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The reviewers also assessed the clinical response. They
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY commented favourably on the timeliness of starting treatment
and on the appropriate choice of antibiotic in 94 per cent of
Wednesday 25 November 1998 cases. It is a matter of some concern, however, that they
reported as follows:

; The initial dose given was inadequate in 75 per cent of the
The SPEAKER (Hon. J.K.G. Oswald)took the Chair at patients. Initial treatment was given in a number of different

2 p.m. and read prayers. hospitals and some patients were then transferred to larger city
hospitals.
GLOSSOP WATER SUPPLY It is a major recommendation that hospital clinicians ensure

the treatment regimes comply with established antibiotic
uidelines. I can assure the House that this recommendation
being acted upon. The department will re-issue the National
Health and Medical Research Council antibiotic guidelines
to accident and emergency staff in all hospitals, including
general practitioners who play a crucial role in rural accident
and emergency departments. The department is also working
with the Royal Australian College of General Practitioners
and the Australian Medical Association, and will continue to
promote and support provision of information and education

A petition signed by 695 residents of South Australia
requesting that the House urge the Government to provide t
township of Glossop with a filtered water supply was
presented by Mrs Maywald.

Petition received.

PAPERS TABLED

The following papers were laid on the table:
By the Minister for Human Services (Hon. Dean to medical staff in meningococcal disease.

Brown)— . The other major recommendation calls for an overhaul of
Chiropractors Board of South Australia—Report, 1997-98 the means of communicating information to the public via the
Guardianship Board of South Australia—Report, 1997-98 media—and in the words of the reviewers—‘which frees the

Nurses Board South Australia—Report, 1997-98 : . )
Pharmacy Board of South Australiap—Report, 1097-98  Public health staff from this aspect of the work’. The

Physiotherapists Board of South Australia—Report, department accepts the need for a professional approach to
1997-98. communicating public health information and has commis-
sioned a formal review of communications.
MENINGOCOCCAL DISEASE | believe that the review by Professor Munro and Dr Patel

was timely in view of the community concern. It highlights

The Hon. DEAN BROWN  (Minister for Human  that South Australia has performed very well in a number of

Services):l seek leave to make a ministerial statement.  important areas. It points to improvements that can be made
Leave granted. in other areas and these will be followed through with vigour.
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: In seeking leave, | also table It also has national benefits. The South Australian experience

a report concerning the expert investigation intohas identified several limitations in the National Health and

meningococcal disease in South Australia. There have bededical Research Council guidelines, and submissions will

25 cases of meningococcal cases reported to the Departmdi@ made seeking their revision so that the rest of Australia has

of Human Services so far this year. Tragically six people dieén up to date comprehensive framework within which to

and our sympathies, of course, go out to the families andespond to meningococcal disease.

friends of those people. In September the Department of

Human Services commissioned an external review of South LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE

Australia’s response to meningococcal infection. The .

reviewers were Professor Rosemary Munro, Professor and Mr CONDOUS (Colton): I bring up the fourth report of

Director, Department of Microbiology, Liverpool Hospital, the committee and move:

New South Wales and Dr Mahomed Patel, Fellow, National That the report be received and read.

Centre for Epidemiology and Population Health, Australian  Motion carried.

National University, Canberra. Mr CONDOUS: | bring up the fifth report of the
The review was carried out on 23 and 24 September afommittee and move:

this year, at which stage 18 cases had been notified, with SiX That the report be received.

deaths. | now table a copy of the reviewers’ report. The : :

reviewers noted that, while the total number of cases for the Motion carried. ;

oy ' Mr CONDOUS: | bring up the annual report of the

year was within the expected annual range, the numbers rO88 mittee and move:

steeply over the months of July and August of 1998 and by L

September six of the 18 cases, that is 33 per cent, had died, 'hat the report be received.

which they describe as ‘an unusual occurrence’. The deaths Motion carried.

were not associated with a specific virulent straiefsseria

meningitidisbut with a group of heterogeneous strains. QUESTION TIME
| am pleased to advise the review of the public health
response found that the Communicable Disease Control ELECTRICITY, PRIVATISATION

Branch of the department had met the criteria for a rapid

response system ‘to an exemplary high standard of perfor- The Hon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): Is
mance’. In relation to contact tracing, the reviewers comthe Premier putting at risk jobs growth and the health of
mented that ‘all contacts of 15 of the 18 cases were identifiechanufacturing in this State in order to boost the sale price of
and advised within 24 hours, a unique achievement indeed ByTSA and Optima and, if not, how will he respond to the
any standard’. concerns of Mr lan Webber, one of the State’s most respected
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business leaders and the former head of the Government’s The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: The antics and press release of
South Australian Development Council? Mr Webber haghe Leader of the Opposition yesterday had to be seen to be
taken the extraordinary step of writing an open letter to théelieved—the Leader of the Opposition, who has been
Treasurer raising his serious concerns about the Goverfighting against any progress on ETSA legislation since
ment’s lack of support for Riverlink in favour of the construc- 17 February, doing anything to stop and block it. Then, after
tion of a new power plant at Pelican Point. In his letter,six months, and negotiations with interested parties, and
Mr Webber states that, whilst he supports electricity privatisdetailed negotiations and publicity about that over the past
ation, he is ‘concerned that in taking steps to maximise theouple of weeks, when the Leader thinks that it will go
sale value of these assets the long-term manufacturiniprough, he says, ‘Well, what you have, of course, is that a
competitiveness of this State will be compromised.’ lease is, effectively, a sale.” That is what he is saying. If a
Mr Webber goes on to say that, without an assurance thagase is effectively a sale, is that not what the Hon. Terry
the new plant will sell its power in unconstrained competitionCameron was expelled from the Labor Party for—breaching
with interstate electricity, ‘I can only assume that theALP State conference rules? And here we have the Leader of
Government has placed a higher priority on maximising théhe Opposition now suggesting that the same would be the
proceeds from the ETSA sale than on the long-term competiase for this reason. In fact, the Leader’s press release states:
tiveness of manufacturing (and, therefore, the growth of jobs Mr Xenophon has a moral obligation to block this sale in
in manufacturing) in our State.’ disguise. The Labor Party will fight to oppose a long-term lease of
The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: | am pleased to respond to this sE'I'S%:\mand Optima, saying it is effectively a sale of our electricity
question, because one thing that Mr Webber has shown is hjl_%1 o , L
real regard for the cost of power for the manufacturing IS |s’the Leader's press release. BUt.th'S IS .Where the
industry in this State—far more than the Opposition which-Sader's press release gets somewhat interesting. It con-
has no policy. The Opposition has a policy free zone or!"MY€s:
ETSA and the positioning of the manufacturing industry in _Mr Xenophon must now know that a future Labor Government
this State. When | say ‘a policy free zone’, the Opposition didvould be financially bound to rengw the Ieasesf'
have a pohcy yesterday, but it was a partia| po||Cy_| will A future Labor GOV_ernmen.t WI” not get him off the hOOk
come back to that later. The position in relation to RiverlinkWhat he has effectively said is that any Government in the
was decided by NEMMCO; it was not a decision of the SoutHuture, including a Labor Government—God forbid—in

Australian Government. South AUStraIia, would not do any other than renew the
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: leases. That is what the Leader said yesterday: that Labor will
The SPEAKER: Order! renew the leases. If that is the case, according to the Leader

of the Opposition, that is a sale. The Leader, by his own press
release, has done exactly what the Hon. Terry Cameron has
one. When Parliament passes this Bill—the enabling lease
E)tion of our power utilities—the Labor Party will support

The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: That s the first point which the
Leader of the Opposition seems to overlook. The secon
point is that what we are about is addressing the demands f8
the year 2000'0.1 summer perlod_. WIthOUt. add't'onfalthe future leasing operations. That is what it has said: it will
generating capacity in South Australia at that time we W|IISupport it in the future
have brownouts and blackouts which will disadvantage The Hon. M.D Raﬁn interjecting:

industry in this State. The Government seeks to ensure a 1« sbEAKER: Order! The Leader will come to order
competitive marketplace for electricity. Together with The Hon. J.W. é)LSEN" | can understand that he is é
Mr Webbgr, we want privatisation, but the Labor Party W'thlittle testy on this issue, as well he might be—in panic mode
its intransigent view just blocked for the sake of blocking

. . h - esterday, and desperation tactics, now supporting a referen-
progress in South Australia on this ETSA legislation. Th‘%um. Let us have a look at this question of the lease. Back in

Leader of the Opposition is a hypocrite: he quotes a Iene1987, the State Labor Government announced that it would

from Mrilan Webber—which | have not seen—which lease the Torrens Island Power Station. At that time, the

\S/\l/fgg ;Si stgipggr\{ien rgrt?linésmfgrrgrﬂe:\(:‘rs Bg}’gﬁﬁ?g; iL‘?}}abor Minister of Mines anc_i Energy refuseq to disclose the
here is the Leader of the Opposition taking an issue—, erms of the lease. Interestingly, then Premier John Bannon
LS also refused to detail the terms of the lease. Such was the
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: . ) secrecy behind the deal that the lessee of the Torrens Island
The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: Yes. He is supporting the power Station was never named. So, leasing the Torrens
Government’s proposal to privatise electricity assets in Soutfy|and Power Station by a Labor Government in 1987 for 25

Australia. That is clear—he has said so previously. years was okay, but in 1998 a Liberal Government leasing the
Members interjecting: Torrens Island Power Station is not okay. What an absolute
The SPEAKER: Order! hypocrite this Labor Party is in Opposition. It is okay for it

The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: The Government has the same to take on long-term leases but it is not okay for this Govern-
objective as Mr Webber or anyone else, and that is competinent to take on long-term leases.
tive electricity prices for the manufacturing industry in South ~ What is the difference? The difference is that we have
Australia. That is what we will deliver. The simple point | from the Opposition politics simply for the sake of politics.
make to the Leader of the Opposition is that NEMMCO madéNe have a Labor Party which has been caught out and which
the decision on Riverlink, not the South Australianin 1998 is trying to block and stop this policy initiative for
Government. South Australia. At the end of the day, it will not be success-

ful, because a no policy Party will be rejected by the people

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite):  Will the Premier of South Australia. What we are doing is implementing a
inform the House whether or not a long-term lease of theolicy initiative that will position this State in the future,
State’s electricity assets amounts to what the Leader of thgositioning manufacturing industry with a future and
Opposition describes as a sale? positioning job prospects for South Australians in the future.
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Members interjecting: The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: That is the position that was put
The SPEAKER: Order! | issue a general warning to all down. Yesterday, despite that position being put down by the
members. Twice yesterday | warned the House against thekeader, he said that he wants to insist on a referendum before
constant scatter-gun interjections. Members were interjectingny lease is signed. So, from a position three months ago
so much during that last answer that | do not believe that theshere it was totally unnecessary, the Leader of the Opposi-
member for Elder heard me give him a caution. Membersion now insists there be a referendum. But there is one
may be tired—the Chair certainly is—but that type of member opposite who got it right: the member for Hart. On
behaviour will not be tolerated this afternoon. the same day that the Leader of the Opposition said it was
unnecessary, he said in August on the same radio station that
Ms HURLEY (Deputy Leader of the Opposition):  he thought it was not such a bad idea. Anyway, the member
Given the concerns raised by MrWebber, how can théor Hart's policy of 11 August took 3% months, but it is now
Premier guarantee that the seven year electricity pricehe policy of the Leader of the Opposition.
contract to be offered to the owner of the Pelican Point plant | can tell the Opposition that we will not put $5 million or
will result in power prices that are competitive with those that$é million of taxpayers’ funds at risk. We will move and
would be available through Riverlink, especially given thenegotiate, and what the Leader of the Opposition does not
losses made on the Osborne co-generation pricing contradiRe is that we have moved in negotiation with a range of
The now Premier was responsible for the 10 year pricingarties in relation to this. We have a proposal before the
contract to buy power from the private electricity co- Parliament to be considered by the Parliament that, in part,
generator at Osborne. The Premier told Parliament earlier this not a lot different from what a Labor Government put in
year that the deal had lost taxpayers $96 million through @lace in 1987. These hypocrites opposite who have no policy,
write-down by ETSA. no idea and no new suggestion but who simply want to block
The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: | would like to know what the are being shown up for what they are.
Deputy Leader of the Opposition will say in answer to  The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting:
industry in this State come December, January or February The SPEAKER: Order! | remind the Leader that he is not
in 2000-1 if there is not enough generating capacity to keepmmune from a Standing Order.
industry going. What will the Deputy Leader say to General
Motors-Holden’s when they have to shut down for a couple HAMMOND, Dr L.
of hours? What will the Deputy Leader say? Do you or do
you not want to take a policy initiative to protect the generat-  The Hon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): In
ing capacity and the accurate flow of electricity to manufacthe light of the Auditor-General's supplementary report
turing industry in this State? showing that the former MFP chief Dr Laurie Hammond
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Leader ofeCeiVEd payments of between $470 000 and $480 000 for the
the Opposition would have been the first people in this Parliasix month period to the abolition of the MFP, including salary
ment to criticise this Government if we had not taken theand termination pay out as well as a $200 000 taxpayer
initiative, given the warnings that we have received that dowunded consultancy, will the Premier now explain why the
the track we will need a greater generating capacity than wilouse was once again provided with incorrect and misleading
currently have to meet the needs of industry. We have bedhformation?
proactive to meet the needs of industry in the summer period The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: The Minister has indicated to
of 2000-1. The purpose of the Pelican Point proposal was tthe House that the matter is being looked at and a full report
ensure that from November 2000 we had additional generawill be made to the House. If the Leader of the Opposition
ing capacity. | can tell the Deputy Leader that | would farwould like me to, | would be more than happy to detail a
sooner be in a position to have available generating capaci}ztter in relation to Mr Bruce Guerin, also a former CEO of
to meet all the needs of industry than put industry on a ratiothe MFP. The member for Hart would well remember this,
for electricity in 2001. because the member for Hart put in place the deal for one
Bruce Guerin with the then Premier.
The Hon. G.A. INGERSON (Bragg): Will the Premier Members interjecting:
inform the House about the Government's response to the Mr FOLEY: Mr Speaker, | rise on a point of order.
Opposition Leader’s latest support for a referendum on the Members interjecting:
lease of ETSA? The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to order.
The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: Once again, we have the Leader = Mr FOLEY: Can | suggest that the Premier would have
of the Opposition doing a couple of cartwheels in the last 24etter luck asking his good friend Geoff Anderson—

hours. The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.

An honourable member interjecting: Mr FOLEY: —about that particular deal.

The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the Leader of the The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member will
Opposition for the first time. resume his seat. There is no point of order. The Premier.

The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: | guess itis goodto see thatthe = The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: Not only have we a deal in place
Leader of the Opposition is at least a quick thinker andor Bruce Guerin, but it goes on and on. It is still going on,
decision maker on some subjects. Mr Xenophon made hisicluding his private plated Government motor vehicle, which
position clear in relation to a referendum on 11 August thids supplied to him through Flinders University, and the deal
year. What did the Leader of the Opposition say? The nextey put in place for the former CEO of the MFP, post the
day he said, ‘A referendum is unnecessary’, and, in additiorgollapse of the State Bank, is a deal a lot of us would not
Sandra Kanck said, ‘Even if you did have a referendum wenind having in retirement. We will put down the full details
would take no notice of it.’ of this when we reply on the details of Dr Hammond.

The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: | warn the Leader for the second time.  The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to order.
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AUSTRAL PACIFIC undertake the detailed due diligence process prior to making
any final determination.
Mr CONDOUS (Colton): My question—

Members interjecting: HAMMOND, Dr L.

The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Schubert. ) ) )

Mr Foley interjecting: Mr FOLEY (Hart): Idirect my question to the Premier.
The SPEAKER: The member for Colton. Were any payments made to Dr Laurie Hammond above

Mr CONDOUS: Can the Premier inform the House what those amounts approved by Cabinet, as either part of his
action is being taken by the State Government to determing@lary package or his termination pay-out and, if so, who
the financial position and future of Austral Pacific in view of authorised those payments? With your leave and that of the
the recent decision to stand down 250 workers at its Roydouse, | will briefly explain my question.

Park plant? An honourable member: Question!

The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: We are particularly disappointed ~ Members interjecting:
at the announcement yesterday, without prior notice or The SPEAKER: Order! ‘Question’ having been called,
warning to the Government in relation to that facility. As the honourable member will resume his seat. The honourable
soon as we were aware of the circumstances, | asked, firdtremier.
the Minister and the department to contact the company so Mr Foley: They're trying to gag the Opposition now, are
that we might look at ways in which we could negotiate withthey? You don’t want to take questions?
the company and have a look at the difficulties it is experi- Members interjecting:
encing and see whether there is a way or ways in which the The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Government
Government can facilitate or assist—after due diligence, oEnterprises.
course—with the survival of the company and therefore the Members interjecting:
jobs. The SPEAKER: Order!

A meeting took place at 11 o’clock this morning with  The Hon. M.H. ARMITAGE: |remind the member for
officers of the company, but | have not received a detailedHart that someone from the Opposition called ‘Question’
report on that to this time, but the CEO of the company isyesterday.
based interstate and we have been attempting to speak to oneMr FOLEY: | rise on a point of order, Sir. This was a
another by telephone today. We have missed one another adilect question to the Premier and, as we said last Thursday,
I hope, as soon as Question Time is over, to have discussiottse buck stops with you, Mr Premier; you cannot pass it off
with the CEO of the principal company. We are committedto the Minister.
to the manufacturing industry in South Australia and this The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member will
facility. It is not only the company itself and the 200 plus resume his seat. Before the Minister responds, the Chair
employees at issue: it is the subcontractors who supply points out that yesterday ‘Question’ was called and today the
range of services and goods to the company, and we woutehll was made by the other side. Both sides have now squared
want to see its survival. Of course, we will have to undertakeff against each other, and there is no future in ensuring
a thorough review of the financials to understand where theffective management of the House if this continues. | would
difficulty has occurred and what might need to be done tdike both sides to bear that in mind. The honourable Minister.
overcome that. It was only in 1992 that the former Labor The Hon. M.H. ARMITAGE: If yesterday was an
Government put $500 000 into the company to assistit. accident, so was Mr Bruce Guerin’s contract. As | have

I make no comment on that, other than to say this: if thedentified—
company has been assisted in recent times, why has it not Mr Foley interjecting:
been able to position itself to be able to trade on effectively The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Hart.
in the future? There is a clear line between where the Mr Foley interjecting:

Government can assist and when assistance becomes a dripThe SPEAKER: Order! | warn him for the second time.
feed. We would not want that. | am not suggesting that thathe Minister.

is the case in this instance but we certainly would not want The Hon. M.H. ARMITAGE: As | have identified to the
that to be the case, and | am sure most members of thigouse, the matter of the separation payments and the final
Parliament would not want that to be the case in the futurefigures which have been paid to Dr Laurie Hammond are
As a priority, the department has been told to investigate @nder investigation. | am more than happy to tell the House
range of options and report back as soon as possiblghat, if there is any irregularity in those payments, that matter
particularly to the work force, who have received stand-dowryi|| be referred to the appropriate persons.

notices in the weeks before Christmas. That is a particularly

difficult period for any of us and none of us would want to LOCAL GOVERNMENT COUNCILLORS

be in those sets of circumstances.

| can assure the House that the Government will give full Members interjecting:
consideration and use its best endeavours to assist in resol- The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hartley has the
ving this issue. We have had correspondence from the uniazall.
and also from the company, and we will attempt to work our Mr SCALZ| (Hartley): Thank you, Sir. | direct my
way through this issue in the interests of, first, Southquestion to the Minister for Local Government. What are the
Australia and, secondly, the company or some new companyiews of the local government sector on the role of council-
that might be able to be formed to use the current premisefrs?
contracts and facilities and, importantly, to give some degree The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: Earlier this year the Local
of reassurance and certainty to the work force, who ar€&overnment Association surveyed councillors on their role.
currently in a stand-down position. | will report to the HouseThe results, which were endorsed by an overwhelming
as soon as is appropriate, but several days will be required tumber of councils at their AGM and in other forums,
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indicated a rejection of professional paid councillors andf South Australia continue to stand up for decent, respon-
reinforced the support of those councillors, mayors, the Locaible local government.

