthis afternoon with members of the legal profession suggest

I hope that it does not rely on

this? that the Minister is way out of kilter in this regard. If that was
The Hon. D.C. Wotton interjecting: not the case, it would be necessary for us to reconsider, but
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | will be staggered to see it. ~ We totally understand the amendment that we have moved
The Hon. Jennifer Cashmore interjecting: and we believe that the Minister is totally out of kilter as far

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The member for Coles said | as this matter is concerned.
will be staggered. The member for Coles is often out of tune | can say that because | have already indicated to the
with the rest of her Party. | do not criticise her for that Committee that it was only late this afternoon that this matter
because there are good reasons. We will see. This has be#as determined after consultation with members of the legal
a carefully negotiated package with the whole of the comprofession. | believe that is appropriate and if it is necessary
munity. Members opposite talk about representing thdéo reconsider the matter we will do so. Again, | make the
interests of industry in this State, but this amendment woulgoint that one of the impossibilities that the Opposition has
throw open every level of uncertainty. Members oppositdaced in dealing with the Bill has been the insufficient time
have been arguing that the Government must give this tellowed for these matters to be addressed appropriately.
industry in this State, but it would expose it to any— An honourable member interjecting:
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The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Well, let any member of this  deliver.” From where we sit, we consider we have to legislate,
Committee consult the people we have asked for comment aand that is what we are doing. We are legislating not in the
this legislation and they will find that by far the large interests of a narrow section of the community: we are
majority of those organisations and individuals have not yetegislating in the public interest. That is why we are con-
responded and are not in a position to respond. So how is tleerned that people who have a legitimate interest in the
Opposition supposed to deal effectively with legislation suctenvironment have a right to appear before the courts to
as this? represent the public interest. Heaven knows, we could not

The Hon. H. Allison interjecting: rely on this Government to do it as past events have proven.

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: The comment made by the This Government is prepared to pre-empt the High Court
member for Mount Gambier is appropriate. The debate thatf Australia by legislating to prevent people from having their
has taken place tonight and last evening has proved conclproper standing in the courts and their proper recourse to law.
sively that the Minister does not understand his own legislaThere is very little conviction in what the Minister says, and
tion. | reiterate what | have already said: the advice that wée certainly does not convince me. | support the amendment,
have received suggests that we are comfortable with thignd | think that what the Minister has revealed in his
move. If further advice is received to the contrary, we will statement tonight is an indictment of his attitude to legis-
reconsider the situation. | do not intend to say any more abouition, to his role as a Minister and to the protection of the
that. environment.

The Minister is aware of the representation that has been The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | am staggered and shattered
made to him. He has indicated that there has been cofy the comments of the member for Coles, | can assure her.
siderable consultation—his words, but | doubt that—withQuite frankly, sometimes the hypocrisy exhibited by the
industry. As | said, | doubt whether that is the case. There ha@pposition staggers me. | am here, | am responsible and |
been very little, if any, consultation until the last couple ofwill act responsibly in regard to this matter. The officers and
days with the conservation movement which, quite rightly,| have negotiated with the community as a whole. | can see
is concerned about this matter, and others who have beguite clearly that the member for Heysen is seeking an escape
brought to the attention of this Committee. Again, | say itishatch. He has now indicated that he will be prepared to
disappointing that that has been the case. | shall seek furthegconsider the matter if there is other advice.
advice on this amendment. The Minister sits there grinning | can assure him that he ought to seek that urgently,
like a Cheshire cat because he and members on the other slidecause | am sure he will find that the advice he will receive
of this Committee recognise that there has not been ais that this will cause a huge level of uncertainty for industry
adequate opportunity for the Opposition to consult properlyn this State. It is all very well to sit in Opposition and feel

on this legislation. warm and have a glowing feeling about putting such an
The Hon. T.H. Hemmings: He is losing his cool. amendment forward. As | said, | have some sympathy for this
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | have every right to lose my provision as well, but we must look at the message we are

cool. sending out to industry in this State. The message from the
The Hon. T.H. Hemmings interjecting: Opposition in this amendment is one of uncertainty; it would
The ACTING CHAIRPERSON (Mrs Hutchison): undermine any opportunity for recovery during any recession

Order! or any other period. We must provide certainty, and the

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: If the member for Napier is importance of thatis reflected in the clause. | must make one
going to carry on like an idiot, | will refer to him as such. correction: an officer of the EPO did contact the chamber.
This is a very serious matter. It is a matter that the Opposition The Hon. D.C. Wotton: Too right they did.
has attempted to address because of the concern that has beeThe Hon. M.K. MAYES: And so did one of my offic-
expressed. | believe it is a genuine concern. As a result of thers—just to make the record complete. | do not see why the
consultation that we have had today, very brief though imember for Heysen is so indignant in that regard, because it
might have been, the Opposition believes it is appropriate tts very proper, since we have negotiated and will continue to
move in this direction. negotiate a package. | refute this continual harping from the

The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: The Minister's  Opposition about consultation. The fact is that we have been
reply to the member for Heysen when he moved this amendn consultation since July 1991 in regard to this Bill, and we
ment would, | believe, stagger and horrify anyone who hadhave consulted everyone in the community. Every interest has
a concern not only for the environment but for civil liberties been consulted, and we will continue to do so. It is useless
in this country. The Minister said, ‘I have to negotiate; | havewords from the Opposition to constantly accuse us of not
to deliver.’ It sounds to me very much as if the Minister is doing so. We have done so and we will continue to do so. |
into deals. He is not concerned with legislating: he isjust want to put that on the record. | will wait and see what
concerned with negotiating and doing deals, and the reasamomes up when the other place deals with this matter; | will
for that is very clear. watch with interest.

This Government has lost all credibility with commerce  Mr S.J. BAKER: Does this provision exist in this form
and industry in this State. It is desperate and, because it is New South Wales and Victorian jurisdictions? If it does,
desperate, it is trying to scramble together some semblant®w many times has it been invoked? My understanding is
of an accord or relationship with the Chamber of Commercéhat it has been invoked rarely. | understand that it is invoked
and Industry over a particular aspect of this Bill. That is notonly when an order has been made and that order has been
satisfactory and, what is more, it will not convince anybodybreached,; it gives the right to a third party—if the EPA is not
at all. The Minister’s concern about the attitude of thedoing its job—to say, ‘We would like to be heard on this
Chamber of Commerce and Industry is a new-found concermmatter.’

The Labor Government in South Australia has brought The Hon. M.K. MAYES: This is extraordinary. This is
commerce and industry to their knees. Now, suddenly, thgour amendment; | am not going to explain your amendment
Minister says, ‘Well, we have to negotiate; we have toto you.
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Members interjecting: The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move:
The ACTING CHAIRPERSON: Order! Page 84, after line 14—Insert subclause as follows:
Members interjecting: (4) A person who would, but for an authorisation under this
oy . section, be guilty of an offence of contravening a provision
-Il—h.e I_—|on. M.K.MAYES: It's your amendment; you of this Act is, despite the authorisation, to be taken to have
explamit. contravened that provision for the purposes of—
Members interjecting: (a) any civil proceedings under this Act in respect of the
The ACTING CHAIRPERSON: Order! The Minister contravention; and
will address the Chair (b) the issuing or enforcement of a clean-up order or
L , . . clean-up authorisation under this Act in respect of the
The Hon. H. Allison: You're an ignorant devil. contravention.
The ACTING CHAIRPERSON: Order! The Deputy

Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.
Clause 107—'Appeals to court.
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move:

Page 85, lines 17 and 18—Leave out subparagraph (ii) and

Leader.