Government Association generally and the local government  Members interjecting:

culture for a voluntary community service. They also very = The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will resume his
strongly indicated that they did not want to see Party politicsseat. | warn the member for Elder for the third time. If the
intruding into the local gOVernment sector in South AUStraliamember interjects once more he will be named on the Spot_

Unfortunately— Mr CONLON: The Minister has deliberately provoked
Mr Conlon interjecting: interjections. Are we to sit in silence?
The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Elder. The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. If you are

The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: Unfortunately, the Party t5|king about provoking, the Chair is starting to believe that
heavies opposite, including the Party heavies in Tradegere is a deliberate campaign to provoke the Chair to see

Hall— o ) ) whether somebody will be named. | warn members against
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will not inflame the  that course of action.
situation. The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: | trust that the people of

The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: | take your guidance, Sir. south Australia will look to what is happening and exercise
They have decided that they do not agree with this. The LGAneijr conscience and their vote in the intelligent way they
Sa'd nOthIﬂg abOUt |0ca| government beC0m|ng the preser\@(ercised it at the recent Federal election.
of Party hacks who lack the factional clout to get preselected

for a State or Federal seat. However, the Labor apparatchiks HAMMOND, Dr L.
reckon they can perhaps have a new tier of jobs for the boys
and girls. Mr FOLEY (Hart): Will the Minister for Government

Mr CONLON: On a point of order, Sir, yesterday you Enterprises advise why he is unable to provide details to
raised a question about specificity of questions. The answéarliament concerning the termination payment for Dr Laurie
appears to be straying | do not know where. Hammond, given that the Auditor-General’'s Report tabled

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. | have yesterday contains full details of Dr Hammond’s pay-outs,
listened carefully to the question and answer. At this stage thend given that Cabinet was fully aware of the details of this

question is not out of order and neither is the answer. termination payment. In last Saturday’s media the former
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: By writing to ALP branch MFP Chairman, Sir Llew Edwards, stated:

members and by publicising candidates— All negotiations regarding Dr Hammond’s remuneration were
Mr Atkinson interjecting: done in full light of the State Government.
The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Spence. He also stated that Dr Hammond's pay details were con-
Mr Atkinson: Oh, come on! sidered by Cabinet ‘in an open and full manner’.

The SPEAKER: Order! | warn him for a second time. The Hon. M.H. ARMITAGE: As | have told the House
Members may not like the Chair intervening in the constanpefore, an investigation into these matters is occurring. It is

interjection across the Chamber, but the Chair's patience igjr to say that those are the matters under investigation.
wearing thin. Such behaviour is not acceptable and, indeed,

is contrary to the way in which the Parliament will be EMERGENCY SERVICES LEVY
conducted. If members want to engage in this scatter gun type
of interjection and take on the Chair, they may do so, butthe Mr McEWEN (Gordon): My question is directed to the
Chair has had just about enough of it. The Minister. Minister for Emergency Services, whom | must compliment
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: By writing to ALP members  on his radio interview this morning. Will the Minister advise
and publicising candidates in the forthcoming Adelaide Citythe House on the costs involved in collecting the new
Council election as part of a Labor team, they have decidedmergency services levy? On Monday 12 October the
to turn the traditions of local government in this State on theiMinister advised that Revenue SA would be collecting the
head. South Australians, including those who volunteer theifixed property component of the emergency services levy.
time to serve on councils, value these traditions. If Labor hagiven that the component of the levy is a modest one
its way, local government would not be about communityapplying to all properties in South Australia, there is the
service but all about Party politics, and it is no wonder thapossibility that the cost of collecting the levy could amount
the Lord Mayor says that she is shocked and appalled by thig a significant percentage of the levy.

turn of events. The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: Like the member for
Mr Conlon interjecting: Gordon, and | am sure all members in this House, | am very
The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Elder for interested in ensuring that the costs of collecting the levy are
the second time. kept to a minimum, and that is why after a great deal of

The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: The advent of Party politics discussion and assessment within the office it was decided
in local government will do it no good at all. If members that Revenue SA would collect all the fixed property income
doubt that, let them look to Laurie Brereton and the experiand that Transport SA would deal with the boats, vehicles,
ence in New South Wales and say that that is what Souttrailers, and so on. Clearly this levy and the commitment
Australians want for their local government. This matter isbehind it is intended to improve the emergency services
well highlighted, because the electorate of South Australia iprovision of equipment and training, etc., to ensure that we
sophisticated and intelligent. The electorate is capable girovide the best possible opportunity for the whole South
making its own determination at the forthcoming election. IAustralian community, and we want to see that the collection
hope they give the member for Elder and others opposite theosts are kept to a minimum. | cannot give the honourable
same success in their electioneering that they got in the recemtember the final cost of collection at this stage, but as soon
Federal election. They deserve no less, and | hope the peogs we get these numbers together | will be happy to advise the
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honourable member, whose interest in emergency serviceMalcolm Byerlee, a very highly regarded citizen in the area,
acknowledge. accepted the invitation to Chair that group. As a result of the
cooperative approach of the reference group, local govern-
HAMMOND, Dr L. ment, the department and land-holders in the area, there was
- far more preparation for this campaign than in the past.
The Hon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition):Will - poglicies were prepared to strategically address the problem,
the Premier advise by how much the initial salary paid to Diand preparatory work took place on a reasonable scale. We
Laurie Hammond as CEO of the MFP exceeded the cagiso purchased new misting machines and we undertook with
placed by Cabinet for the appointment, and in what negotiapcal government to ensure that locals were employed who
tions was the Premier involved to provide this higher salarynew the country and knew the problem.
placed a cap on the salary of the new CEO of the MFP ofacing a major problem in the area with grasshoppers.
around $200 000, and the present Premier announced to thigyfortunately, those areas affected are areas which over the
House on 6 June 1996 that the initial appointment of Dinast two or three years have had poor seasonal conditions.
Hammond would be for one year at a salary of $245 000. Thehis made the feed available this year very valuable, and the
Auditor-General’'s supplementary report reveals, howevelgontrol extremely important. Whilst we were not able to
that two officials of the MFP were each paid considerablyprevent all the damage caused by grasshoppers, certainly this
more than thls amountin the 1996-97 flnanual year, and th?ear’s campaign saved many millions of dollars of feed,
former Chairman of the MFP Board is now on record asyhich is very important to that whole region and the State.
saying that the Government was fully involved in matters o iotal of 320 000 hectares was sprayed during the
relating to Dr Hammond'’s salary. What was the Prem'er'%ampaign, mostly by aircraft. The decision has now been

involvement? _ o o made, in conjunction with the community reference group,
The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: The Minister has indicated the o wind up the campaign. Aerial spraying will cease today.
course of action that the Government is following. Misters and chemicals will remain available to land-holders

to clear up some local infestations which remain. Overall, |

am receiving considerable feedback that this year's campaign
has been an efficient and effective exercise, and | thank
Malcolm Byerlee and the reference group, local government
(which has been extremely cooperative in the area), the land-
holders and the departmental staff involved. It was a great
artnership effort, and it shows what Government and the

mmunity can do when they work together.

GRASSHOPPERS

The Hon. G.M. GUNN (Stuart): Will the Deputy
Premier advise—

Members interjecting:

The Hon. G.M. GUNN: You started it. Will the Minister
inform the House of the success of the grasshopper campai
in the north and north-western agricultural areas of the State™

The Hon. R.G. KERIN: | thank the member for Stuart SCHOOL ALARMS

not only for the question but also for the interest he has

shown in— o Ms RANKINE (Wright): Given that the Auditor-
Members interjecting: General's Report states that the Education Department
The Hon. R.G. KERIN: You might say that, but many incurred building damage due to school fires of $6.1 million

millions of dollars— including outstanding claims in 1997-98, will the Minister for
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: Police, Correctional Services and Emergency Services advise

The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the Leader of the whether it is police department policy not to respond to
Opposition for the last time. He has no exemptions in theschool alarms and, if so, does the Government support this
Standing Orders in the eyes of the Chair. policy? A few days ago, | received correspondence from a

The Hon. R.G. KERIN: Itis a pity that the Opposition constituent in which he stated:
does not share the thoughts of the member for Stuart, many while walking past the Wynn Vale Primary School during the
of whose constituents were facing a very serious problenast week of the school holidays, | could hear an internal alarm
with grasshoppers_ The honourable member has beensgunding in the school. | rang 11444. | reported the alarm to the

i lice officer who answered the phone. The reply was that it was not
regular V'S!h(.)r to tf;edalrlea. The problirr;]we facr(]ad amOLII.mnglice policy to investigate alarms in schools. It was up to the police
to many millions of dollars in terms of the South Australian gecyrity services division to do so. I requested the officer contact

economy, but that seems to take second billing with someolice security services division. The reply was that it was not police
people. It was obvious in September that we faced a hugeolicy to contact police security services division, so it was left at
challenge, and after what we saw last year we realised that w2t
could do things better. There was some angst at the end dfy constituent went on to advise that, despite further
last year's campaign between the community and théelephone calls to 11444 to confirm the previous advice, the
department, as well as much lack of knowledge of thealarm continued to ring throughout the day and into the night.
problem and the best way of tackling it. Some communication The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: In many ways, | think
difficulties became obvious. We also had operationathe honourable member has answered her own question.
difficulties, some of which were out of our control. We did Protocols are in place. The police security services division
have a helicopter go down tragically last year, and a few othaesponds to alarms; and, if the fire brigade comes out, it
things went wrong during the campaign. works through issues with the police. | would suggest that on
At the end of the last campaign, | asked for a review ofa sensitive issue such as this, rather than highlight these sorts
what had happened and asked that some fundamental chargjehings publicly here, the honourable member might like to
be made to ensure that the community and the departmewtite to me so that | can have a close look at the issue.
worked much closer together. | asked that a communityrocedures are in place, but | will provide the honourable
reference group be formed, and | was very pleased whemember with an accurate answer in relation to this matter.
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POLICE MOUNTED CADRE GLENTHORNE

Mrs PENFOLD (Flinders): Will the Minister for Police, Mr HANNA (Mitchell): What possible justification can
Correctional Services and Emergency Services infornthe Premier have, apart from sheer political expediency, for
members about the success of the South Australia PoliGppointing a committee to plan the future of the Glenthorne
Mounted Cadre horse breeding program? Farm site, which includes the member for Mawson but

The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: This morning, inthe excludes the member in whose electorate the land is situated?
beautiful sunshine of Adelaide amongst some great gum trees Members interjecting:

I had the chance to meet the newest recruits into the South The SPEAKER: Order!

Australian police force. They were accompanied by their nine  Mr HANNA: Glenthorne Farm was purchased recently
mothers and their one father—and | refer to the five new colty the State Government for $7 million. Itis situated entirely
and the four new fillies that are the first to arrive on the scenwithin the electorate of Mitchell—whether on old or new

with respect to the new special breeding program for théoundaries. The only MP installed on the Premier's commit-
Mounted Cadre. tee to look at the future of Glenthorne is the member for

Mr Foley interjecting: Mawson. It is not in his electorate at all, but he is a Liberal

The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: Whilstthe member for MP. I have been excluded despite formally requesting to be
Hart only sees things on the funny side when it comes tdcluded. am the member for Mitchell and | am a Labor MP.
policing and wants to throw jokes forward, this is a good _The Hon. J.W. OLSEN: | am delighted to tell the House
news story for the police and the South AustralianWhy the member for Mawson is a member of that committee:
community. This is the first time since the 1980s that thel IS because the member for Mawson raised this suggestion
South Australian police department has been involved in & an idea for a policy in the first instance. That is why the
breeding program of its own after previously looking atMember for Mawson in conjunction with Mr Greg Trott and
purchasing horses through the private sector. But, as a res@tumber of other people including Susan Jeanes looked at
of the goodwill and support of many South AustraliansGlenthorne Farm to determine what could be done with that
providing first-class thoroughbred brood mares and thénd. The Labor Party had this issue swimming around for
excellent support of a Victorian horse breeder who supplie€ars and did not do anything aboutit. Itis a Liberal Govern-
free of charge the magnificent Branigan’s Pride (a superB'ent thathas putin place measures to protect that urban open
Irish draught stallion), we now have nine magnificent youngsPace. .
colts and fillies at Bolivar ready to be trained into magnificent  Rather than be petty, as the member for Mitchell has been
horses for the cadre. in his question, he ought to congratulate the member for

The police department achieved two major aims withMawson for having an idea. If the member for Mitchell is

respect to the Mounted Cadre: first, it is doing a great job ifi0l€ 10 generate one new policy idea and one new initiative

pro-active community-based policing initiatives through thel® (e point where it is accepted by Government (State and

streets of Adelaide supporting major initiatives in regional”€deral), we will give consideration to his involvement on

areas. A classic case, where the horses are used very Well,tri]sat committee. . . L
The Hon. M.H. Armitage interjecting:

an event such as New Years Eve because they are able to -

move between large crowds to give people the message that 1 N¢ SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Government
the horses and police are there as a security precaution f't€"Prises will come to order.

protect the South Australian community. Secondly, the M Foley interjecting: _

Mounted Cadre does a fantastic job with events such as the Th€ SPEAKER: Order! | do not need the assistance of
Christmas Pageant, which is another major success for Souffie member for Hart. The pattern is as follows: members are
Australia. South Australians who were lined up along theProught to order, they are then given a warning, and after that
streets enjoying that day would have seen the magnificetfey are named.

::L)srr;gfught stallion, Braggs—which is the nickname of this HOUSING TRUST TENANTS

Members interjecting: The Hon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen): Will the Minister
The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: And | am sure the for Human Services advise the House of the Government's
member for Bragg might like to adopt this stallion becauseefforts to encourage Housing Trust tenants to become
just like the member for Bragg, he is a fine looking specimennyolved in improving their properties and, in turn, the local
and very well bred. On a serious note, | congratulate th@nvironment?
Commissioner and the Mounted Cadre on the excellentwork The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The member for Heysen is
they have done. As someone involved in animal breeding keen gardener. He spends a considerable amount of time in
programs, | point out to members that it is very difficult to gethjs garden of which he is very proud. He tends to have green
a 100 per cent conception rate and, particularly with thorfingers. | am delighted to say that, today, the awards have
oughbred horses, it is also very unusual— been announced for the South Australian Housing Trust
Members interjecting: Gardening Competition in which 900 people from around the
The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: No, | am not taking State participated.
the credit: | leave that to Braggs. It is also unusual to have Mrs Geraghty interjecting:
nine foals born from nine mares. That sort of thing does not The Hon. DEAN BROWN: I'm not sure. | suspect that
happen generally. But, again, it is the professionalism anthey were from every part of the State. There was heavy
commitment of this section of the police department that hasepresentation from the country. | pay tribute to those
achieved this wonderful result, and in five years the Soutl®00 Housing Trust tenants who obviously take real pride in
Australian community will see these horses doing a great joand are committed to their garden. This morning | saw
for the community. photographs of the various gardens, and they are a real credit
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to the people who participated. They are some of the finegirotect an estimated 60 000 to 80 000 hectares of our State’s
gardens you will find anywhere in South Australia. native vegetation.

Some of these gardens are very small whilst others are This builds on the work that was carried out last year in
slightly larger. They are a tribute to the tenants involvedwhich we saw the protection through fencing of approximate-
especially as they lift the whole image of Housing Trustly 80 000 hectares of native vegetation. Once again, this
areas. | am delighted to announce the six winners. First prizeroves that the Government's commitment not only to the
went to Mr and Mrs Wells of Strathalbyn; second prize toenvironment but to rural communities has a high priority.
Marjory Lewis of Penola; third prize to Mr and Mrs Blow of This program will also generate employment and use local
Mount Burr; fourth prize was won equally by Nelson Baker businesses as suppliers of materials for the fences.
of Morphett Vale and Mrs Sklenar of Salisbury; and sixth  In 1998-99, 21 people (of whom 18 reside in regional
prize went to Mr Raymond Boerth of Taperoo. South Australia) will be employed directly through this

Ms White interjecting: program. _Casu_al employ_ment to the fequivalent of two _fuII-

The SPEAKER: Order! Interjections are out of order. /M€ positions in fence line preparation and one full-time

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | again pay tribute to those position in the processing, supply and delivery of materials

who participated. | thank them for their commitment to@n':0 be created. These people will be employed directly on

Housing Trust homes. There are manv others wh ici e project itself. But there is more good news. Further
rlousing TTust homes. 1here are many others who participa ployment opportunities will be created as a result of
in maintaining their garden to a high standard. This competi

tion was kicked off by giving away 22 000 plants to Housingg;ct)xgjmgtrgriogivrvgéﬁi:zrdlocal suppliers and manufacturers

Trusttenants (up to two plants per house}) to encourage them As Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, it gives me particular

to spend more time in their garden. | am delighted with thesatisfaction to report to the House that Aboriginal people will
way they are doing so.

also benefit from this State and Federal project. The member
for Flinders, who takes a keen interest in all matters within
YOUTH DRUG TEAM her electorate, will be pleased to learn that two Aboriginal
) L groups on the West Coast of Eyre Peninsula are being
Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): My question is directed to 50 iaq with the resources to fence hundreds of hectares of
the Minister for Human Services. When can the souther omelands in that area
community expect to see the establishment of a youth drug Combined with employment programs, 14 people are
te:om|t§§frfz\gtde %C[I)' mg?llj azsoerszlrggﬁ(t)lagg gosljunsell(!nmge'[r‘()t){gL:H arning practical skills in fencing as well as providing their
peop d by drug PP ommunity with the good conservation outcomes that result
excellent service provided by the one counsellor currentl¥

) . rom fencing heritage areas. This is just one of the many
available? On 20 September 1997, the Premier launched tt h . ; .
Liberal health policy “Time to Act—In Partnership with the important environmental projects that South Australians will

- . . . .~ enjoy as a result of $60 million of State, Federal and
Community” at the _F_Imders Medical Centre. This policy community funding through the Natural Heritage Trust in
promised an $8 million strategy to tackle drug abuse

Included in this was a commitment to a youth drug team. 1998-99.