Mr S.J. BAKER: The facts of life are that, if the Minister
is moving legislation, there should be an understanding, if not
by him because he is a new boy on the block—and | cal

.. . . sert—

understand the Minister not having a full comprehension o (i)  varying or imposing a condition of the approval or
his portfolio. Even if he were a decent Minister, there would licence or determining a matter in relation to such a
be no way that you expect that person to have 100 per cent condition (including a matter relating to a financial
coverage and understanding of his portfolio. So, | can assurance lodged with the Authority); or
understand why the Minister is ignorant of this matter, but| Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.
expect that the Minister does have advisers. Clauses 108 to 114 passed.

The Hon. H. Allison interjecting: Clause 115—'Waste facilities operated by authority.’

The ACTING CHAIRPERSON: Order! The Deputy The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: This clause relates to waste
Leader has the call. Would the Deputy Leader please sfacilities operated by the authority. | ask the Minister: why
down. Would the Minister and the member for Mount should the authority carry on operations when it is also the
Gambier cease talking across the chamber. The Depufggulator? Surely there is a conflict of interest if that is the
Leader has the call. case—that the authority should be given the opportunity to

Mr S.J. BAKER: The Minister has advisers and | would carry outa business when itis supposed to be regulating that
presume those advisers have a very strong comprehensionl#fsiness. . )
legislation that exists in other jurisdictions because we always The Hon. M.K. MAYES: This was established through
talk as far as possible about being at least uniform with outhe operation of what were the Waste Management Commis-
interstate counterparts; we do not take too many steps furthéfon depots, such as Dry Creek, where waste chemical
or we do not hang back too far from where they are so thagontainers and waste chemicals arising from domestig or rural
we are complementary to a certain degree. | was simplyse are collected for storage and treatment, and it is where
putting those questions because it was my understanding tH&is activity is not run on a commercial basis. As such it
whether they are put in the form of a question or a statemen¥ould impose significant fees on people bringing in chemi-
all three items were, in fact, true. | asked the questiorfals and containers and would act as a disincentive for them
knowing what | believe are the answers and | had thdo do so. That is the theme behind clause 115. | hope that

extraordinary response from the Minister, ‘I do not know.’ €xplains the matter to the member. o
The Minister’s advisers do not know. The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | am certainly not satisfied

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | know, and itis not my place With that response. | think it is a ludicrous situation. Is Caesar

to explain the Opposition's amendment so you can explaiitdging Caesar? The Government would not permit that
your own amendment. | will leave it to the Opposition to Under other circumstances. Iimagine that industry would be

make its own assessment. concerned about that situation. The activities of industry are
Amendments negatived to be monitored by the EPA, as they should be, yet hear we
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move: are saying that the authority can carry out a waste manage-

Page 83, lines 1 and 2—Leave out ‘to provide security for’ ment bu_si_ness—becau_se Fhat is Whe.‘t.iF is—and_ it has the

) ’ . " responsibility of regulating its own activities. That is totally
This comes from a man | had to deal with some years back;nacceptable.
| sat down for three hours trying to explain to him what  The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | will again endeavour to
section 108 of the Public Service Act meant and he leangxpjain to the member. This is a situation, | guess, where we
across to his advisers and asked. This is the man who accusgg an interim structure. We want to see these chemicals
me of not knowing things. | can give you a few stories aboukollected. There may not be a commercial organisation
the member for Heysen's incapacity. | had a position thagffering a service, and let me say in summing up that local
allowed me to judge the activities of both the member forgovernment, particularly in the country areas—and | would
Mount Gambier and the member for Heysen, and | willkéethaye thought the member would have been alert to that—is
those for my memoirs because | will not waste thiSyery anxious to have this provision in the Bill (and I stress

Committee’s time. ) that) because they want to see the opportunity for these types
Amendment carried. of wastes to be collected.
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move: Clause passed.
Page 83— Clauses 116 to 133 passed.

Line 3, before ‘the payment’ insert ‘to provide security for'. Clause 134—'Orders by court against offenders.
Line 5, before ‘the payment’ insert ‘to give an undertaking  The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | move:

asto’.
. Page 97—
Amendments carried; clause as amended passed. Line 1—Before ‘loss’ insert ‘injury or'.