The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | will have to obtain POLICE. TEA TREE GULLY
information regarding the current position in respect of the '
formation of some of these youth teams. The Government has Ms RANKINE (Wright):  Given the impending introduc-
taken a number of initiatives, particularly with young people tion of local service areas which will result in the downgrad-
The mental health summit identified young people as théng of the Tea Tree Gully Police Division to subdivision
target group, particularly because of their high suicide ratdevel, will the Minister for Police, Correctional Services and
As the honourable member would know, we have set up &mergency Services confirm that he will provide the people
suicide task force of which Professor Graham Martin is theof Tea Tree Gully with a patrol base in their area? If so, has
Chair. We are putting a number of other services into placéhe Government identified a site, and when can we expect
specifically to target that group. | will obtain that information construction to begin?

for the honourable member. Nearly 12 months ago, as part of the Government’s Focus
21 program—uwhich was claimed to be a vision for the future
NATURAL HERITAGE TRUST of policing in South Australia—the Tea Tree Gully patrol

base was moved out of the area it services. Despite an

Mr LEWIS (Hammond): My question is directed to the increase in the incidence of crime in a range of areas,
Minister for Environment and Heritage. How much moneyincluding robberies, car thefts, drug offences and the like, and
is being spent by the Natural Heritage Trust during thisdespite a Government assurance that a new patrol base would
financial year; does the amount equate with or exceed whae provided, to date no announcement has been made about
has been allocated for its purposes in the budget papers anghen the people of my electorate can expect to have a police
if so, why; and how much is being spent on native vegetatiopatrol base located in the area that it services.
retention? The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: | note that the member

The Hon. D.C. KOTZ: Most members of this House for Wright has an interest in police matters and, therefore, |
would understand that the Government is solidly behind théope that she will read with a great deal of interest the
protection of native vegetation. It is certainly very high on thematerial that | signed off only yesterday, | believe it was, with
list of priorities of this Government. As Minister for the respect to this specific issue. The honourable member
Environment | am keen to promote the cause of conservatiomacknowledges that she has already read that material. Further
So, itis pleasing to be able to advise the honourable membés that, | have also sent the honourable member some detailed
that an additional $500 000 will be made available over thénformation on the whole of the Focus 21 strategy. It is
coming year to build a further 500 kilometres of fencing tointeresting that the member for Wright always wants to pull
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apart all the good work that is being done by the police. | ana Minister, provided he sticks to facts and does not debate the
not sure why the member for Wright wants to pull apart allquestion.

the good work that is going on with respect to policinginthis  The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: | would suggest to the
State: that is a decision for the member for Wright. But whaimember for Wright that she stop giving misinformation to her

| am interested in, as the Police Minister, with our Govern-constituents and send out the material that I, as Minister, send
ment, is ensuring that we introduce in this State the bedb her.

possible opportunities for modern policing practices. Iwould Ms Rankine interjecting:

recommend to the member for Wright that she look at the The SPEAKER: Order!

positive benefits that will occur for all the people in the  Ms Rankine interjecting:

northern community as a result of this new structure and The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the honourable member

model. for the second time.
In my opinion, the implementation of local service areas
is the greatest opportunity that we have seen for policing in COUNTRY FIRE SERVICE

recent times. This model has been carefully looked at by a o
large range of police officers, including the rank and file,and Mr VENNING (Schubert): My question is directed to

| am pleased to see that— the Minister for Police, Correctional Services and Emergency
Ms Rankine interjecting: Services.
The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: It is right. The Members interjecting:

member for Wright is wrong. The fact is that this matter that Mr VENNING: | like the sound of his voice. Will the

I am talking about is right. Something like 170 officers right Minister outline details of the—

across all ranks of the Police Department have expressed an Members interjecting:

interest in helping to develop this model. A lot of work has  The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Ross
been done in looking at the Home Office and policing in theSmith.

United Kingdom, and we now have a situation where the eyes Mr VENNING: —CFS cadet program that plays an
have been picked out of all the best practices within policémportant part in recruiting new young members into the
forces throughout much of the world and other parts ofservice? Summer is almost upon us and we all know the
Australia, including all the very good work that is alreadyimportance of the Country Fire Service and its volunteers,
being done in South Australia. particularly as we are facing a very bad year.

I know that some members opposite want to talk this The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member knows
down, but I will continue to talk it up. Local service areas better than to comment when he is giving an explanation.
will bring more police into the north and the south, anditis The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: | thank the member
about time that the Opposition accepted it. To give arfor Schubert for his question. | know he is very committed to
example, we have seen 30 additional police officers in théhe CFS and he appreciates the good work that it does in the
southern region alone in the past 12 months. But there iglectorate of Schubert. As Minister for Emergency Services,

much more good news for the community. | had the opportunity, on Saturday afternoon, to visit—
Ms Rankine interjecting: Mr Conlon interjecting:
The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Wright

for continuing to interject when she has been called to order MEMBER FOR ELDER, NAMING

by the Chair.

The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: Thank you for your The SPEAKER: Order! | name the member for Elder for

protection, Sir. When it comes to this issue of local servicgOntinuing to interject when he has been called to order by
areas, there is a lot more good news to come. To give a€ Chairon several occasions. Does the honourable member
example, again, as a result of the implementation of locavish to be heard in explanation?

service areas, 20 additional police will come into the local Mr CONLON (Elder): | can only offer my most humble
service area on top of the 30 in the south. That is 50 additior@Pologies for having transgressed. | had taken a break and |
al police coming into that local service area: that is 50 mor&vas not fully cognisant of the leniency that the Speaker had

police than were there 18 months or two years ago. The sanfdready extended to me. _
sort of situation will be occurring in the north, and the ~ The SPEAKER: Itis for the House to determine whether

honourable member opposite knows it. it wishes to move a motion to accept that apology or other-

The great part about local service areas is that we will se@/!IS€.
transparency, integration, more proactive policing, more MrATKINSON (Spence): | move:
community policing, intelligence based policing and an  That the apology be accepted.
opportunity for the highly skilled and trained police officers  The SPEAKER: Does anyone wish to speak to the
from the top to the bottom to have an integrated approach tgotion?
looking after the community in the northern suburbs. Mr ATKINSON: No.

| would have thought that, like other members who have  \otion carried.
seats in the northern suburbs, this honourable member would
appreciate the efforts of the Police Department in developing
this model. We are now starting to look at inverted pyra-
mids—

Mr FOLEY: Irise on a point of order, Sir. The honour- WOODLEIGH HOUSE
able member is clearly debating the question.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The  The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human
Minister is not debating the question, as | interpret it at theServices):l seek leave to make a ministerial statement.
moment. The Chair has no control over the length of reply of Leave granted.
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The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Yesterday | was asked a detail about precisely what we are looking at, the better off
question by the member for Florey concerning the availabilitywe will be, because a lot of rumours and stories are floating
of mental health beds in Woodleigh House at Modburyabout the local community at the moment. One such rumour
Hospital. 1 undertook to get a reply for the honourablerelates to the other plants around Australia and liquidity
member. problems at the plant in South Australia.

Healthscope has advised that there were some planned Clifford has four plants Australia wide. Obviously, there
reductions in bed availability during December and Januaris the plant at Royal Park, which is in my electorate of Lee.
because of annual leave for permanent consultant psychiatritie company also produces buses at Tamworth. It produces
staff and difficulty in getting locum coverage during that coaches at Geebung, Queensland—
time. However, | can now inform the House that a locum Ms White interjecting:
psychiatrist has been recruited, and this will significantly Mr WRIGHT: Just outside Brisbane. | understand that
alleviate the situation. There will now be only a slight that plant has shut down as well. It also has another plant at
reduction in bed availability between 1 December and 2Revesby. | am sure that the member for Taylor will tell me
January 1999, when 18 of the 20 beds at Woodleigh Househere that one is; it actually refurbishes buses. So, it has four
will remain open. plants Australia wide. | know that at the moment at the plant

at Royal Park about 20 units are being worked on and |
JET SKIS understand that the plant has a lot of orders to fill. It does
somewhat astound me that this plant in South Australia is

The Hon. DEAN BROWN  (Minister for Human  experiencing difficulties. | know that it has a very highly
Services):l lay on the table the ministerial statement relatingskilled work force. | feel very much not only for the 250
to jet skis made earlier today in another place by my colpeople who have been stood down but for their immediate

league the Minister for Transport. families. Itis always of great concern when people are stood
down from their place of work, particularly as we enter the
GRIEVANCE DEBATE Christmas period. Anything that can be done must be done.

_ . . Anything that can be done to assess the problems and to
The SPEAKER. The question before the Chair is that the identify whether anything can be done for this company
House note grievances. needs to be done—and very quickly. The company we are

) . talking about is the best bus manufacturer in the country. It
Mr WRIGHT (Lee): As the local member, | would like . 04ces about 25 per cent to 28 per cent of all buses
to express my concern at the announcement that was ma &istralia wide.

yesterday about the standing down of 250 employees at
Austral Pacific. Obviously, this is a matter of great concern The Hon. G.M. GUNN (Stuart): First, | refer to how
not only for the local community but also for the State as &yreaucracy can distinguish itself. One thing that has never
whole. As the member for Lee, | would like to highlight the ceased to amaze me since I have been in this place is how
devastation that this will cause in the local community.pyreaucracy prevents constructive projects from proceeding.
Potentially to lose 250 employees from the one work site i3y my constituency is the well-known town of Burra, which
obviously a major catastrophe, particularly for a local area buas ‘a proud history of supporting the people of South
also for the State as a whole. For this to occur in a manufagyystralia. Like most communities, Burra wants a mobile
turing area is something that South Australia simply cannofg|ephone service. Telstra, to its credit, has determined that
afford. Burra shall have one. It was decided that the phone tower
I have spoken to a number of employees of this companyyould be constructed on the hill above the school. The school
who are also my constituents. Over the years | have visitegjas quite happy with this. As | understand the facts, Telstra
this work site on a number of occasions, and since theought approval through the local council (as it is a heritage
announcement | have spoken to the General Manager of thewn) and undertook the proper process for approval. The
company. | have also contacted the appropriate union (th@atter then went to State Heritage, which undertook its
Australian Manufacturing Workers Union) to offer any help |engthy process. It engaged a cherry picker up on the hill,
that | can give in trying to work through this very serious took photographs and generally distinguished itself with its
matter. In the past, this company has had a very soungyreaucratic process.
reputation. Some members may remember this company by Then, out of the blue, the heritage department of the
its old name, PMC. In fact, | first visited this company whenCommonwealth in its wisdom became involved in this

working for— . . project. So, Telstra had to re-engage the cherry picker for use
The SPEAKER: Order! There is too much audible on top of the hill and take photographs of 37 locations in the
conversation. town to make sure the heritage site would not be damaged.

Mr WRIGHT: Thank you for your protection, Sir. | But, of course, the bureaucracy being what it is, it was said,
remember visiting this work site some years ago when | wa%vou have not done this correctly. You should not have gone
working for the then Federal member for Port Adelaide, theto the council first: you should have come to us.’ | understand
late Mick Young, and over the years | have visited it on athat on one occasion they sent back the application so that it
number of occasions. | first visited the company when itcould be sent to the right person. In the meantime, nothing is
operated under the name PMC; in fact, some members madyappening. | understand as well that they need the assistance
remember it by that name. It went into receivership in aboubf Environment Australia. | passed on to the Federal
1992 and operated for a while as JRA (Jaguar Rover AuMinister’s office in plain Australian terms my view.
tralia). In about 1996 Clifford took over this plant. However, the story gets even better. | am told that the

Like the rest of us, | am unsure about the situation, and bureaucracy is concerned that, if there is a road to the site, the
appreciate the Premier’s comments today about uncertainfgygmy blue-tongue lizards may be run over. | have never
in this respect. The sooner the Premier reports back to us witheard of pygmy blue-tongue lizards. | wish the lizards would
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attach themselves to a suitable part of the anatomy of thieom Salisbury council to the Department of Transport, but
honourable gentleman who would not come from Canberré¢hat is when the problem seems to have started because the
to inspect the situation. | am told that the gentleman in thé&tate Government has neglected this area and its residents.
heritage department in Canberra who had to make the There are huge problems involved: there are dust and mud
decision would not compromise his position or visit Burra toproblems due to the narrow carriageway; there is much
have a look. All and sundry have been there already. This idifficulty with buses and heavy traffic using the road without
the sort of bureaucratic nonsense which is holding back thappropriate servicing; and it is not even a straight road—the

country. It is hard enough getting it through— road is curved. Heading west, you cross the Little Para River,
Mr Clarke interjecting: with one lane each way, and straight away you have to curve
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Well, | decided it was too good around and almost hit cars turning right into Whites Road.

a story not to tell. There are also problems at the Liberator Drive and Bolivar
Mr Clarke interjecting: Road intersection, where the local school is particularly

The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | decided that, as | received concerned about the safety of children travelling on those
counselling last Friday, | would pass a few brickbats aroundroads. | have details of the accident reports concerning that
because it really was too good a story not to tell. If we are taoad over recent years. These accident reports, which are
stop installing telephone towers because of blue-tongudated, reveal that between 1990 and 1995 there were 381
lizards, heaven help me: what has the country come to? accidents on that stretch of road, three of which accidents

The second matter to which | draw attention relates to myvere fatalities, and at least a third of the accidents involved
constituents at Robertstown who are concerned that, althougiersonal injury. There are 18 intersections along that section
the road from Robertstown to the Burra to Morgan Road wasf road. It is a very dangerous road and | have a figure from
recently sealed (much to my pleasure and that of the memb&®97 showing that part of Kings Road about which | am most
for Schubert—an excellent job), thanks to the good will andconcerned, from Martins Road up to Bolivar Road, has an
initiative of the Minister for Transport, the road which links average daily traffic count of 16 000 cars.

Robertstown with Burra and which carries a considerable The council cannot do any work on the road because it is
amount of traffic needs to be sealed. | understand that theaiting for the State Government to widen it, which makes
Minister is aware of this project but that, due to the inadequaputting in footpaths, etc., futile. In a letter from Minister
cy of funds, we cannot seal every road at once—even thoudtaidlaw in January 1997 she said that there are ‘definite plans
this State Government has committed more money to rurdb upgrade it in 2000-01’, that is, after having allowed that
arterial roads in the last five years than was committed in th&arget to slip further away. This year in July she said that the
last 15 years. My constituents have pointed out to me that thizork may be done in 2001-02 subject to the availability of
road carries a lot of trucks and is used by the ambulance arfdnds. The people of the northern suburbs and of Taylor are
various other vehicles. | actually drove along the road lasgetting the run-around from a shoddy Government which
Friday. | support their call and sincerely hope that in the veryscorns them.

near future the Minister will be able to see a way to resolve The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member’s time

the position. has expired.
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member’s time
has expired. The member for Taylor. Mr CONDOUS (Colton): | wish to speak about a couple

of changes made to the taxi industry in the past few days,

Ms WHITE (Taylor): | raise with members of this involving the Minister’s decision to allow hire cars to operate
Parliament a very serious issue, one affecting my constittand be able to be hired by people by hailing those cars in the
ents, particularly those living in the Paralowie and Settlerstreet and being able to get into them. The reason that | am
Farm suburbs of my electorate. It is an issue that furthepursuing this matter so strongly is that the taxi industry is
reflects the scorn with which this State Liberal Governmenmade up of 75 per cent of people of various multicultural and
treats the people of the northern suburbs. Since being electethnic backgrounds and, as the parliamentary secretary to the
I have lobbied this Liberal Government to upgrade KingsPremier on this issue, | believe that they should at least have
Road at Paralowie between the Bolivar and Martins Roada voice in this Parliament.
intersection. Members have to realise, and it needs to be put on the

An honourable member interjecting: record straight away, that in order to get blue plates a person

Ms WHITE: It is a disgrace, as the member for Napiersimply goes to the Passenger Transport Board and pays $50,
says. Ever since | have been lobbying the Transport Ministegets a set of plates and puts them on their car, and they can
| have been given deadlines that have been extended atften take Joe the Goose or anyone else around the town and
extended, but the most recent advice from Minister Laidlawget a decent fee for it. To get a taxi plate one has to pay
the Transport Minister in another place, is that even thougsomewhere between $158 000 and $165 000. Here, we are
itis a priority it will not be done until 2001-2. This is despite allowing someone who has paid $50, who has paid nothing
advice from Salisbury council, a very large council, confirm-for goodwill and who has paid no premium fee, to be for two
ing with me on Friday that Kings Road is the highest prioritydays of the year on an equal footing with taxis, other than not
arterial road that needs upgrading in its council area. It is thbeing able to stop at a rank. Starting off with two days, will
highest priority, yet this State Government is treating thosé then increase to three or four days and then become like a
residents with scorn. | am one of those residents, living atancer and, before we know what has happened, grow to 25
Paralowie, and every day | travel along that section of arteriabr 30 days of the year?
road. Kings Road has changed from a semi-rural road We have to realise that taxi drivers work for somewhere
servicing market gardens over the past 10 years to an arteria¢tween $6.50 and $8 an hour. What other industry sits by
road for a rapidly expanding suburb of Paralowie: so muctand allows its workers to be violated, mugged and abused as
s0, that in November 1991 responsibility for the maintenanclappens in the taxi industry? | have spoken to members of the
of that section of Bolivar Road to Salisbury Highway passedaxi industry who have said that they do not mind this
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operation being carried out on New Year's Eve, because they So, let us just break down the series of complaints the
know that they cannot cope. However, they cannot see thBovernment is so upset about. Of the 1 135 complaints, 165
reason for the decision involving 18 December. Last year atomplained about overcharging, amounting to a total
this time a net of police using breathalysers was placedf .004 per cent of complaints. Only .000021 complained of
around the city and, when people found out what wasexual harassment, .004 complained about smoking in a taxi,
happening, they left their cars in the car parks and on theéd002 per cent complained about driver appearance, .008 per
streets and tried to get a taxi home rather than taking theent complained about attitude, .00096 per cent complained
chance of going through a breathalyser. about booking problems, .00121 per cent complained about
| am angry about another matter also, and | am going t@abusive or rude behaviour, .00156 per cent complained about
name the Senior Enforcement Officer for the Passengédate service, and .00171 per cent complained about dangerous
Transport Board, Chris Melvin, who has employed Chubldriving. That is not bad. Could you imagine any other
inspectors to threaten— company, business or Government department which carries
Mr Koutsantonis: It's the Minister. or deals with 8 million passengers or clients in one year and
Mr CONDOUS: Do not get political. Those inspectors which receives only .01 per cent complaints from all those
have been employed to threaten taxi drivers that, if they dpassengers, out of 8 million? It is not a bad record: probably
not remove from the rear of their cars the signs condemnintfie best in Australia, if not the best in the world.
the blue plates, there will be repercussions. | thought that this Over the past five years this Government has disappointed
was a democracy and that we had the right, if we did noaind let down the taxi industry. In an article in tBeinday
believe in a decision of this country, to demonstrate againd¥lail, the reporter Brad Crouch paints a very different picture.
it. If 1, as a taxi driver, wanted to exhibit a sign indicating that A report by the University of South Australia Transport
blue plates are scab cabs, | should have the right to do th&ystems Centre showed that passengers were waiting an
If | want to put a sign in my car saying, ‘Blue platers are average of six minutes. The longest average wait was eight
cheap entry’, | should be able to do so, because they arerainutes at the Adelaide Casino, where people were forced to
cheap entry: they are a $50 entry into the business of taxjueue. So, overall the taxi industry is providing a better
driving in another form. Meanwhile, taxi drivers mortgage service and doing it better and faster than in any other State
their homes, borrow the necessary $160 000 and go out ariil Australia.
work for about $8 or $9 an hour. But the down side is that wages and turnover are down,
The decision taken in this matter is an utter disgrace andnd so are telephone bookings. The average shift wage is
should be reconsidered completely. | have no objections tabout $152.83. That means that a driver is taking home
its applying to New Year’s Eve, but that should be the only$76.40—that is, over a 12 hour shift, $6.36 an hour. So, taxi
day, because of the huge pressure and demand occurring @rivers are providing a fast, safe and reliable service for $6.36
that day. The taxi industry has to be protected. It is aran hour, and now the Government wants to make them
important industry for tourism and plays a very important paricompete with hire cars, whose costs to set up are $50 for a
in terms of welcoming many visitors from all over the world hire car blue plate, police clearance and a licence fee. The
to this State and city. If members think that our taxi driverscabby has to complete a five day driver training course
are rough here, they are not: they are good taxi drivers. Catatosting over $400, obtain medical and police clearance, buy
a cab in Sydney and see the treatment you receive and tletaxi plate worth over $150 000, buy a new vehicle radio
filth of the car. Our taxi drivers have to put up with abusefitted with the global positioning system (GPS) and a meter,
from people who are drunk beyond belief and who in manyand pay over $1 000 in registration fees, which this Govern-
cases, as the member for Peake would know, vomit in the cament has decided to tax them.