Clause 106—'Emergency authorisations.’ Line 3—Leave out ‘,such loss’ and insert ‘such injury, loss’.
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Line 4—Before ‘loss’ insert ‘injury,’. Hon. Dean Brown, in 1982 and were based on a plant
Amendments carried; clause as amended passed. expansion and the employment of an additional 60 full-time
Clauses 135 to 140 passed. employees in lieu of complying with regulation 10 of the

Clause 141—‘Regulations. Sewerage Act, and exemption from payment of any future

. trade waste charges until 2002.
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Why has the power been ) : .
removed from the Legislative R){aview Corr?mittee under The Salisbury plant_contrlbutes and I h'?afd this from one
clause 141(8)? of my colleagues previously—something like 20 per cent of

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: It reflects the provisions the pollution load at the Bolivar Sewage Treatment Plant. A

considered under the Development Bill and places thﬁ;pplementary agreement was made with the then Minister,

relevant powers under the one committee. That was the inte e Hon. Jack Slater, in 1984, when an increase in discharge
outlined by my colleague when the Development Bill camee\/e.IS was sought by Michells. An annual charge comprising
before this place. and he indicated that that would b apital and a small recurrent component for the additional
followed Withpthis I,3iII as well discharge loading was commenced. In 1991-92 the trade
Clause passed ' waste charge paid by Michells was approximately $137 000.
Sched ||O 1 P ibed activiti f . i II guess on a user-pays basis we can make a rough calculation
signi?icznlcjee’ ——rrescribed activiies ot environmentalyg apout $1.7 million per annum. Monitoring of the waste

) . water discharges to the sewerage system is conducted by both
The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: In relation to paragraph (W), ne Eg\ws and Michells. Apart from the organic loading-type
page 104, I should have thought that the Stony Point 'ndergarameters, other hazardous substances have not been

ture would be included in this area. Why is that not the casedetected above normal levels at the Bolivar Sewage Treat-
The Hon. M.K. MAYES: In discussions with the industry ant Plant.

there has been no particular request for a specific dedication The Thebarton plant employs 180 people and its waste
or spelling out of Stony Point within the provisions of the Bill \aer characteristics are as follows: volumetric flow is 1.1
under paragraph (w). million litres per day; suspended solids 1 000 to 3 000
The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: On page 106 of  mjlligrams per litre; sulphides are 10 to 120 milligrams per
the schedule, clause 6(10) provides: litre; and chromium is 5 to 12 milligrams per litre. Michells
Woolscouring or Wool Carbonising Works: has outlaid approximately $800 000 in 1992 to address the
the conduct of works for the commercial cleaning or carbonising Ofnon-complying sulphide problem and a further $300 000 has
wool. been allocated and will be spent in 1993-94 to achieve full
When | held the shadow portfolio of environment andcompliance with the provisions. The E&WS is working
planning | received a number of complaints about pollutiorciosely with Michells to achieve full compliance and
by wool scourers in South Australia and the failure of certainmp|ement numerous waste minimisation initiatives at the
companies to comply with the conditions of their licence. Iplant. Michells has achieved a significant improvement in its
indicated to one of the Minister’s officers last night that | sewer discharge profile over the past 18 months. Monitoring
would be asking questions about the number of wool scouringf sewer discharged waste water is conducted by E&WS and
companies in South Australia, the relative size of eactMichells. That is the specific answer to the honourable

company and whether every company complies preciselshember’s question that was put to my officers last night and
with the conditions of its licence; if not, what action has the| will take the other more general question on notice and

Government taken and what action would the Governmengrovide that to the honourable member as soon as | can.
propose to take under this Act? The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: Thatwas a lot of

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | thank the honourable member information, much of it technical, to absorb very quickly.
for the prior notification of her question. The company thatHowever, | would like to ask some supplementary questions
was brought to my attention was Michell's Adelaide plant,in the light of the information that the Minister has given. If
and | have a specific answer for the honourable member. Asheard correctly, 10.4 tonnes per day of suspended solids is
to whether all companies are complying with their licence ordischarged from the Thebarton plant or was it the Salisbury
what their status is at this time, | do not have that specifiglant?
information, but I will take the question on notice and provide  The Hon. M.K. MAYES: From the Salisbury plant—

a response for the honourable member. suspended solids, 10 to 14 tonnes per day.