requiring the driver to pay $80 to have it cleaned up. These two industries are not competing on a level playing
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable field, as | said yesterday in my contribution to the grievance
member’s time has expired. debate. This Government is going after the taxi industry with

a blowtorch. | cannot understand why the Party of small

Mr KOUTSANTONIS (Peake): If the member for pusiness has let down every single cabby in South Australia:
Colton actually believes that the public servant who has beetmere is no reason for it. Sending out Chubb security guards
named in Parliament without being able to defend herself iso harass and intimidate small business over what they are
responsible for hiring Chubb security guards to intimidatedisplaying on their shop front is an outrage in any democracy.
taxi drivers, then, in the words of the member for Elder, IThis is the sort of thing we would see in a third world nation
have a bridge | would like to sell the member for Colton. Iwhere a dictator rules, not in a country such as Australia
can tell the member for Colton that the directive has comevhere we have a democratic system. | do not remember the
from the top, from the Liberal Minister, Ms Diana Laidlaw. Government complaining about taxis displaying ‘Bannon
The Government’s Passenger Transport Board releas@lunders’ stickers in 1992-93. Then Minister Barbara Wiese
figures on Sunday about the number of complaints made byever instructed cab drivers to remove those stickers; she
passengers using taxis. The report shows a total of 1 13inderstood the need for freedom of speech, but this Minister
complaints lodged in 1997-98, just 17 more than in the pasrgets it.
financial year, 1996-97. The report, rather than defending
South Australia’s taxis, casts a gloomy shadow over the Mr VENNING (Schubert): | rise today to speak about
industry. | would have thought that the Minister would bewhat | believe is a very serious problem in my electorate of
shouting from the rooftops defending our cabbies butSchubert and particularly in the Barossa Valley and regions.
instead, we have had silence from the Government. Alit involves several issues, but taking one course of action
interesting point that seems to have been ignored in the repostould rectify them. It concerns new employment opportuni-
is that, of more than 8.2 million people who used taxis inties, expansion of industry and—the most serious—the tragic
1997-98, only .01 per cent of those people found our cabbie®ad toll, which is not decreasing in this State, particularly in
wanting. the Barossa, which has a very poor record in relation to the
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road toll. This could all be fixed by one course of action, andproblem of the road toll and the measures taken to curb it.
that is the upgrade of what is locally known as GomersaBarely a week goes by without my hearing about a most
Road. The upgrade of this road would take heavy vehicleserious road accident or a tragic fatality in the Barossa. |
semitrailers and B-doubles from the many minor roads in théelieve that upgrading the Gomersal Road will go a long way
Barossa. It would provide a direct route from Sturt Highwaytowards diminishing the growing problem we face. If one life
just north of Gawler right into the centre of the Barossa, justs saved then it is undoubtedly worth it.
south of Tanunda. It would take most of the commercial
traffic off the tourist roads. This would obviate the need for
these heavy B-double types of truck, with loads of up to
about 50 tonnes, to travel the whole length of Barossa Valley
Way, through Nuriootpa, Tanunda, Lyndoch and the centre PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
of Gawler and out onto the highway, causing problems in the
Gawler main street. It would then reserve the narrower roads The Hon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | move:
for the slow-travelling sightseeing tourists. That the committee have leave to sit during the sittings of the

I know that people have been talking about using rail butHouse this week.
when we are talking about the wine industry and the rapid Motion carried.
delivery of wine, that industry does not and cannot work on
any lag period or the delays caused by rail. Rail can certainly PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: QUEEN
be utilised for the delivery of less urgent goods, that is, ELIZABETH HOSPITAL
barrels and bottles, but it cannot meet today’s demands for
next day or just-in-time deliveries, with the cost of the three  Mr LEWIS (Hammond) to move:
handlings. Also, with the change of rail gauge, if freight were 154 the eighty-second report of the committee on the Queen
put on the train in Tanunda it would have to change trainglizabeth Hospital intensive care redevelopment be noted.
ggﬁégédge;edg:,r?:rzause it is broad gauge in the Barossa and Mr Venning interjecting:

) . . Mr LEWIS: Let me tell the member for Schubert that we
Industry demands cannot wait for the wine to be transporthawe 11 matters to report to the House, and we have been

ed by semitrailer or a B-double to the rail freight yard and re'working about five times longer than his committee every

loaded, then to wait in the heat and be picked up by locomay eek for the past several months. In this instance the motion

tive, then delivered to Adelaide and then transhipped. It coul efore the House is that the House note the eighty-second

well take two days to get o the port. The wine industry need?’eport of the Public Works Committee, which is a follow-up

the fastest and most efficient methods of transport, hence ti}gport on the Queen Elizabeth Hospital Intensive Care Unit.

go{arﬂii(':ﬁ:jg?st I:t ?r:ier%?t?nddlzi?c? ; dlgdtrt]ﬁ aTgfrgPr?écE)r:J;?] does not really relate to the Queen Elizabeth Hospital as
P ch. | seek your advice and guidance, Sir, on how the

loaded onto the ship or plane ready for export and can be mmittee, relevant to the information given to it by the

th(ir? ee f\talgzﬂeosnonuetxéfwgrllre]%hF()tL?erv(\)”c?l?cr{e'?'rﬂfi;avﬁ?ﬁtL epartment of Human Services in response to inquiries the
9 P . committee made, can move that the House adopt our

IndXité%/th?igtsSd:?sdtrt\g?Llostvgzﬁtc\j%ev\?eaxgég ggr\rqg?s'al Roak commendations, given that the motion before the House is
y imply to note the report? Is it possible for me to move that

upgraded now to handle present demands but aiso iRe recommendations of the committee be adopted?

definitely need it for the future. We have seen phenomena ;
growth in the wine industry in this State, particularly in the thlingerTY SPEAKER: Does the honourable member

Barossa, where an estimated 60 per cent of the State’s grap%% .
are processed. Exports have already risen from under MrLEWIS: Yes, Sir.
$92 million to $563 million in the past five years and they are ~ Leave granted. )

continuing to surge. One only has to drive around the wine Mr LEWIS: In noting the report, | move adoption of the
regions of the State to see the massive plantings of vineEecommendations:

More vines mean more wine, more processing, more barrels That the Government exploit the window of opportunity available
and more bottles, which all have to be stored and moved orgnd conduct feasibility studies using business incubator techniques

) ; ; to determine whether surgical non-soft product can become both
BRL Hardy's Technical Director, Mr Angus Kennedy, has import replacement and export new business for South Australia, and

calculated that 20 000 direct and indirect new jobs will bég act urgently to ensure that South Australian businesses will be in
created in the next five years, so that is a very good statisti@. sound position to be highly competitive both nationally and
Some 700 new jobs will be created in the Barossa alone in thigternationally when the protection currently afforded to the
next 12 months, let alone what will happen over the next fivétustralian market is abolished.
years. The industry is investing or seeking to invest heavilyl he reason the committee makes this recommendation to the
in equipment to handle the extra grapes flowing in and irHouse is, quite simply, that we found that 90 per cent of non-
massive new insulated wine storage. This storage needs to beft products used in our hospitals, in particular in our
sited near roads accessible to heavy vehicles. The presesurgeries in South Australia, are acquired from overseas.
uncertainty is causing great concern and pressure on me About 90 per cent of what we use in our hospitals and
the local member. This storage adds up to millions of dollarssurgeries is imported, yet we are a smart society—there is no
at least 10 times more than the upgrade of this road woulduestion about that from any quarter of politics in this State—
cost. and we have some outstanding examples of it. We have
The final and most serious issue is that of the eveputstanding world’s best practice and leading edge tech-
increasing road toll. Only yesterday the Minister for Police,nology in our foundries. We also have metals finishing
Correctional Services and Emergency Services (Hon. Rechnologies which again are world’s best practice and
Brokenshire) spoke to the House about the ever present trageading edge, yet we have not developed the industries which
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manufacture millions of dollars worth of non-soft surgical | say to all members of the House that the Public Works
equipment, that is, hard product, that we use. Committee saw a window of opportunity and, rather than

It strikes me in consequence—and | am sure that akimply sticking to our knitting and rubber stamping the
honourable members would agree—that we are missing opropositions that come before the committee—of course, this
because there are jobs to be had from the manufacture andmmittee does not do that—we went the extra yard to get
assembly locally of such equipment, and existing technolothe information from the department about the current state
gies and training courses are available within TAFE andf supply in the marketplace and considered whether or not
engineering faculties within our universities to provide peopldt was competent for us to make a recommendation through
with those skills. Indeed, people already have those skills; athe House to the Government to get this new industry
we have to do is establish the enterprise. established.

The reason for the Public Works Committee making this  The industry will be worth tens of millions of dollars in
proposition to the House is that, whereas we would normallymport replacement alone. Now is the time to go into the
expect an industry itself to lobby us as members of Parliabusiness before the protection provided to Australian
ment for such assistance, there is no such industry for thisroducers prior to existing arrangements is taken off. It is a
product. So, how it can it lobby us for its own establishmentprotection for an industry that ought to be started but has not
It is very much like the aquaculture industry in Southbeen started because no-one has taken the initiative. It is a
Australia 20 years ago: it did not exist, but somebody had t@rotection that | am sure the people in Canberra provided in
see that it could exist and see what enormous economtbe belief that someone could and would take the initiative.
benefits there were in establishing it not only for the sake ofn view of the fact that it has not happened in any measure,
providing for our own consumption and needs but also, antisay to the House—and the committee recommends to the
more importantly, to establish it to sell the product outside théHouse with this proposition and through the House to the
State and overseas to improve our balance of payments a@bvernment—that we set about using business incubator
in so doing also provide extra jobs for South Australians. Weechniques, such as the precinct at Thebarton, in which young
had, in the case of aquaculture, an outstanding environmentand capable people who want to become entrepreneurs can
climate, site and so on, and other input factors for thafind office space and initial manufacturing facilities to get
industry to be established. We also had cheap land and cleatarted, and in so doing begin to put out some of the greater
and sound sources of food available for the commerciaalue, greater volume—either or both—products required by
species. We have now established an aquaculture industAustralian consumers and get themselves a connection with
and it is going gang-busters, and the number of species those consumer buyers, whoever they may be, wherever they
increasing. may be, and expand the number of items in their range from

| say to this House on behalf of the Public Works Commit-there. We need to use that business incubator technique to go
tee that we could do the same thing now in manufacturinginto this enterprise because | do not see any other way of
by producing in South Australia the surgical instrumentsdoing it.
products that are used by South Australian and Australian The last remark | want to make concerns the reason why
hospitals and clinics. That becomes then import substitutiothis new industry is so beneficial in prospect for South
and, more particularly, once we go into that level of produc-Australia: it is because our Department of Trade and Industry
tion | am sure that our producers will find that they can alschas already recognised the very high standard of excellence
match it with the best worldwide, because we do not haveéhat Dyanek has in its products sold world-wide and now
high costs of production of such high-tech equipment; andworth tens of millions of dollars. Whereas the State Govern-
in addition, we have the means of procuring the raw materialenent is encouraging the introduction of soft products into the
at very competitive prices. world market similar to that produced by Dyanek and other

We need the skills required for foundries, for drop forgeallied manufacturers, it makes perfect sense to add to the
casting and for metals finishing, that is, the same skills usedimension of the product by making the non-soft product a
in tool making and in finishing mag alloy wheels and the like.part of what is sent away in trade promotions and offered,
Sure, the surgical equipment will be made from differentwith the assistance of our State Department of Trade and
alloys of stainless steel and the like, or maybe non-ferroumdustry, to the world’s markets and the world’s consumers
metals, but all those skills are currently taught here. All weat no great additional cost.
need to do is encourage some young university graduate or We are already meeting these overhead costs in assisting
some other bright entrepreneur, like a gentleman that you arttie soft product penetration of the world market. We already
I both know, Sir—Quentin Moore of Murray Bridge. have an established reputation for excellence and quality; and

Quentin Moore has finally won the right—and he is for that reason, if for no other, we ought to add this additional
respected for that victory—to build fire trucks for the S.A. dimension of the range of non-soft surgical products and
Country Fire Service in Murray Bridge. He is a man withoutbecome famous almost immediately in the world marketplace
academic qualifications, even to the level of matriculationfor supplying this kind of material. If we do not do it,
yet he can not only read other people’s engineering plans arebmebody else will. The window of opportunity is now, as
understand what is written in specifications about alloystrade barriers across South-East Asia are coming down
tolerances and so on but indeed he makes his own plans afalowing the insistence of the International Monetary Fund
will do the research necessary to come up with the besin market reforms in those countries and in those economies.
possible materials with which to make the equipment. He is  As they recover from their recession or depression, they
beating the interstate people who tender to supply fire truckwill have a rapidly increasing demand which, if we supply it,
and other emergency services vehicles and is now into expowtill establish our industry at exactly the right time in the
It can be done and it does not require a university educatiomarketplace to grow as demand grows proportional to the rate
There is a man with an outstanding intelligence who wa®f growth of demand, without the need to rub someone else’s
bored witless by school as it did not challenge him adequatarame out of the order book and put our own name there. The
ly, and he is now running a very successful business. opportunity is now: it is not next year and it was probably not
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there two or three years ago. It is for that reason, on behalfould like to acknowledge some of them: the Ngarrindjeri
of the committee, | commend the proposition and theHeritage Committee; Kirstie Parker, Director of Tandanya;
recommendation to the House. Katrina Power, Chair of Tandanya board; the full board of
Tandanya on three occasions; Paul Ah Chee, Director of the
Ms THOMPSON secured the adjournment of the debate Aboriginal Arts and Culture Centre, Alice Springs; Dolly
Grinites Nampijinpa, Warlpiri Elder and head of the Warlpiri

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: AUSTRALIAN Women's Council; members of the Wujal Wujal Community,
ABORIGINAL CULTURE GALLERY North Queensland; Noel Pearson, Executive Director of the
. . . Cape York Land Council; Mangkaja Arts Resource Agency,
Adjourned debate on motion of Mr Lewis: Fitzroy Crossing, Western Australia; Colin Dillon, ATSIC
That the eightieth report of the committee on the AustralianCommissioner for Kimberley; Tenant Creek Elders; the
Aboriginal Culture Gallery be noted. Koorie Heritage Trust of Victoria; and the Western Australian
(Continued from 4 November. Page 187.) Arts Department (Aboriginal Affairs Section).

. In fact, 120 organisations and people have been consulted,;

Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): | am pleased to speak in | sglected from them merely to indicate the breadth and depth

support of the committee’s report relating to the Australianyf the people who have offered their support and guidance in

Aboriginal Culture Gallery project. This project has thethe development of this gallery. We seek to establish a
potential to be very exciting for the local community and verypstional gallery. Support from New South Wales,
valuable in terms of offering an important additional tOU”StQueensIand, the Northern Territory, Western Australia,
attraction to the visitors to our State. We are looking atrasmania and Victoria is important to our ability to do so.

establishing an anthropological museum, and the researgthe proponents of the project have developed an innovative
presented to the committee indicated that anthropologicalyhibition which will enable people to examine the artefacts
museums have their own following—almost like R&g | i the context of a theme. A number of electronic devices will
think there are only five anthropological museums in they|iow interaction. | must say that, at the moment, | do not

world at present, and there are tourists who will travel tq,ngerstand the full excitement caused by these devices, but
those museums in order to enjoy and investigate the societiggm sure they will be very interesting.

on which our communities are b_a_s_ed. . It is necessary to acknowledge the many sponsors who
| have had the_ pleasure of visiting the Anth.ropologlcalhave made possible this project, the cost of which has not
Museum of Mexico on two occasions and, in fact, thebeen met entirely by the public purse. A number of major

presence O.f that_museum was the main reason for my re.tu%mpanies and individuals in our community have indicated
visit to Mexico City. So, | most sincerely hope that this will y,oi” yillingness to contribute substantial sums to this

i . %roposal. However, at this stage, | do not wish to name any
which is a national gallery. As most members would be f them as their consent has not been sought

aware, the South Australian Museum has a unique an(c)i | t . le of i . t of thi
extensive collection of Aboriginal artefacts. The challenge want o raisé a couplé of ISSues In respect ot this
has been to decide how they can be best used to the beném)posal. I.refer, first, to the title to the land. The gallery sits
of the Aboriginal community, the South Australian on land which almost by common use belongs to the people

community and the world community in gaining some sortOf South Australia. There is still a need for the Department

of access and insight into this important world culture that wdOr the Arts to clarify the issue relating to the title. Similarly,
have located in Australia. we ha\(e urged that the name of'the gallery be registered. This
The work that the museum has done in consulting with théS @n Important collepnon which we want to be kr_10wn
Aboriginal community to ensure that the new display and thé1at|onally and internationally as the Australian Collection. It
concept of the gallery is compatible to their traditional needs$> trz]iesriefﬁirf?c;g:’lg?r:t/aensttf’:g;]\{v]%EI:L'j?((;totr?]emnuir::e ofthis gallery
has been extensive, and the way in which the cooperation S 9 - . - y
been forthcoming is very much deserving of the thanks of the Another important issue that.W|.II be of interest to a
South Australian people because, if all goes according taum_berof people in the community is the whales. Children
plan, we all will benefit from the presence of this museumin this State well know the whales that flank the entrance to
I would like to acknowledge some of those who have offered® museum. As the extensions to the museum and the
their support. Harold Furber, the Assistant Director of thdocation of thg gallery involve (;on5|derable work arqund that
Central Land Council has written: area, there is theexed question of what to do with the
Thank you for your letter and the material on the proposethE’}:;aE' The C(émrr?lttee Sll:jggesged that, nglstdthe_”vvhe_lles
Aboriginal Cultures Gallery at the South Australian Museum. [t€ould be moved, they could not be removed and still enjoy
looks to be an exciting concept. It would be good to see a greatdhe support of the people of South Australia. That is a long
range of items from the museum’s collection on permanent displayvinded way of saying that our children would not like it if the
It ta'sto Wog'?hbe 900CfJI /gobsee.thtle museum Ejake up an\givpreselnt thghales were taken away. The committee strongly urged the
intertwine emes o original culture and country. vve appiau
your endeavours and wish you every success. ‘broponents to ensure that the whales stay. _
A very famous name in Yothu Yindi has also offered its We have not seen the plans for the final presentation of the
support through Britta Deckel, an assistant, who writes: frontage of the gallery as therg was some rethinking gnd
Dear Sir. | in in relat ' X fax ' ey 19§7 redrafting at the last moment. This means that the committee
g ing n elaton o your 2 om 7 ay 1997 i in o positon to comment o the suiabilty ofthe facade
Yunupingu indicated his interest in supporting the gallery and 1&nd its ability to integrate with the rest of the environment on
thought I'would just touch base with you. Please accept my apologig¥orth Terrace. However, we are confident that the proponents
for the delay in response. will come up with a facade that is entirely suitable for the
An extensive list of organisations and people have beelpcation.
consulted in the development of the gallery and, again, | Motion carried.
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: MODBURY north be provided with updated facilities particularly for
HOSPITAL obstetric care.
Motion carried.
Adjourned debate on motion of Mr Lewis:
That the seventy-ninth report of the committee on the Modbury PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE: SOUTH COAST
Hospital redevelopment be noted. DISTRICT HOSPITAL

(Continued from 5 November. Page 222.) Adjourned debate of Mr Lews:
Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): The Modbury Hospital That the seventy-eighth report of the committee on the South
redevelopment is of an entirely different nature from theCoast District Hospital redevelopment be noted.
Aboriginal Culture Gallery. The member for Elizabeth has  (Continued from 5 November. Page 223.)
spoken extensively on this issue, but | want to add a few brief
points. First, whilst the development is clearly needed, Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): | have spoken briefly on this
particularly in respect of the obstetric and gynaecologicamatter and pointed out that, during the course of our inquiries
facilities—which are antiquated and must have been antiquaét the South Coast District Hospital, the committee investigat-
ed in the 1970s—and the operating theatres, the committesl the protection of the water supply for country hospitals and
was frustrated throughout its investigations by delays irthe availability of emergency power facilities. The Public
obtaining information. Works Committee has developed the practice that when, in
On 20 May we visited the site and began our formalthe course of its activities, it identifies something relevant to
investigations into the proposal. We requested considerabtiher public works—as in the earlier case today, with respect
additional information which, unfortunately, was slow in to the development of the State—it draws it to the attention
coming. That information related particularly to our investi- of the House. In this case, the committee members choose to
gation of claims raised by the community as to whether thelo so simply by means of debate rather than by any form of
two floors that have been made available for the Modburyecommendation.
Private Hospital development are really available for private In its investigations of the South Coast District Hospital—
development or whether in the near or medium term futuren eminently suitable proposal, and a facility that is very well
they will be needed for the public hospital. managed—the committee asked how many hospitals that
The committee was of the opinion that demographidhave become incorporated under the Health Commission and,
projections lined up against knowledge of current trends iriherefore, represent some risks to the public purse, are not
health care would be readily available to enable the decisioisolated and protected by non-return valves. The response
of the hospital to lease two floors to the private sector to bérom the Health Commission reads as follows:
readily substantiated. Therefore, it was very disappointing  n compliance with the current Building Code of Australia (BCA)
that it took until close to the end of August to get any furtherand AS/NZ 3500 Plumbing and Drainage Code, all new buildings
information. That information lacked clarity, and we had toare requi_rec_j to be in'stall'ed with back flow prevention devices as part
convene a second hearing on 2 September in order to clarifff the building certification process.

f : . : : . For most of the major metropolitan hospitals compliance only
this point, which | saw as being quite basic in terms of theexists where there have been development works of recent years. As

decision to lease two floors of the Modbury Hospital buildingredevelopment proposals are progressed compliance is addressed
to the private sector. across the site progressively. Most metropolitan sites have planned

The Speaker signed the report on 30 September. After wdevelopment processes.
had heard the second lot of evidence, we wanted to be sufiere is an incorporated table that indicates the current
that there would be no further delays as we had been tolsituation. That shows that, in fact, only two of the metropoli-
again and again by the hospital that the matter was urgent.gan hospitals have complete protection in this way: the
was therefore with considerable surprise that | learnt earlieAdelaide Dental Hospital and the Gawler Health Services.
today that it appears that still no tenders have been called ail8me buildings of other hospitals have protection, but there
no contract let. is clearly a need for this matter to be addressed.

This raises concern about the administrative processes in In the country there is a similar situation, where newly
the Health Commission, particularly in relation to Modbury developed hospitals, such as at Mount Gambier, Port Augusta
Hospital, regarding, first, whether it is able adequately tand Port Lincoln, are complying with the code. The Health
support this fairly important decision with documentation andCommission response continues:
hard evidence and then whether it is able to proceed t0 the majority of smaller country hospitals utilise overhead water
implement the project. We are told that the matter is urgenktorage tanks and gravity feed systems to supply cold water. These
and our observation of some of the facilities at the hospitasystems are low pressure and incorporate a clear air break between
indicates that that is so. So, | express concern about tH8€ SA Water supply and the hospital systems. This is deemed

: - - satisfactory until the hospital undertakes any significant upgrading
management of the project to this point. when complying back flow prevention installations will be required.

We hope that the project will soon proceed so that th@vhere the table indicates that anti-back flow is required upgrade will
people of the northern suburbs are able to enjoy a first claggcur on a priority basis as funding permits over the next two to three
facility. We note this particularly in the context of the Y&as:
crowding of the facilities at the Women’s and Children’s It seems that, of all the country hospitals, there are 11 that
Hospital and the requirement being withdrawn for peopleequire upgrading in the near future. They include: Coober
from the northern suburbs to use the facilities in the northPedy, Gumeracha, Leigh Creek South, Lower Murray, Mount
Many of them are choosing not to use Modbury Hospital aBarker, Murray Bridge, Naracoorte, Oodnadatta, Whyalla and
the moment, particularly the obstetric facilities because theyWoomera. | am sure that the members representing those
are so grubby and poorly designed in today’s context. It imreas will be interested to ensure that the appropriate water
most urgent that this work go ahead and that the people of treupply protection systems are introduced urgently.
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The other question that the committee asked related to thever the past couple of years to try to encourage more people
backup energy supply. We were informed that all but one ofo spend money on the TAB, X-Lotto or other forms of
the 64 country health units are provided with backuplegalised gambling. At least, with respect to poker machines,
emergency power generation or are part of a wider backughey are contributing directly to the Gamblers’ Rehabilitation
system, Leigh Creek South being the exception. However, dfund, which other forms of gambling do not. In addition, they
those 64 country health units, 22 are under capacity to be ableve also created, in terms of hotels and clubs, hundreds of
to fully meet an emergency. So, again, there is a situatiomillions of dollars of investment, jobs and also the opportuni-
which needs attention—probably the vigilance of the localy for people to relax in hotels that they would not otherwise
members as well as the good offices of the Health Commishave gone to. | know that many of the more senior citizens
sion. However, | noted that, at a time when we are lookingvould not have gone into a number of the hotels in my
for immediate opportunities for work, this provides someelectorate for many years because they were generally run
opportunities in country areas for skilled trades workers, whaown. They did not offer meals, and the type of clientele that
often find it difficult to obtain work in the country, to they attracted was off-putting to women and to senior citizens
undertake some very important community work. That is alin particular.
| wish to say on this matter. As | said earlier, the proposal Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:

was found to be sound, needed and well conducted. Mr CLARKE: There were a couple of hotels in my
Motion carried. electorate that specialised in that area at one stage as well.
Mr Koutsantonis: How do you know?
SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE: Mr CLARKE: Only because the staff have told me of
GAMBLING that—that if, in fact, they lost their poker machines, they

. . would have to go back to the bad old days of topless waitress-
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.B. Such: es and topless barmaids, and the like, and | was almost going
That the eleventh report of the committee on gambling be notedo reconsider my view as a result. But, in any event, those
(Continued from 18 November. Page 280.) hotels have been significantly upgraded with respect to their

decor and the like. | notice that, at a number of hotels in my
Mr CLARKE (Ross Smith): Much that | would have electorate which | visit and at which | have meals with my
said on the report has already been said by other speakers,family, many senior citizens and family groups enjoy a cheap

I will try to keep my comments brief. Having had an oppor- meal—they are not bad quality meals for the price you pay—

tunity to read the report—although not all of it—I congratu- a few drinks and even have a flutter on the poker machines.

late the Social Development Committee on the work thatit | do not see anything wrong with that. | know that our

did and, by and large, | do not have any particular objectionsaxation regime is regressive, that it applies irrespective of

to its recommendations. However, | have some, and | wilbne’s level of income and that, by and large, those who tend

mention them. to play poker machines have low or fixed incomes, but that

It has been my view for some time that the criticism thatis their choice. | do not see any reason why they should be
has been levelled at the poker machine industry by certaidenied their right to play poker machines. The member for
interest groups within our community has been, by far, to&Spence can enjoy his right to have a bet at the TAB. The
vociferous. The so-called ill-effects of poker machines—andonourable member enjoys that, and he has every right to do
we certainly know that there are some, in the sense thatitis. It is a battle of his wits, of testing his skill, in terms of
patently obvious in electorates such as mine that a number pfcking the right horse on the right race; but, apparently, he
people have suffered in that they are problem gamblers, arfths not been that good at it—or at least his tips have not been
the impact that that has had not only on themselves but otihat good. Fortunately, | have never followed his advice on
their families—are undeniable. But the fact of the matter issuch matters.

that for many businesses to blame their failure on poker | do agree with the Social Development Committee’s

machines and on people who play the poker machines i®commendation that administering the legislation needs to

stretching a long bow. be changed to avoid a conflict of interest where the
I note in particular that Mr Bob Moran, the running mate Treasurer’'s responsibilities involve the receipt of revenue
of the Hon. Nick Xenophon of the No Pokies Party at the lasbnly, that another group of Ministers—a Cabinet subcommit-

State election, blamed the loss of his car business on pok&ze—should look at the issue of community welfare and that

machines. | said at the time that | did not believe it, and | dat should be coordinated through that Cabinet subcommittee

not believe it now. | believe that there is a whole host ofrather than through the Treasurer of the day. Treasurers are
reasons—which | will not go into at this point in time—as to notoriously flint hearted. They are interested only in raising
why his business failed. But the thought that a couple of oldevenue: they do not like spending any money on anything
pensioners going down to the local pub and playing the pokeat any time. They cannot be trusted with the huge task of
machines, spending their $20, was the cause of the loss of hastually spending money. It has always been my view that
business is just to stretch credulity to the outer limits—aslreasurers have the easiest job in the State—they only have
virtually every other honourable member in this Houseto worry about collecting the money. It is the other Ministers
knows. of the day who have the big responsibility of coming up with

A number of people are critical of poker machines but,creative ideas of how to spend that money. They have to be
strangely, are silent on the TAB or betting on the horse racingreative; Treasurers only have to flint hearted.

industry. They regard that as a noble art. | am not a gambler Mr Koutsantonis: Or black hearted.

of any great note in anything, quite frankly—other than, I Mr CLARKE: Yes. | do not agree with imposing a

suppose, if you take politics as being one great gamble. Buteiling limit of 11 000 gaming machines. However, the

regarding those people who favour the horses, | do not seecommendation is that it be reviewed biannually with a view
them rising up in protest or high dudgeon over the immens& reducing the number to fewer than 10 000. Frankly, that
advertising campaigns that the TAB in this State has launchedill only help a number of pokie barons (if you want to
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describe them that way) to enhance further their owrrecommendation that we tone down the music and provide a
profitability. It becomes a closed shop, it becomes antimoment of pause between bets. Some hotels are even using
competitive, and the market will find its natural level. the music a poker machine makes when you win money as
Nevertheless, | do support the recommendations in the repgoart of their advertising. So, the connection is there between
that we should not have pokie parlours. This refers to hugwinning and playing the poker machines.
banks of pokie machines being established with no areas set | am not a prude or so conservative as to say there should
aside for dining, relaxation or a more convivial environmentbe no gambling in South Australia. | think there is a place for
for people to be distracted other than by playing pokegambling in South Australia, be it betting on the TAB, betting
machines. So, in terms of its recommendations undewith Sportsbet on cricket and the football or betting at the
‘regulations and legislation’, my difference with the commit- Casino. | see no reason why we should outlaw gambling
tee, for the reasons | have already outlined, is with respect taltogether, but it seems to me that poker machines are out of
establishing a ceiling limit. As far as the rest of the report iscontrol in South Australia. South Australia was identified in
concerned, | am fairly comfortable with it. the report as having the largest number of poker machines per
| was particularly interested to note the comment of thecapita in Australia.
Executive Director of the Australian Institute for Gambling  That is why | am surprised that there is no support for a
Research, University of Western Sydney, Professor Japap on poker machines, because if we put a cap on the 11 000
McMillen, who in the Social Development Committee reportpoker machines by allowing only 40 per club, how could that
describes Government regulation of Australian gambling apossibly restrict competition? If there is one club out of
having ‘a deserved international reputation for integrity,11 000 with 40 poker machines, it means that a huge number
prevention of criminal influences and sensitivity to socialof pubs and clubs actively operate poker machines. In terms
concerns’. Further, Professor McMillen said that thisof competition, pokie pubs cannot alternate in terms of the
regulation achieved ‘a rare balance between the oftelevel of success on a poker machine, so you cannot say to
contradictory objectives of commercial profitability and yourself, for example, ‘If I go to Lockleys, | have a one in 10
public benefit'. chance of winning; but if I go to the Wheatsheaf | have a one
Again, during the 1960s, 1970s and 1980s when newn three chance of winning.’ In terms of competition, pokie
forms of gambling were established, the South Australiadparons cannot regulate the level of competition: all they can
community and members of Parliament took particular carelo is regulate the number of pokie machines they have, up to
in our laws to minimise the extent of any corruption, criminala maximum of 40. So, putting a ceiling on the number of
invasion or intrusion into our gambling codes. We took greatnachines will not affect competition.
care with that. We must always be very vigilant in that area However, | acknowledge the member for Ross Smith’s
so that we do not end up like places in the United Statepoint about making these so-called ‘pokie barons’ even richer
where organised crime runs many of the gambling casinagy imposing a restriction. | have been to the Lockleys Hotel
and other forms of gambling. With those few words, |and have seen the $5 million development there. | congratu-
commend the report to the House. late the hotel on its development. The hotel, with 40 poker
machines, employs 50 people and finds suitable employees
Mr KOUTSANTONIS (Peake): Having perused the hard to come by. Its front bar has a very good tradition, and
report quite carefully and listened to a number of the speechewisit it quite often. A lot of my local constituents who are
in support of the recommendations, | was amazed to hear thorkers, including construction workers and white collar
member for Spence’s comments about the changes he wantsrkers, visit the front bar quite regularly.
for these pokie parlours which operate in hotels and clubs, The dining room at the Lockleys Hotel seats up to 150
changes which have been rejected by the Australian Hotelseople, and | note also that the Liberal Party uses that dining
Association, the clubs and the committee. | can see no reasemom. This hotel is offering not only poker machines but
why the pokie barons, the Australian Hotels Association andther services and | see benefit in that. The decision | will
the committee could not see fit to allow some sort of naturahave to make as a member of Parliament in this place is: do
light, or a clock, into pokie parlours so that people could haveve take away its machines, even though the owners have
a moment of pause to think about exactly how much monejnvested $5 million in this State in good faith? The situation
they are losing on poker machines. is much like the taxi industry and someone buying a taxi plate
Apparently, | have in my electorate the largest number ofor $155 000 and finding tomorrow that the Minister says it
hotels of any electorate in South Australia: the Wheatsheais worth only $50. | can see how that would be detrimental
the Squatter's Arms, the Royal Hotel, the Lockleys Hotelto the livelihood of these proprietors and the people they
and the list goes on. Whenever | frequent these pubs onemploy.
week night or Saturday night for a meal with my family, alot  However, our job is to take into account the greater good.
of the people playing poker machines who recognise me dglembers are elected to this House to serve their constituents
the local member say, ‘Tom, please get rid of these machinesjithout bias and to the best of their ability, and to make
they are a burden.” Of course, | offer them alternatives talecisions for their well being and the well being of the State.
gambling by way of counselling, but these machines are sbnote in the prayers we offer every day before Parliament
addictive. These people find it very hard to escape the lurstarts that we seek guidance in our deliberations in order to
and the trap of the poker machine. achieve the best for the State. In considering private
Another of the member for Spence’s recommendations imembers’ Bills or any other legislation brought before the
that the type of noise emitted by poker machines be changetHouse | hope that every member votes in good conscience
Of course, the music is designed by marketing experts whand faith, as | am sure they will.
have done research and conducted focus groups. They use thel have to question my own conscience about poker
type of techniques that we politicians use during elections tonachines. It seems that poker machines have done more harm
try to lure people, in this case, to poker machines. | do nothan good and, if | had been in this place when the former
know why the committee did not accept Mr Atkinson’s Labor Government introduced poker machine legislation, |
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would have voted against the Bill. | have been very disap- Leave granted.

pointed with some of the Labor members in this Parliament  The program for completing the comprehensive revision of the
previously who voted for poker machines but who are now_ocal Government Act is proceeding and draft Bills, which were

not here to take responsibility for their actions. That is the'ecently the subject of extensive public consultation, are now being

ebb and flow of politics. | have seen a number of people losEVised: One of the objectives for the review of the Act is that
rovisions concerning regulatory functions shared by State and Local

their homes. Indeed, | have had four people come to mEovernment should be located i the specific legislation which deals
office in the past year, but the most tragic case was a youngith that function. This methodology will clarify respective roles,
woman with her two children: her youngest baby was nineeliminate fragmentation, gaps and overlaps or provide scope for
months old and her eldest daughter 3% years, and she safimplification and consistency with national standards.

‘ ; ) < Asapreparatory step towards achieving those goals of clarity and
Mr Koutsantonis, we can’'t make the mortgage payments thl(S.oordination, this Bill rationalises provisions of the Local Govern-

month. My husband has lost it all gambling.’ There was NOent Act relating to fire protection by transferring necessary powers
one | could contact but | telephoned the bank and asked fab Acts which cover those fields and repealing obsolete provisions.
an extension. The bank told me there had been a recurring The Bill repeals a part of the Local Government Act containing
problem. fire prevention provisions which are either covered in the SA

. P etropolitan Fire Service Act 1936 and the Country Fires Act 1989
| telephoned the husband, who got upset with his wife fol, 56 ohsolete. It also repeals related powers to make by-laws under

coming to see me, and | thought afterwards that | washe Local Government Act and ensures that Councils can make
powerless to help this person. | was absolutely powerlessecessary orders in relation to the presence of inflammable
because of these damn machines. All | can say is that | a,?mdergrowth and storage of inflammable materials under the relevant

) : . . . Ire legislation.
disappointed with the Social Development Committee, ™ 140 " o Country Fires Act, Councils already have an order-

because it has not taken even the smallest step to try to Waghking power in relation to the protection of private property from
people of the dangers of poker machines. | have not declaréige which some Councils use in preference to by-laws. This is

my hand on how | will vote on the Hon. Mr Xenophon's Bill primarily used in relation to ordering land owners to reduce the
and | will not be declaring it until | read the final Bill in its volume of inflammable undergrowth. Minor amendments are needed

. : : . ., to this provision to bring it up to date by ensuring the powers also
entirety. However, | can say that in my deliberations | will ¢,e\'the storage of inflammable materials, and setting out steps in

not be influenced by people who write to lobby me but whorelation to the service of notices to owners in cases where the notice
do not leave their names and addresses on these lobbyihgs gone to an occupier of land.
letters. The SA Metropolitan Fire Service Act does not have any

; uivalent provision, so the Bill provides for an appropriate order-
The AHA has bee_n sen_dlng me unaddressed Iet_ters froﬁﬂaking povf/)erfqrpoqncils to paPaIIeI thatinthe Cgﬁnt‘r)y Fires Act.
members who work in their pubs and clubs. I consider thahn appeal provision is provided to the District Court which has
to be crank mail and | throw it in the bin immediately. All I broad powers to vary or cancel requirements imposed by the Council
can say is that we have a huge responsibility, although oftegr refer the matter back to the Council.
we take it very lightly. It is easy to do that in this place. Every Councils in both country and metropolitan areas have, under by-

e e I w, been issuing notices requiring the removal of inflammable
day we make decisions that affect people’s lives and we d ndergrowth and material to reduce fire hazards for many years, and

not realise the impact. All | can say is that | believe that pokegre experienced in the administration of this type of power for
machines have had an adverse impact on this State. | realismnaging fire risk. These changes make Councils powers more
that poker machines make up 12 per cent of our State budgé&gnsistent over the whole State and improve appeal rights in relation
and South Australia has become addicted to poker machin&s°rders issued in ”&i”lc;?g'ttiﬁﬂ sfreca‘;'u cos
just like a drug. This Government, the former Labor Govern- ) =XP

Clause 1: Short title
ment and probably the future Labor Government need the 12, jause is formal.
per cent revenue from poker machines in our State budget but cjause 2: Commencement
we have to act and be decisive. The measure will be brought into operation by proclamation.

Poker machines are causing immense pain to small Clause 3: Interpretation
business, workers and ordinary South Australians. We havEhis measure amends several Acts. A reference to ‘the principal Act’
a responsibility and duty to look at the greater good for thig? ag’.a”'cu'ﬁr provision 1> irﬁfere?ce to the Act referred to in the
State rather than the short-term gain of 12 per cent in oufeading to the Part in which the reference occurs.
. o Clause 4: Amendment of s. 40—Private land

State budget. Even though | will be giving support to they js proposed to make some technical changes t€thentry Fires
report, basically because | have to, | am disappointed with thect 1989to provide greater consistency between the order-making

committee and | look forward to some change to gamblingcheme under this section and the proposed amendmentSotitie
in South Australia. Australian Metropolitan Fire Service Act 193®ntained in this
measure.