In regard to the question raised about Michell and Sons, The Hon. JENNIFER CASHMORE: The obvious
involving the two manufacturing plants here in Southquestion that arises concerns the impact on the gulf of these
Australia (at Salisbury and Thebarton), both discharge tradeischarges. | would like the Minister to tell me, if he can, to
waste to the Bolivar treatment plant. | am sure membergvhat extent these discharges are treated at the sewage
know that the Salisbury plant is a wool scouring, carbonisingreatment works before they are discharged into the gulf?
and combing operation, whereas Thebarton is hide dehairing/hat is the opinion of the department about the impact on the
and tanning. gulf waters, notably the fish spawning grounds?

The Salisbury plant is the largest of its type in the southern  The Minister said that Michells was attempting to reach
hemisphere. | think about 320-odd people are employed thereompliance in respect of sulphide and | do not recall by what
The waste water characteristics are as follows: volumetridate that compliance was required, but | would like to know
flow, 3 million litres per day; organic loading—the biochem- what other chemicals, if any, are being discharged in not
ical oxygen demand—is 7 to 10 tonnes per day; the suspencheeting with the compliance. Are there any others than
ed solids is about 10 to 14 tonnes per day; the grease is 7 sulphide? When does the indenture expire or has it already
10 tonnes per day; the salinity is 8 to 9 tonnes per day.  expired? When it does expire, does the Government intend

The legal arrangements are as follows: the above dige negotiate a fresh indenture or will the authorities or the
charge conditions are covered by an indenture agreemeatithorisations and licences under this Act take the place of
struck between the then Minister of Industrial Affairs, the previous indentures?
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The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | do not have the detail in blasting. While | understand the need to register an abrasive
regard to the impact that this waste disposal is having on thielast cleaner using air as the conveying medium—and that
gulf. Obviously as part of the waste disposal problem fromwould be mainly because of the dust involved—I cannot
the sewerage treatment plant it forms part of that problenynderstand why the same should be true for a liquid medium.
and | think it is fair to say that | have acknowledged, and theAs | understand it, this is a change from the Clean Air Act,
Government has acknowledged, that we need to address thahd it may be because of the incorporation of waste or water
| can get further detail for the honourable member. Given th@ollution, but | am not sure about that. As most of this section
guantity of organic loading that is going into the sewerages lifted, as | understand it, from the Clean Air Act, will the
system and into Bolivar particularly from the Salisbury Minister explain why liquid is included in this area?
plant—that is causing | think 20 per cent of the loading—that | refer to clause 3(1)(e). Whilst | understand the sensitivity
would obviously be causing some part of it and that flows orof not destroying a human body when other things are
to cause a problem in the gulf. | will give the technical detaildestroyed in an incinerator, will the Minister explain why
of that. | guess the general answer is, yes, it is causing sonpacing solid trade waste in an incinerator will only dispose
problem. | am not able to say to what extent but | will of it?
definitely undertake to get the honourable member a clear The Hon. M.K. MAYES: | will have to take advice on
answer. that, because it has been picked up from the Clean Air Act.