. Clause 5: Repeal of Part XXXII
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH  secured the adjournment of the Part XXXII of the Local Government Act 1934 to be repealed on

debate. the basis that the provisions are either contained i€thentry Fires
Act 19890r the South Australian Metropolitan Fire Service Act
STATUTES AMENDMENT (LOCAL 1934 or are no longer considered appropriate or necessary.
GOVERNMENT AND FIRE PREVENTION) BILL Clause 6: Amendment of s. 667—By-laws
The provisions of th&ocal Government Athat enable by-laws to
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL (Minister for Local Govern- be made by councils for fire prevention purposes are repealed as they

. . ; are to be replaced by other amendments proposed by this Bill, or are
ment) obtained leave and introduced a Bill for an Act t0 no jonger ré’quired,y prop y

amend the Country Fires Act 1989, the Local Government Clause 7: Insertion of s. 60B
Act 1934 and the South Australian Metropolitan Fire ServiceCertain by-law making powers in relation to fire and fire prevention

Act 1936. Read a first time. are to be replaced with an order making power underSbeth

. . Australian Metropolitan Fire Service Act 1938at is similar in

The an. MK BRINDAL: | move: . effect to a scheme that already exists underGbentry Fires Act
That this Bill be now read a second time. 1989

| seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
in Hansardwithout my reading it. Ms HURLEY secured the adjournment of the debate.
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PETROLEUM (PRODUCTION LICENCES) revert to the normal 21 years with rights of renewal only if
AMENDMENT BILL substantial commercial production was possible from a
licence area.
Adjourned debate on second reading. This is the set of conditions which Stephen Baker is said
(Continued from 18 November. Page 280.) to have described as a poor deal for South Australia. Mark

Davis quotes in the article unnamed sources who state that

Ms HURLEY (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): The  junior explorers other than Santos would also have spent
reason we have this Bill before us today is that petroleun$50 million to $100 million in that area over 15 years if they
exploration licences 4 and 5 in the Cooper Basin area wilhad been allowed to explore the area. | would have to say that
expire on 24 February 1999, with no automatic right offuture petroleum licences meeting the petroleum Act criteria
renewal to the current licence holder, Santos Limited. Thigs scarcely a substantial concession from Santos. It would
Bill seeks to give a right for a petroleum production licencenormally be required to meet the expectations of the law for
(PPL) where the licensee does not hold a current petroleuproduction licences.
exploration licence (PEL). The origin of this dilemmalliesin ~ The other major concession of a 15 year term for the lease
the Act introduced in 1975, the Cooper Basin (Ratification)compared with a 21 year term for the production licence
Act, which allowed Santos Limited to develop the Moombaagain does not seem to be a significant concession to Santos.
Gas Fields. It was introduced by a Labor Government and50, it seems quite likely that Stephen Baker may have been
as the Deputy Premier noted yesterday, the Act brought aboaorrect in saying that the current Minister did not extract a
major benefits to the South Australian economy and, as particularly good deal for the South Australian Government
result, those gas fields were extensively explored, developexhd has attracted the ire of other junior explorers who are
and exploited and gave South Australia a good and reliablkeen to come into the Nappamerri Trough to look for oil and
supply of gas. gas there and provide the competition that the industry is

Santos Limited spent many millions of dollars in the seeking up in the Cooper Basin.
exploration and development of that area. The problem arises | am informed that the protection that is sought for
now because a decision has been made that the Cooper Baggfroleum production licences under this Bill is consistent
be opened up to other petroleum and gas exploratiowith protections provided in other States, where exploration
companies. One reason for this is that we are all becomingompanies can apply for petroleum production licences where
much more mindful of the need for competition and it seemghey have discovered oil or gas which they are unable to
right that other explorers be allowed into this area in order t&Xploit over the term of the petroleum exploration licence
compete with Santos Limited for the right to exploit any gasperiod. Given the fact that in this area to some extent the
and oil in the Cooper Basin. An article Business Review horse has already bolted, the Opposition would be reluctant
Weeklyby Mr Mark Davis points out that this Bill will also t0 put a spoke in the wheel of continued exploration and gas
help Santos maintain effective control of one of the mosproduction by Santos Limited, and | therefore indicate that
prospective areas in the Cooper Basin, the Nappamerni€ support the Bill. However, we would be interested to hear
Trough. Indeed, that was the reason why the Deputy Premiéfe Minister’'s response to the criticism, particularly that
made a statement on the granting of petroleum productio@xpressed by Mark Davis, that the current Premier made a
licences to Santos within the Nappamerri Trough. Markdeal with Ross Adler of Santos; that that deal was not the best
Davis was critical of this granting of production licences andproposition for the State; that there is quite a deal of unrest
refers to a former Minister for Mines, Mr Stephen Baker. Hewithin the industry, particularly the junior explorers, because
states: they are unable to get access to these areas of the Nappamerri

Baker, who was the responsible Minister when the deal was donJ,rOUgh; and that Santos is keeping them out of those areas

is believed to have described it as very poor and not in the bedind locking up prospective areas in another sweetheart deal
interests of the State. . . after 23 years of monopoly control over the Cooper Basin.

Mark Davis further states: The Hon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | thank the

Santos has won its licences despite the fact that only eight We"@eputy Leader for her support. This measure has been made
have ever been drilled in the trough. ... necessary by the fact that initially it was to be included in the
The Minister’s explanation of this deal to grant Santos thenew Bill, but that will not be introduced until the Autumn
production licences in the Nappamerri Trough is that thesession next year. As the honourable member said, it is
Olsen Government negotiated the imposition of speciabasically to put beyond doubt the applications for PPLs which
provisions to the 17 production licences granted to Santosf we did not do this could be invalidated at the expiry of
and he outlined the conditions, which included that workPLs 5 and 6 on 27 February next year. This amendment will
obligations of $50 million in the first five years and a total of allow the department time to assess the applications that are
$100 million over 15 years were attached to the licences asiade before the expiry. This means that there will be the
awhole, with provisions for relinquishment of acreage afteopportunity for a proper assessment and to make sure that
five and 10 years. they measure up to the criteria.

The second provision was that all future petroleum This measure was flagged to industry in a green paper in
licences in the area to which the Cooper Basin (Ratification) 997 and received no negative comment. The Deputy Leader
Act applies would have to meet the Petroleum Act criteriaraised a couple of issues about the Nappamerri Trough. This
that petroleum of sufficient quantity and quality to warrantBill will not affect the Nappamerri Trough PPLs: it will affect
production had been discovered. Further, the productionnly the PPL applications outstanding as at 27 February.
licences provided for a maximum 15 year term for areas Ms Hurley interjecting:
where no commercial production had been established, as The Hon. R.G. KERIN: That is right: the Nappamerri
compared with the Petroleum Act of 21 years with right forTrough is already through. The Deputy Leader suggests that
renewal of future terms, and the term of the licence wouldhe fact that Santos agreed to apply for future PPLs under the
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Petroleum Act criteria was a minor concession. Many people GUARDIANSHIP AND ADMINISTRATION
would feel that that is a major concession and was quite a win (EXTENSION OF SUNSET CLAUSE AND

within the deal. Certainly, the big concession from Santos in VALIDATION OF ORDERS) AMENDMENT BILL
September last year was the work obligation of $50 million
over five years and $100 million over 15 years. Adjourned debate on second reading.

It is a minor Bill, but it will add some certainty, which | (Continued from 18 November. Page 284.)
do not think anyone disagrees with. When they put in for ) »
these PPLs we need to be sure that the data can be assesselY!S STEVENS (Elizabeth): The Opposition supports the
without any over-tight time lines which would mean that theBill- However, in so doing | will make a number of comments
quality of the work would suffer. So, | thank the Opposition 21d put @ number of questions that | hope the Minister will

for its support and look forward to this measure helping with@nSWer. | will weave my questions into my second reading
prosperity in the Cooper Basin. contribution as there are only a few clauses to be dealt with

in Committee. The Bill has two parts, the first being the

Bill read a second time. extension of the sunset clause that we previously extended

In Committee. about a year ago for 12 months, and the second part of the
Clause 1 passed. Bill relates to the validation of certain orders that have been
Clause 2. made.

With regard to the extension of the sunset clause, it is

Ms HURLEY: How many petroleum production licences v di e h 1 with h
are still outstanding for Santos, how many are expected in thgxtremely disappointing to be here again with another 12

next three months until the expiration of the explorationTONths extension to the sunset clause being put before the

licence and how long will it normally take to make a decisionHouse. Wwill the Minister please_ e_x_plain_ why we are in t_his
on those licences? situation yet again? When the initial Bill was passed right

- back in 1993, there were a number of issues where there was
The Hon. R.G. KERIN' At the moment W'th'n the some concern, and because of that it was decided that a three-
system there are in the region of 25 applications, and w

expect that we may have up to another 20 applications. So 8ear sunset clause would be put in place for there to be time
will be able to be dealt with before 27 February. Some o look at what happened and to make changes.

; . i About a year ago we extended that for a year, and today
those not dealt with by then will be more difficult than others, o : h " .
and we need to look at the data to ensure that everything we are extending it yet again. The disappointing aspect of this

- : . - 8 that very many vulnerable people in our community are
\rﬁ(lj'gt'l;rshe time line of extension would be a matter of sever aiting on the results of this and waiting on changes for the

o future. It seems that we have fallen behind in our schedule yet
Ms HURLEY: My understanding is that Santos has again. | certainly hope we will not be back here in 12 months
obviously done a good deal of exploration in the area and hagoing the same thing again. The Minister owes us all a very
a good deal of information about the geological features o§pecific and detailed explanation about why we are doing this
the area. The data it has obtained from that exploration is segain just one year on from the last time.
to the Department of Mines, and that data (but not the ~| refer to the two reviews undertaken in relation to the
interpretation Santos has from that data) is to be madgyardianship and Administration Act and related issues. |
available to companies that wish to apply for explorationynderstand that the legislative review was established on 15
licences in the new areas. The article by Mr Mark Davis in\arch 1997 and that 56 submissions were made, which gives
theBusiness Review Weelslgys that there is some concerns some idea of how important this matter has been to a wide
among some prospective explorers that enough data is Nginge of people in the community. The task was finally
being handed over. | have some information that there is @ompleted by that committee in July this year, and | under-

dispute between the Department of Mines and Santos abogfand that the report of the legislative review group has been
the provision of data, what format the data may be in and howith the Minister since then.

Minister comment? impossible for the members of that group to concentrate on
The Hon. R.G. KERIN: While itis alleged that there is  legislative issues alone: it was impossible not to consider
a dispute, there is no dispute as agreement has been reaclgeérational issues as well, because they are closely linked. |
on the data to be made available. That data is probablynderstand that the legislative review report—which | have
superior to any other data available for fields in Australianot yet seen but | will be very interested to see as soon as
Unfortunately, the article is a little misleading on that point.possible—covers operational issues as well as legislative
Ms HURLEY: So the Deputy Premier is saying that thereCoOncerns.
is complete understanding between the department, Santos | understand that an operational review was also estab-
and other explorers about the presentation of the data and thgéhed, | think at the beginning of this year, and that it also
timeliness with which data is going out to other companiegeported to the Minister in July this year. Somehow, between
interested in exploration licences? the reporting and now, we have missed the boat in terms of
The Hon. R.G. KERIN: | am told that the quantity and "&W legislation, but | certainly hope that this will _happen as
type of data is not a problem. Timeliness has not been a big Matter of urgency. | understand that two-thirds of the
factor as there has been good agreement and a good f blems that have been reported are operational, and we

through of that. | am told that huge amounts of data havé‘eed to be assured that both the legislative and operational
been made ava{ilable and that it is of good quality. issues will be addressed as soon as possible. Two years has

elapsed since the Bill was introduced, and | believe that we
Qlause passed. need to get on and address both the operational issues and the
Title passed. legislative matters as soon as possible. It would be a travesty
Bill read a third time and passed. if we resolved the legislative issues without looking at the
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operational issues because, as | said, they are intertwined aather or both? Is it reviews only, or does it extend to other
| believe we cannot do one without the other. matters?

| also believe that there will be a need for some Finally, how can we be sure that the problem will not
community consultation and discussion on the reports thatcur? What changes of practice will be implemented for the
have been tabled with the Minister. | am sure that thduture? What are the implications, if any, for getting through
56 proponents of the submissions that went to one of thostae workload that the Guardianship Board faces if there must
committees—and | am sure that other groups spoke with thiee changes of practice to go back to three person boards, and
operational review committee—would want to look at whatwhat will be the resourcing implications for the future? The
has been suggested. | urge the Minister to undertake the taskpposition supports the Bill and looks forward to its passage
as a matter of urgency so that we can get much needeaHrough the Parliament.
changes in place as soon as possible in this very important
area. | understand that the new Public Advocate will soon be The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human
appointed; when will that be? | would hope that that persor$ervices):l thank the member for Elizabeth for her construc-
could handle some of the operational changes that shoutive remarks. Let me deal, first, with the roll-over of the Act
result from the operational review so that we can see theder a further 12 months. The honourable member is correct
things implemented as soon as possible. in saying that we have had both a legislative and an oper-

The second part of the Bill relates to the validation ofational review. Those reviews reported, | think, at the end of
orders. Pursuant to section 6(5) of the Act, the Guardianshiguly or early August. The honourable member must appreci-
Board is able to hear some matters with only one membette that it normally takes 12 to 18 months from the presenta-
sitting. A list from the Regulations was sent to me of thetion of the report of a review to legislation finally being
situations in which the Guardianship Board could sit withpresented to Parliament.
only one member in place. Why is there a need to have only Ms Stevens interjecting:
one member sitting on the panel? It has been pointed outto The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Certainly. | think the
me that over recent months the number of single membdtonourable member will find that the process involves
board hearings has increased greatly, and | would like thassessment of the reports and the preparation of drafting
Minister either to correct or affirm that over the past 18instructions. The matter then goes before Cabinet, then to the
months the number of single member board hearings hd3arliamentary Draftsman, and then back to Cabinet. Consul-
doubled and that the number of three member boards (whidation is involved throughout that whole process. The Federal
is the full Guardianship Board complement) has beerGovernment normally requires somewhere between
reduced. 18 months and two years to go through that process. | hope

I can only assume that this is a resourcing issue, andwe will be able to have this finished by the end of next year—
would like the Minister to tell us why there has been sucha Ms Stevens interjecting:
great increase in the number of single member board hearings The Hon. DEAN BROWN: —yes, that's right—when
and a decrease in full complement board hearings. Does tltkis legislation loses its effect. | appreciate that the honour-
Minister believe there are any concerns in that practiceéble member has been very cooperative. She has a particular
continuing? It has been pointed out to me that there is interest in this legislation as have other members of this
feeling that we may be sacrificing good decision making forHouse. | have concerns about the operations of the Guardian-
the sake of saving dollars and doing things on the cheap wheship Board and the Government has some concerns about the
we should be having three member boards in place becaulagislation. Therefore, we want to make changes in that
three members are needed to give the best possible decisitagard.
for people in these situations. In terms of the membership of the board, whether one or

I understand that, in an appeal which was heard ithree members, we want to go back and validate decisions.
September, the judge commented that he had doubts about theouple of issues are involved. First, there is the matter of
jurisdiction of the Guardianship Board and, following that, what should be the nature of the questions or issues that can
an examination of a number of orders made by the Guardiare dealt with by only one board member. We are mindful of
ship Board was undertaken. | understand from the Minister'¢his issue. | assure the honourable member that we believe
second reading explanation that some guardianship dhat only routine issues should be dealt with by one board
administration orders made by the board while constituted bynember. Where decisions under the Guardianship Board have
a single member sitting alone may be invalid. | also undera profound impact on a person, three board members should
stand that it is the opinion of the Crown Solicitor that abe involved. Once this legislation is passed, these issues will
number of single member orders, particularly those made obe taken up with the Guardianship Board.
a review, could be invalid. | ask the Minister: how did that  Secondly, there may be cases where claims against the
occur? What exactly happened and why did that occur? Guardianship Board have already been raised, not regarding

The Minister mentioned in his second reading explanatiorthe issue of whether three board members or one board
that the Public Trustee administers approximately 2 35@nember were present but regarding issues of prejudicial
administration orders, and | understand from the briefing hction. | assure the honourable member that those cases will
received that about 50 per cent of those could have problent®ontinue. In other words, we will not attempt through this
in relation to this matter. So, we are looking at quite a largdegislation to cut off in any way the natural rights of the
number of orders that could be invalid. | noticed that anparties who have a potential case of grievance against the
article in theAdvertiserearlier this week mentioned the need Guardianship Board.
to protect 4 000 earlier decisions. Will the Minister inform | think the honourable member can be reassured that our
us of the exact number of orders we are looking at protectingoncern is to validate decisions made by individual board
by this measure? What is the extent of the problem in termmembers and in no way to prejudice the position of anyone
of the number of orders and, further, are guardianship ordemsho has a complaint about a decision of the Guardianship
as well as administration orders involved? Is it one or theBoard. | have discussed this matter with the Attorney-General
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and we want to make sure that position is upheld. If the The CHAIRMAN: That would take place with a
honourable member is ever approached by someone who hasbsequent motion that the report be adopted. That opportuni-
a concern in that respect, | invite her to bring that case to myy would be provided at the conclusion.
attention so that I can follow it through. Mr ATKINSON: | have three amendments to the
That answers most of the issues, because | think the maippendix, two of which are completely new clauses. How
concern of the honourable member involved whether therwill the procedure proposed by the Chairman adapt to those
would have to be three board members as naturally the@mendments?
would be a resource implication. That is not what is behind The CHAIRMAN: The Chair was of the opinion that this
this provision. If a single board member makes a relativelyhad been agreed to when the matters were discussed. What
routine decision that is not profound in terms of its impact,| would suggest is that it would be—
that is not a problem, and | do not think the honourable Mr Atkinson interjecting:
member is suggesting that there would be a problem. So, we The CHAIRMAN: Order! It would be appropriate for the
do not expect there to be any resource issues. amendment to be moved, for example, when we arrive at
There is the other issue of the work of the Public Advo-Standing Order 43—or, in the case of the honourable
cate. We are looking at that matter separately. | canngnember, 81A, when we get to that matter.
indicate at this stage exactly when the appointment of the Mr ATKINSON: First, Mr Chairman, if you had read the
Public Advocate will be made. We are well advanced in thedeliberations of the Standing Orders Committee, on which
process, but it is inappropriate for me to speculate before théis discussion is to be based, you would know that there was
Governor or Executive Council makes the final decision. Inot agreement about changes to Standing Orders. There were
would not want to pre-empt Executive Council on such ahree matters on which there was a minority point of view on
matter, particularly as this is a public office. | think we mustthe Standing Orders Committee. Secondly, you would notice
respect that fact. that some of the amendments are entirely new Standing
Let me assure the honourable member that we are mindf@rders. In only one case is it an amendment to something on
of the backlog. The Public Advocate has raised issues abothe Appendix: in the other two cases, they are entirely new
the need for further resources on a couple of occasions. Wetanding Orders. | am asking you when | can move those new
believe that matter can be handled in a number of differenBtanding Orders, being proposed Standing Order 139A on
ways. We would require some flexibility in the handling of disorderly conduct and proposed Standing Order 145A on the
that matter. | think that can be worked through with the newcitizen’s right of reply.
Public Advocate when the appointment is made. The CHAIRMAN: When the relevant matter is being
If at any stage the honourable member has any concefigalt with, it would then be appropriate for the member for
about this sort of matter, | would appreciate her informingSpence to move the amendment. The Chair might say—
me, because we are dealing with people’s lives and we must Mr Atkinson interjecting:
make sure that we give the best possible service and protec- The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Chair certainly under-
tion to those people. This is not an issue over which therétands that there was disagreement on three matters, and |
ought to be a difference of opinion between the two sides ofvas not suggesting that that was not the case. It is the
Parliament. | hope we will be able to work in a cooperativeProcedure that had been agreed to, not the fact that they were
manner. | thank the honourable member for her remarks, ariill being supported unanimously.
| ask the House to support the passage of the Bill through Proposed amendment to Standing Orders 24 and 25 agreed

Committee. to. .
Bill read a second time and taken through its remaining Standing Order 37. _
stages. Mr ATKINSON:  Standing Order 37 as amended
proposes that the House meets on Thursday at 10.30 a.m.
SHOP TRADING HOURS (MISCELLANEOUS) According to Standing Orders as they currently exist, the
AMENDMENT BILL House meets at 11 a.m. but | believe that nearly everyone in
the House knows that, for a number of years, the House has
In Committee. been meeting at 10.30 a.m., and that is owing to Sessional
(Continued from 24 November. Page 393.) Orders. The Sessional Orders determining that were intro-
duced in the time of the Bannon Government, and they were
Title passed. introduced as a result of pressure brought to bear by the then
Bill read a third time and passed. member for Elizabeth and then Chairman of Committees,
Mr Martyn Evans. Mr Evans had been in the Parliament for,
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE | believe—
_ o ) An honourable member interjecting:
Consideration in Committee of the report. Mr ATKINSON: Yes, eight years before those Sessional
Mr MEIER: Mr Chairman, | draw your attention to the Orders were introduced, and he had some pretty good ideas
state of the House. about how Parliament could work better than it was working,
A quorum having been formed: and how backbenchers and Independents could have an

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are in Committee for the enhanced role in the Parliament.
purpose of considering the Appendix of the Standing Orders The Hon. G.M. Gunn interjecting:
Committee Report. As we move through it in order, I will put ~ Mr ATKINSON: For once, the member for Stuart is
each proposed change for consideration by the Committeabsolutely correct. He was in a position to chisel these things
just as though we were considering the clauses of a Billout of the Government. It is good that these Sessional Orders
Members will be able to speak three times to each questiohave lived long enough to see their incorporation now in
Mr ATKINSON: s it possible to discuss the changes toStanding Orders. To refresh members’ memory, they were for
Standing Orders in general, as in a second reading debatg®?ivate members’ time to start at 10.30 on Thursdays and a
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restructuring of private members’ time that has worked well. At the conclusion of the period for questions without notice the
They were six five minute grievances after Question TimeSpeaker may propose the question ‘That the House note grievances'.
a change that has worked well. One thing that was lost at th p to six members may speak for a maximum of five minutes each
. . : ; fore the Speaker puts the question.
time was an adjournment debate on Thursdays if the House ) ]
adjourned before 6 o’clock. That was given away as él'hat was one of the Sessional Orders introduced at the
compromise to allow Mr Evans’s proposed Sessional Order@idding of Martyn Evans, now about eight years ago. | think
to take effect. | am pleased to say that, as a result of coopeitwas a splendid innovation, but there are ways of undermin-
ation between me and the member for Hammond, that'g the use of those five minute grievances, and one of them
Thursday adjournment debate, should the House rise befol® @ deliberate barrage of interruptions, interjections and,
6 o'clock, has been restored to the Standing Orders. So, | justgnificantly, points of order. | want to give one celebrated
wanted to explain the background to these changes, and tH¥ample of this about which the Minister for Government
was triggered by Standing Order 37. Enterprises was boasting in the Liberal Party room during
Proposed amendment to Standing Order 37 agreed to. debate on the amendment.
Proposed amendments to Standing Orders 43, 49, 52, 54, Mr Lewis: He's not a boastful man.

78 and 79 agreed to. Mr ATKINSON: The member for Hammond says that
New Standing Order 80A agreed to. the Minister for Government Enterprises is not a boastful
New Standing Order 80B. man. | do not know whether or not that is right. Last year, the
Mr ATKINSON: | want to say what an excellent Leader of the Opposition was asking a series of questions in

innovation this is, and | am so pleased to see it in Standingues'fIon Time about the Government's suppression of the
Orders. | think that much of private members’ time on/Anderson report, a report that has since come to light about
Thursdays was being wasted by deliberation on standin{%"ee Hon. Dale Baker, the former member for MacKillop. The
committee reports. Standing committee reports are not privafee@der of the Opposition had some important testimony
members’ business. | suppose that, strictly, they are nd¥hich he wanted to place under parliamentary privilege after
Government business, either—they form their own category2uestion Time. The best way to do that was during the five
It is appropriate that they be recognised as a third categofjinute grievances. All the television cameras from the
of parliamentary business. Itis entirely appropriate that theyarious television newsrooms were here to record the placing
be dealt with after Question Time and grievances on Wednestnder parliamentary privilege of this testimony.

day in Government time, and | congratulate the Government The Leader of the Opposition had the testimony in written
and the Liberal Party room on accepting this change. form and wished to speak to it. This was an entirely proper

Mr LEWIS: My sentiments are entirely in accord with Use of grievances, but on that occasion Government members,
the member for Spence, with the exception of one wordincluding the members for Adelaide, Unley and Davenport,
‘wasted’, the word the honourable member used in conne¢vere desperate that this testimony not come to the public’s
tion with the noting of reports and/or motions from commit- attention, and they launched a series of interjections and
tees. | am not sure that he was absolutely deliberate in tHeoints of order to prevent the Leader of the Opposition
choice of that word, but | do not see consideration offeading out the juicy bits. As a result, the Leader of the
committee reports and recommendations of committees &3pposition was unable to complete the testimony within five
being a waste of time. It certainly cut into private membersminutes and was required then to hand it to me for me to read
business, but | acknowledge the accuracy and validity of théor five minutes, which 1 did to the last second and to the last
honourable member’s remark that committee reports angentence under parliamentary privilege. | had never seen that
recommendations are really a category of business of thefgstimony before in my life—and I think it was not an entirely
own in the Parliament. They do not in fact constitute a wastélesirable manoeuvre—but it was necessary to get it in under
of Parliament’s time. parliamentary privilege.

I would like to think that all members would agree, for ~ Now, the really juicy bits happened to be in my five
instance, that the Public Works Committee today achievefninutes, and the media then sought to interview me about the
something, with the concurrence of all members, in terms o¢ontent, which was not enlightening all round. But members
its recommendations to establish a new industry in Soutknow that some pretty pathetic points of order have been
Australia, adopting that recommendation from the committeéaken during grievances, especially by the member for Unley,
to go into the feasibility of manufacturing forceps, scissorswho is interjecting again. | would like to read some of the
tweezers, and the like—all non-soft surgical goods—worttpathetic points of order that were taken. We had the then
tens of millions of dollars a year. So, committee reports arégnember for Mitchell, Mr Colin Caudell, who | am afraid has
not a waste of time. They certainly were not a proper use ofleparted this House, one of whose points of order was:
private members’ time and, accordingly, Mr Chairman, I note | have had assertions cast against my name previously in the
the generous indication of support which you have for thahonourable member’s speech and | have allowed it to occur, but
view. | thank the Committee for the opportunity to say thattalking about the fact that | will be spraying everywhere is really just
it is a very positive move in the right direction for us to & Pit too much.
identify these three categories of business in thisway. ~ The Speaker was supposed to take that seriously. The

New Standing Order 80B agreed to. member for Unley took a point of order, as follows:
New Standing Order 81A. I ask whether it is appropriate for other members of this House
Mr ATKINSON: | move an amendment to new Standing to comment on points of order made to the Chair.
Order 81A, as follows: That was a point of order taken by the member for Unley
The Speaker may exercise discretion in determining when eacivhich was quite properly rejected out of hand by the Speaker.
period of five minutes has lapsed. Then we had the member for Mitchell shortly afterwards:

Proposed Standing Order 81A is entitled ‘Grievance Debate’ | ynderstand it is normal procedure that the speaker address all
and reads: comments through the Chair.
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Then we had the former member for Lee, Mr Rossi, sayindlouse, then an unfettered five minute grievance is something
as a point of order: that anyone who cares about the institution of this Parliament

I object to the honourable member in regard to his statement. Would agree to. It will not be too long before members

: opposite will be the Opposition—in fact, very shortly—and
I
Z\éﬁ]tgaéggti ;sgéeitoﬁov'v?ﬁ ic;]fccl)dgeerél V\fu&??rtowagfj:%i%ethey will be arguing the case for unfettered grievance time at
! met m Shat stage. There cannot be any possible rational reason to

thoeinTﬁ;nc?r?jrefroirnk:Zg. gclf[rg?%ﬁeGr;'synabn;efgeSﬁltg hz;(()joﬁ %bject to this proposition by the member for Spence, except
gaid' P Y. Shat members opposite know that we have made sure that our
) grievances count and that those grievances helped to ensure

| rise on a point of order. My understanding of the Grievancetyat there was a disastrous electoral outcome for the Govern-
Debate is that it allows members to raise an issue of significanc ent at the last election

relating to their area or area of interest. | draw your attention f
relevance. The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | do not have a great problem

eg\/ith this provision in principle. However, there could be
some difficulty in administering it: for example, how long
would you stop the clock? | do not know whether the Leader
believes in Alice in Wonderland but he seems to dream up
Aheories and conspiracies, and he trots them out here. The
] i ) o ) Minister is not here to defend himself, nor are other members,
If he thought th_e interruptions, interjections and points ofyet he expects us to take it as gospel. Certainly, there are
order were getting out of hand, the Speaker could stop thgther matters in Standing Orders which will attract much

clock. It does not say that in the amendment because Standifgore debate than this. | have seen this tactic used and | have
Orders do not refer to the clock, but it would give the Speakepever approved of it.

the discretion to make sure that every member of this House \r Atkinson interjecting:
who had something important to say during the five minute The CHAIRMAN: Order!

grievances got five minutes to say it. The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Does the honourable member
What would happen is that these interruptions, interjecwant to lose me on the issue? He might want my vote in order
tions and frivolous points of order which are designed to stofgo get it up but, if he wants to lose me, he should continue to
amember having his or her five minutes would cease becauggake his usual insulting remarks about people, as is his
they would no longer avail the person who was doing thenfortunate wont. Normally the member is quite inaccurate
interrupting. My amendment would increase the dignity ofput, because | am understanding and a reasonable person, |
this House and enable members to fulfil their functionsndicate that I do not have much difficulty supporting this but

properly. I urge the Committee to accept the amendment. |l take strong exception to some of the other proposed
really do not know what arguments could be put up againsdmendments.

it, except the member for Adelaide coming in here as he did The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: | make the point that the

in the Liberal Party room and gloating over previousmember for Spence is rather cute and rather too cute. |
disruptions. entered this place on exactly the same day he did and | find

The Hon. M.D. RANN: | would like to support my this debate interesting. For four years we sat on the Opposi-
learned colleague’s suggestion. Basically, this has been ajon benches and for four years the Hon. Terry Hemmings
organised tactic discussed by the Premier’s staff and in thgnd the Hon. Mr Groom and a number of other members
Party room. It was not just about the testimony in terms of theibsolutely terrorised the new backbenchers by allowing us,
evidence before Mr Anderson QC in relation to Dale Baker'sif we were lucky, to get two minutes of a grievance speech.
dealings in the South-East. It goes back much further thawhile | appreciate the new-found zeal to protect the integrity
that: right from the time of Catch Tim, the Moriki scandal, of Oppositions in this place to see that they get a fair go, |
right through the water polling and the water deal. In factmust measure it against the hypocrisy displayed by members
every time the Opposition has legitimately tried to useopposite when they were in Government.
grievances to tell a story and tell a story that embarrassed the | am not sure whether the Leader referred to me as a pet
Government, the teacher’s pet of the day, generally ther a pest. | must tell him that | have never been teacher’s pet
member for Unley, was used to interrupt. | do not mind thaton this side of the Chamber and may well have been regarded
Ier and other members opposite can interrupt as much as thgy a pest. | suspect that he should antéadsardaccording-

IKe. ly.

No-one is suggesting in this move that we take away or Mr LEWIS: This is a double edged sword. My inclination
diminish the ability of any member opposite to raise pointsn dealing with it is to acknowledge the justice of the right of
of order because, if they are frivolous, they will be deemedeach member, regardless of who they are when participating
to be frivolous by the Speaker. The point is that this procedin a grievance debate—and this includes Ministers—to place
ure and safeguard of members of Parliament is designed their statement before the Chamber uninterrupted unless they
ensure that a five minute grievance is a five minute grievancengage in misdemeanours in the course of those remarks. The
However, there is another alternative to this. The Oppositioikind of conduct that has grown up in recent years of distract-
cannot table documents in the House of Assembly. In the caseg a member speaking in the grievance debate by way of
that the member for Spence highlighted, we wished to tablinterjection or alternatively taking what can be described with
adocument. In fact, it was a very serious document, | shoulthe kindest possible construction on motive as specious points
point out, because it was part of a process that saw a Ministef order—and there are other less complimentary ways in
disappear from the ministry and ultimately from the Parlia-which | feel we could describe the motives of some people
ment, and quite rightly so. on occasions—detracts from the standing of Parliament and

The point | am making is that, if you will not give the the respect each of us have for it in the process of providing
Opposition the opportunity to table documents in the Lowethe forum that is essential if Parliament is to survive and be

That is the kind of abuse of points of order during grievanc
that my amendment is designed to stop. My amendme
reads:

The Speaker may exercise discretion in determining when ea
period of five minutes has elapsed.
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respected by the wider community. In that way, collectivelyUnley. This suggestion brings what | would call natural
we do ourselves a disservice by engaging in that conduct.justice into the House and would improve the functioning and

The proposal to stop the clock as moved by the membeperformance of the House. From what | have seen in the short
for Spence makes sense. However, the fear of some peoptene | have been here, | would suggest that the House could
the cynics in this world and in this Parliament—and | am onedo with some improvements in the way we operate in this
of them in this respect—is that, the very first opportunity anyplace. That is one of the reasons why | am quite willing to
of the major political Parties got to change that by eliminatingsupport this.
the provision to stop the clock and reintroduce what | think The member for Hammond made the point that if the
is the demeaning practice that we have seen grow up ovéfouse chose to agree with his proposal he would not like to
recent times, they would exercise those numbers and deletee it being abused by speakers. This proposal would not
the amendment proposed by the member for Spence. Thamove the opportunity for people on the other side of the
amendment effectively gives each member the five minuteouse to make a point through an interjection that the speaker
of speaking time which they should have in what is quitewas getting a bit rich or going over the top.
necessarily the opportunity to put their grievance before the
Parliament and the people under the privilege of Parliament [Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.30 p.m.]
about those matters.

If we do not abuse that privilege we will be respected MrWILLIAMS:  The member for Hammond just
more and, if everybody in this Chamber now resolves tgeminded me that my last word was ‘but’ and | confess that
remember to pass it on to their respective colleagues frohhave forgotten what the next word was going to be. | will
election to election that it is a privilege and we win the not go right back to the start. There are several other points
respect of the public only if we treat it as such, there will bel Wish to raise, one being that members from both sides of the
a benefit because it will mean that the Standing Order wilChamber have spoken from their present viewpoint (and this
remain and will not be changed again the moment a majdf probably more directed at present Government members
political Party gets an absolute majority in the Chamber, an&ther than present Opposition members), and it would be

it will mean that people will not engage in the practice,naive of anyone in this place to assume that in future they will
because there will be no pointin it. be sitting on the same side of the House as at present.

It will go on and on; every time a specious point of orderMembers on this side of the Chamber should look at this

is taken against the member with the call at the time havingroposal in particular, because one day sooner or later some
the opportunity to put their remarks on the record, it will justof the members on this side will find themselves on the other
mean it will drag out. If it does not take five minutes, it will side of the Chamber and will be more than happy to have this
take six, seven, eight, nine or 10 minutes, but there will stillProvision in the Standing Orders at that stage. Hopefully, that
be five minutes of speaking time. So, on the one hand Will be much later rather than sooner.
believe that there is a benefit to be derived from this but, on Having said that and having said that | support the
the other hand, | fear two things. First, we must not abus@roposal, | have some concerns, because the proposal wishes
grievance debates. We need to ensure that what we are sayigadd the words ‘the Speaker may exercise discretion in
has some substantial basis in fact and that, where a membe#t€termining when each period of five minutes has elapsed’.
remarks accuse another member, a citizen or a firm of doingam sure the assumption of the member for Spence is that
something wrong, the member ought to do that only bythis means time on.
reading a statutory declaration from a citizen about that. Itis Mr Atkinson interjecting:
not just a matter of getting the citizen’s signature on a MrWILLIAMS: It may indeed, as the member for
document, because that is not a statutory declaration and tipence interjects, mean time off. | endorse the principle, but
citizen can say, ‘I did not really mean it’ after it has been putl have some questions about the wording, because under
on the record and it has impugned the reputation of a firmgertain circumstances it could be used to take time off: the
another citizen or another member. Speaker of the day might assume that the person involved at
We have to be able to exercise that level of responsibilityhe time had had more than ample time to cover the matter he
if we are to give ourselves the privilege of having grievancevas discussing and call before the five minutes was up. |
debates uninterrupted by specious points of order. It is would certainly ask the proponent of this motion to seriously
double edged sword. My inclination is to support the membeeonsider that point and whether the wording should not more
for Spence on trust and say that it will improve the practicesiccurately reflect his intention.
of the Parliament, but | will be the first one to attack another The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: | do not disagree in
member if they abuse the five minute grievances from thigrinciple with what the honourable member is trying to
point forward in any of the ways that | have just suggestedachieve with this amendment. It picks up a lot of concerns
because | do not think that helps our standing in the widethat members have had over the years that they may not be
community. able to get in their five minutes. From my experience, the
Mr WILLIAMS: My comments will be somewhat briefer occasion has not arisen in the past 12 months, but | recall that
than those of the last speaker, although | totally agree witin the past 20 years there has been the odd one or two
just about everything the member for Hammond has said.dccasions when it could have happened. | would like
also support the member for Spence’s proposal. The membgerembers to think through the scenario in which it would
for Spence tried to introduce some fairness in the exampldsappen, and it would be a highly charged three or four
he presented to the Committee. minutes leading up to a request from a member or even a plea
An honourable member interjecting: for protection, followed by a request for additional time on.
Mr WILLIAMS: 1did say ‘some’. That was unlike his Itis in that context that | ask members to place themselves
Leader, who | thought chose not to seek bipartisan suppoi the Chair for a few minutes and try to work out what they
for this but chose to take examples only from one side of thevould do to make it workable. We have to make it workable
House, and that point was well made by the member foand at the moment it is almost unworkable, although the
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principle is there. It is along that line that | propose anl think it is probably one more opportunity for what is
amendment, which | hope the Opposition will be happy tosometimes an unruly Opposition to constantly question the
accept and which strengthens the Speaker’s hand so that 8peaker’s judgment on whether or not time on should be
or she becomes the sole arbitrator without any debate. Thadded.

current wording is: Members interjecting:

The Speaker may exercise discretion in determining when each The Hon. R.G. KERIN: That is right. | think that will
period of five minutes has elapsed. tend to increase pressure and probably create more argument
And | simply add: in thedHous;e. If thig E/)vetrﬁ tosgo akhead, II(woullol tsa]}/ that the

o , amendment moved by the Speaker makes a lot of sense.
and.th.at dISCI’etIOH. v§/|ll not be open to debate or dissent. Mr HANNA: | speak briefly in support of the proposal
If that is in the provision— as outlined by the member for Spence. Personally, | have no

Mr Clarke interjecting: problem with the amendment that has been put forward by the

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Is the member for Morphett memper for Morphett, although that is being discussed by my
proposing an amendment? S colleagues at the moment. The question is as simple as this:

The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: | submit it in writing. why do we have grievances? We have them so that for five

Mr LEWIS: On a point of order, Sir, we cannot amend minutes on sitting days we can bring matters of interest
an amendment. If the amendment before the Chair nowefore this place, and five minutes or 10 minutes, as the case
passes, it is in order for any member, as | intend myself, tghay be, is deemed to be sufficient time to raise a matter,
move a further amendment but, until the question of whethegytline it, and perhaps make some recommendations or
the amendment passes has been put and determined, it is gginments or whatever.
competent for any member to move an amendment. | respect |t has happened many times that that five minutes is eaten
that the Speaker is foreshadowing an amendment and in &lp by spurious interjections, and | am afraid that tends always
good faith and favour for you, Sir, is providing you with a to work in favour of Governments rather than Oppositions,
copy of that foreshadowed amendment, but it cannot bgecause it is more often Oppositions that have a point to
Competent for the Committee to begln to debate it until thQnake which they cannot make effective|y by any other means
question of the amendment has been put and determined.yjithin the House. In other words, Ministers have ministerial

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair does not agree that that statements and dorothy dixer questions: the Opposition does
should be the order. The member for Morphett is noiot have those means available to make a point, so grievances
foreshadowing but has placed an amendment before thge all the more important to the Opposition.