In relation to the 2002 indenture there is a requirement foRegarding clause 2(1), abrasive blasting, where the honour-
licensing under this Bill for Michells. My view would be that able member has referred to a liquid medium, | will take that
in the process leading up to the expiry of that indenture imquestion on notice and provide the honourable member with
2002 there would be negotiations between the EPA, tha comprehensive technical answer.
statutory body under the Act, and Michells to putin place a Schedule passed.
proper arrangement which would lead to, | believe, better Schedule 2 and title passed.
practices occurring with regard to the disposal of wastes. | The Hon. M.K. MAYES (Minister of Environment and
would see that as being a very important part of the environtand Management): | move:
ment protection body in its discussions. As to other wastes, That this Bill be now read a third time.
| can only reiterate what | have said from the advice | have The Hon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen):l want to take this
received. There appears to be no other significant wastpportunity again to put on the record, particularly as in the
products that have not been addressed by me in that answkatter moments of this debate the Minister referred to the
when | talked about the suspended solids, the sulphides amdnsultation process, that, while the Bill that has come out of
the chromium. | will again recheck that for the honourableCommittee is supported by the Opposition, regrettably, as |
member’s information and the information of the House. said during the second reading debate, most of the debate

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: | want to ask some questions over specific action and amendments to the Bill will occur in
in regard to animal husbandry. The logic of limiting the another place. | think that is a great pity, and | believe that it
registration of piggeries to the water catchment area whilés totally unacceptable. The Minister is in this House. He has
including feedlots escapes me. Piggeries are a definite sourtalicated that he does not have a knowledge of the Bill which
of odour, and there are many of them. Apart from thehas just been before the Committee and which is now at the
problems with the Clare cattle feedlot that | have brought tahird reading stage. | understand; | realise that it is a very
the attention of the Minister previously, there cannot be mangomplex piece of legislation. However, | would hate to think
of those in this State. Will the Minister explain the logic of what would have happened if the Minister had not been able
leaving piggeries and perhaps chicken broilers out of animab refer to officers during the Committee stage, because | do
husbandry? For the past few years the Department afotthink he would have had a clue about what the legislation
Environment and Planning and the E&WS Department havdoes or how it will be implemented when it becomes law.
been undertaking a program for controlling odour from Itis unsatisfactory that most of the time of this Committee
wineries. Will the Minister explain why wineries are not has been taken up with questioning to enable us to take
therefore considered to be of environmental significance? further action in another place, and that has come about as a

The Hon. M.K. MAYES: The general approach regard- result of the lack of consultation. The Minister said again
ing the Bill, and particularly under this schedule, is that wetonight that this matter has been under consultation since
are focusing on those activities that warrant attention in term$991. Let me reiterate what | said yesterday in this place. |
of potential pollution. The focus is on those activities that areunderstand that the white paper was released in 1991, and |
the subject of schedule 1. That gives us the power to addressiderstand that a draft Bill was prepared and circulated in
those matters directly with the authorities contained in thet992. The fact that concerns members on this side of the
Bill. Piggeries are listed. Of course they are of concern, theyHouse is that the Bill that is currently before the House came
are cited, and if need be we can address the matter and givet of Parliamentary Counsel, went to Cabinet and was
greater clarity or control by regulation under the Bill. immediately brought into this House without organisations

| guess that is what the honourable member is alluding toor individuals which will be affected by or which have an
If we need to address this matter to spruce it up or to improventerest in this legislation being able to comment on it.
the provisions in order to protect the environment, we cando That is what the concern is all about. | understand the
so under the regulations. This has picked up basically existingoncern, and | reiterate again that less than one third of the
practice through negotiation with the Farmers Federation andeople, the organisations and the individuals that the
the Conservation Council. That issue has not been highlighte@pposition has contacted about this legislation have been in
as a major concern. If there are areas of concern from intereatposition to comment on the Bill that is now at the third
groups, in due course | am sure that will be reviewed by theeading stage. That is totally unsatisfactory, and | want to
EPA and recommended to me, as Minister, for review. place the Opposition’s concern on the record in this the third

The Hon. D.C. WOTTON: Clause 2(1) of schedule 1 reading debate.
refers to manufacturing and mineral processing, abrasive Bill read a third time and passed.
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ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION (SEA
DUMPING)(CONSISTENCY WITH
COMMONWEALTH ACT) AMENDMENT BILL

Received from the Legislative Council and read a first
time.

ADJOURNMENT

At 11.53 p.m. the House adjourned until Thursday 19
August at 10.30 a.m.
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