Chair—an amendment to the amendment moved by the For the Opposition from time to time it becomes important
member for Spence. If the member for Hammond wishes tgor that full five minutes to be available, and I think that this
move an amendment, he would be moving a further amendime on provision is simply keeping the Standing Orders in
ment. | know that this will become very complicated, but thatline with the spirit of the original entitement to have a

has always been the practice in Committee. At this stage Wgrievance. So, it is important that the House pass this measure
have an amendment by the member for Morphett to thend bring it into Standing Orders.

amendment moved by the member for Spence. Mr LEWIS: Quite simply, the Speaker’s ruling is always
Mr Lewis interjecting: final unless a member chooses to move dissent from it. That
The CHAIRMAN: | suggest that the member for has to be a positive move. What Mr Speaker now proposes

Hammond take note of Standing Orders 166 and 167. s really redundant. You would need to put that after every

The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: | will not delay the Standing Order in the event that the Speaker’s ruling will be
Committee. | remind members that we are trying to make thiginal and not subject to debate. If you say that, are you really
principle work and, in that highly fired scenario that | implying that it is not capable or competent for a member to
described, at about the three minute mark when people argove dissent from the ruling?
getting emotionally stirred up because someone is not getting There is a difference, | might point out, between moving
the right to speak, someone could hop to their feet andissent from a ruling and moving no confidence in the
challenge the Speaker over whether or not his ruling was faigpeaker. They are very different propositions. On the one

Mr Atkinson interjecting: hand, a member who might be choosing to move dissent from

The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: Under the rules of football, the ruling in every other respect has complete confidence in
the umpire has the ability to make a decision withoutthe Speaker but chooses in this instance to test the will of the
someone hopping up and moving dissent to his ruling: thalouse on that particular matter. That is the way it has always
does not happen on the football field. But in this highlybeen: it has never been any different for further back than |
charged atmosphere that | am describing, it could happen.clan remember, certainly well before | became a member of
do not want to see the principle lost, but | do not want to se¢his House and took an interest in its proceedings.
the Speaker lose control of the debate. In other words, the Mentioning that point compels me to apologise to you, Sir,
Speaker makes a ruling and everyone accepts the ruling afiek my mistake in saying that it is not competent to amend an
gets on with it. | commend the amendment to the Committeeamendment. That applies to Joske’s rules of debate in public

The Hon. R.G. KERIN: The member for Spence spoke meetings where, if an amendment passes, that is, when it
at some length about this and made it sound very much a orizcomes the motion, it can then be further amended. How-
sided tactic, which it is not. He mentioned the transgressiosver, under our Standing Orders you can amend the proposed
of the member for Hart. It is about frivolous points of order. amendment before it is put to become the question or part of
| suggest that always a means is found as with the Leader dfie question. | accept that, and | thank you for your guidance,
the Opposition’s getting the member for Spence to read hiSir.
dissertation. The one thing that concerns me is that | do not However, | point out that | believe the proposition moved
know that this is so much a necessary change: it is not alwaysy the member for Spence needs to be further qualified to the
the Speaker himself who is in the Chair during grievancesextent that we ought to be saying that it is not going to reduce
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the amount of time that a member can speak. What we hau@®n of any part of the proposition before the Chair independ-
now before us is a statement in the interests of simple Englisént of either of the other amendments.

which reads that the House note grievances and ‘up to six The CHAIRMAN: The Chair suggests to the member for
members may speak for a maximum of five minutes eacklammond that it would be appropriate for his amendment to
before the Speaker puts the question that the House no@ read after the amendment moved by the member for
grievances’. | emphasise that it says ‘may’ and ‘maximum’ Spence. So, the amendment would read:

The member for Spence proposes to add: The Speaker may exercise discretion in determining when each
The Speaker may exercise discretion in determining when eagberiod of five minutes has elapsed but not so as to reduce the time
period of five minutes has elapsed. to less than five minutes.
So, the Speaker can say, even if the clock is showing and real Mr LEWIS: | accept your judgment, Mr Chairman. On
time has only shown that three minutes has elapsed, if he @rpoint of clarification of your ruling, | seek your indulgence
she is bloody minded— to agree that if the proposed amendment of the member for
Mr Atkinson interjecting: Spence were to fail my amendment would still be put,
Mr LEWIS: | make no reflection on previous Speakersbecause it stands alone even without the proposition from the
at all. | am just saying that hypothetically it would be possiblemember for Spence.
under this proposition, as it stands, to interpret it to mean that The CHAIRMAN: | suggest that the member for
the Speaker can decide that five minutes has elapsed whethimmond’s amendment is redundant if the member for
or not it has. | would not want the Speaker in any circum-Spence’s amendment fails.
stances to exercise a prerogative of saying, “You have had Mmr LEWIS: Again, | seek clarification. Because the
your time and, if | say it's five minutes, it's five minutes.’ I amendment formally moved stipulates a maximum of five
think it is fair then, because we have tried to accommodatghinutes, that implies that there might be discretion for the
the circumstances in which a person may choose to use, s&@fpeaker to say, ‘I will not allow it to go to five minutes.
only 3% minutes of the five minutes available by saying ‘up ~ the Hon. G.A. INGERSON: | have listened with interest
to five minutes'. Itis not compulsory to wait in silence for the 4 the debate thus far. Clearly, the issue is that of recognition
member to stop speaking and sit down so that we can go onig the right of members of the House to put their point of
the next grievance. We have accommodated that by using thgeyy on a matter that involves either their electorate or a
words ‘for a maximum of five minutes’ but we ought not to ,jic issue. Whatever we decide, in good faith, seven or
allow anyone to argue that that means it could be less at th§ght years ago we provided for a period of five minutes
Speaker's discretion. Hence, the reason for my proposing 8f)hen we moved the grievance debate from the end of the day
amendment to the amendment to the amendment, andid 4 more reasonable time. That was done so that every
suggest we take them each in order— _ member would be given their full time to speak. | think that
Mr HANNA: | rise on a point of order, Mr Chairman.  any discretion that enables the Chair to use some discretion

I refer to Standing Order 111, and | wonder whether that igo allow a member to have five minutes is the way we ought
an obstacle to what the member for Hammond is trying to do¥y go.

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair indicated at the commence- |1 seems to me that the amendments that have been put

ment of these proceedings that we would be dealing with thg,\vard so far are becoming more pedantic as we amend the
Standing Orders as if they were clauses of a Bill and that agy,ended amendment. Clearly, we need to make sure in the
opportunity would be provided for each member to spealgmendment that the five minutes is the point of the exercise,
three times on each amendment. . and the second point is that the Chair be given some discre-
Mr HANNA: | am not disputing that. | am referring to the tjon. | have heard some spirited grievance debates, and the
Standing Order which provides that a member who hagnajority of members of this House respect the fact that other
spoken to a question (as the member for Hammond has) Mayempers want to put a point of view. | think it is only in rare
not move, second or debate an amendment to that questiggses that the Speaker needs to use discretion. As with most

at a subsequent stage. _ things in life, the simpler the amendments are kept, the better.
The CHAIRMAN: That relates to when a matter is before That is particularly so with anything involving the legal
the House and not before the Committee. profession; the simpler you keep it, the better, because

Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Chairman. Whether or not interpretation does not get mixed up with intent.
the other amendments succeed, my amendment in any casepryom my point of view, the amendment of the member for

reads: Spence contains the general thrust that we want to achieve.
but not so as to reduce the speaking time for any member to legéthat amendment does not achieve what we want surely we
than five minutes. can amend it again later. The general thrust is to recognise

The CHAIRMAN: | seek clarification from the member once or twice a month when this occurs that the Chair has the
for Hammond. | presume his amendment would follow onright to exercise some flexibility.
from the amendment of the member for Spence and ignore The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: | would like to respond. |
the amendment moved by the member for Morphett. do not disagree in principle with what the honourable
Mr LEWIS: My amendment stands alone whether or notmember says, but it gets away from the point that he is trying
either or both of the proposed amendments before the Chais make. He is honing in on making the process simple, but
succeed. That was why my brain, my mind set, was that the process will not be simple if a member in the heat of the
would wait to see whether or not the member for Spence’snoment challenges the Speaker’s decision. That was the
proposition succeeded, not being aware that Mr Speakgurpose of my amendment, to make the position black and
himself intended to add to that before | moved it. white, so that the discretion given to the Speaker is not open
Mr Atkinson interjecting: to debate or dissent. That should not be incompatible with
Mr LEWIS: With the greatest of respect to the membermembers’ wishes. The amendment to Standing Order 139A
for Morphett, | believe that my amendment makes a qualificaalso refers to giving the Speaker the ability to make a
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decision and an order which shall not be open to debate do be able to design an amendment, and | believe the member
dissent. for Morphett, together with the member for Spence, has come

It is a question of making it simple so that in the heat ofup with the ideal formula.
the moment the Speaker makes a decision and thatis it: itis | do not disagree with the member for Spence in terms of
all over, no questions asked, and we get on with the rest dhe technicalities of the Parliament but | would have thought
that five minutes. The last thing that a member would wanthat, with commonsense, we could separate out grievances
if he or she is half way through a speech, being interrupteérom the position involving the technicalities of the Bills and
by interjections and the Speaker wants that member to get ahe other motions that we debate. | know that that sometimes
with it, is for a colleague or otherwise to take a point of ordercreates some difficulties for lawyers, because they like
or move dissent with the Speaker’s ruling. It is abouteverything to be bundled into the one simple category and to
simplicity. | urge members to support the amendment for théave one set of rules. But, as the important thing here is the
sake of simplicity. need to see that members have their say, | believe that we

The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: Having heard the argument ought to adopt a pretty simple, non-legalistic provision
put by the member for Morphett, | think his proposal doesensuring that five minutes is five minutes and you will get it.
keep it simple, but it also does the very thing that we want: | have had some very interesting debates with the member
that is, whoever is in the Chair has the ability to make surdor Hart, in which | believe | said about two-tenths of what
that a member speaks for five minutes. It is not an issue dfwanted to say, and when he rose to speak he said about
what they are talking about— four-tenths. In reality, it was quite silly, because we used

Members interjecting: some other time of the day to get our point across. If the

The CHAIRMAN: Order! There are too many conversa- Speaker could have said, ‘Sit down and behave yourself; the
tions in the Chamber. The Chair cannot hear the member fanember will get his five minutes whether you play up or not,
Bragg. that would have been a much better way to go.

The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: Clearly, the amendmentof ~ The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: | have listened carefully to
the member for Morphett adds to the member for Spencethe member for Spence and, perhaps with some cooperation,
amendment and clarifies the Chair's position. It makesve may be able to come to an agreement on this. If, by leave,
specific what the Chair can do and what members want himdeleted the words ‘debate or’ from my amendment and it
to be able to do, and that is to have control during that 30, 3fust read, ‘After the word "elapsed" add the words "and that
or 40 minutes, whatever it may end up being. As | saiddiscretion will not be open to dissent™, | would be perfectly
before, the simpler we keep it, the better, because what tenéappy. | will have achieved my objective that the Speaker of
to happen in this place is that we all get to the stage where wide day would be able to make a quick decision and the
become horribly legalistic about something that is really onlydebate would continue, with no opportunity for dissent.
a matter of principle: that is, every member ought to be giverTaking the comment of the honourable member, | accept as
five minutes; and, if a member is interrupted, the Chair oughé matter of definition that there would not be a debate. |
to be able to make sure that that member gets his or her fiteerefore seek leave to delete the words ‘debate or’.
minutes. Leave granted.

Mr ATKINSON: I have a difficulty with the memberfor ~ The CHAIRMAN: If there are no further speakers, it is
Morphett's amendment. He says, ‘The discretion will not bethe intention of the Chair to put the amendment moved by the
open to debate or dissent.” Of course Speakers’ rulings aigember for Morphett to the amendment moved by the

never open to debate—that goes without saying. member for Spence first. | remind the Committee that we are
The Hon. R.G. Kerin interjecting: considering Standing Order 81A. After the word ‘elapsed’
Mr ATKINSON: Yes, | have, but since that's not getting used by the member for Spence in his amendment, add ‘and
up we don’t need to worry about it. that discretion will not be open to dissent’.
The Hon. R.G. Kerin interjecting: The member for Morphett's amendment carried.

Mr ATKINSON: | was going to make a confessionifyou ~ THE CHAIRMAN: | will now put the amendment
had allowed me to continue. Speakers’ rulings are not opefoved by the member for Hammond, which is in addition to
to debate: you cannot quarrel with the Speaker about highe amendment that we have agreed to moved by the member
ruling; all you can do is move dissent—either one or thefor Morphett.
other. Either you shut up and take it, or you dissent. To say The member for Hammond's amendment carried: the
that that is not open to debate is redundant, because itis ne\fﬂ%mber for Spence’s amendment as amended Carried;
open to debate. So, you do not need to say that. Standing Order 81A as amended agreed to.

Secondly, to say that it is not open to dissent really causes Proposed amendment to Standing Order 101 agreed to.
a difficulty, because any Speaker’s ruling should be open to Standing Order 133.
dissent—otherwise, how can the House regain control of N ATKINSON: This Standing Order currently reads:
proceedlngs? Whatif Fhe Speaker makesarullng which itis A member who complains to the House of any statement
manifest to everyone is foolish and incorrect? | oppose the, hjished, broadcast or issued in any manner whatsoever is to give
member for Morphett’s amendment in this Standing Orderall details that are reasonably possible and be prepared to submit a
where it makes no sense. substantive motion declaring the person or persons in question to

The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: | believe that one of the have been guilty of contempt.
important aspects of grievances is the intent to keep am informed that that wording was a mistake when the
members’ available time to five minutes. The rulings, etc., oStanding Orders were updated some years ago, but its plain
the House, which are fundamental in Bills and motions, areneaning is that any of us who gets up and complains about
really not as important during the grievance debate. The mo$ieing misrepresented in the media must be willing to charge
important thing for grievances is that the member be giverthe journalist concerned with contempt. | can recall that |
his or her time, and the reality is that whoever is in the Chaitook this Standing Order a couple of times, once when the
ought to be able to make sure that that occurs. So, we ougfdarmer member for Kaurna (Lorraine Rosenberg) was
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complaining about the media, and | believe on anothethe member for Hammond was suspended from the House for
occasion when the member for Colton was complaining abouelling the truth. The truth that he told was that the then
the media, and | regret to say that the Speaker of the time difipeaker released in a most improper fashion the details of his
not enforce its plain meaning, as was his habit with manyParliament House telephone account to journalists for the
Standing Orders. | notice that the wording has been changgalirpose of bagging the member for Hammond. When the
to make it clear that this applies only if a member complaingnember for Hammond identified the Speaker publicly as
about the media as a breach of privilege. It seems to restor&ving done that, he was named by the Speaker and suspend-
the Standing Order to its original meaning, and | support ited from the House—and that was a very bad decision of a

Proposed amendment to Standing Order 133 agreed tqorevious Parliament.

Mr ATKINSON: Would it now be appropriate to move It was a shameful decision, but it was not quite as
proposed Standing Order 139A, as our next Standing Ordesthameful, though, as one perpetrated by the Labor Party in

is 149? the Federal Parliament in 1975 when Speaker Cope named
The CHAIRMAN: The member for Spence may proceed.the Hon. Clyde Cameron for unruly conduct and then hoped
New Standing Order 139A. that the Leader of the Government in the House would move
Mr ATKINSON: | move: to suspend Mr Cameron from the service of the House. But,
Disorderly Conduct. of course, the Whitlam Government did no such thing and,

If the Speaker considers the conduct of a member is disorderjpecause the Speaker's naming was not supported by the
the Speaker, instead of calling on the provisions of Standing Orddrdouse, Speaker Cope was forced to resign and was replaced
137— by the member for Corio, Gordon Scholes. That was a
and | interpolate there that Standing Order 137 is aboutisgraceful episode, and it just shows that Speakers cannot
obstruction— effectively name members of the Government.
may order the member to withdraw from the House for up to one T he current Speaker has great difficulty in warning any
hour, which order shall not be open to debate or dissent. member of the Government—he is very good at warning

If a member fails to leave the Chamber immediately whenmembers of the Opposition but not good at warning members
ordered to do so by the Speaker, the Speaker may name the memh$y. ihe Government. Because the Speaker cannot name
The Opposition puts forward this change in the interests ofnembers of the Government, no disorderly members of the
trying to improve behaviour— Government are ever removed from the House. So, the whole

An honourable member interjecting: process of naming and suspension falls into disrepute. Itis a

Mr ATKINSON:  Sin bin—in the Chamber. There is no joke; it happens only to the Opposition. | concede, though,
doubt that the great majority of people who come into thethat the current Speaker has been as restrained as he possibly
Strangers’ Gallery to watch Question Time, and sometimesan be in his namings. The Speaker has been quite restrained
debate on Bills, believe that we are very badly behaved, wand forborne from naming Opposition members on some
do not take our jobs seriously and we demean the office ofccasions, and | give him credit for that. That is why, very
Parliamentarian by our conduct. There are reasons why wgenerally, he has the support of the Opposition in this
conduct ourselves in the way we do. | believe that there is @hamber, and that is why this Chamber has been working
certain in-house ethos which rewards unruly behaviour in theetter in the past 12 months than it did the four years prior.
House. Those members of Parliament who behave in a The point is that the current Speaker cannot name any
penetrating and disorderly way, and a clever way, arenember ofthe Government, or any Independent member for
rewarded by the newspaper journalists with the suggestiothat matter, because they are members of the majority, and
that they might be future Leaders and that they are somehothie Government cannot afford to lose their vote for the
good Parliamentarians. So, there is definitely a reward foremainder of the day.
behaving in an unruly manner if that unruly behaviour is  The Hon. G.A. Ingerson interjecting:
damaging to the other side or is entertaining. Mr ATKINSON: The member for Bragg is not necessari-

By this amendment we are trying to strengthen thdy right. But, even when the Government had the biggest
Speaker’s authority to deal with disorderly behaviour,majority in the history of this Chamber, the then Speaker
particularly during Question Time, because the difficulty withwould not name any Government member, and that is why
Standing Order 137, entitled ‘Obstruction’, which is the naming and suspension was a joke. It happened to only one
naming and suspension process, is that it requires a vote side of the House, and we all know that is true. Even the
the House before a disorderly member is removed from th8peaker knows that it is true. Because the Opposition has
House. That disorderly member, once removed, is removecbnfidence in this Speaker, we are giving him unprecedented
for the whole of the day, or, if that disorderly member is aauthority to uphold the rules of this House. We know that the
repeat offender, like the former member for Kavel or thefirst victims of this amendment on disorderly conduct, this
current member for Ross Smith, that member may beamendment which we call colloquially the ‘sin-bin'—
removed for three consecutive sitting days or even for 11 The Hon. R.G. Kerin interjecting:
consecutive sitting days. It is an example of minimum Mr ATKINSON: Exactly. The Deputy Premier points to
sentencing which | am sure the Attorney-General in anothethe Opposition benches and to the members for Hart and
place would oppose. Elder, and he is right: they will be the first victims of the sin-

The difficulty with Standing Order 137 is that it requires bin proposal that we are putting up. But we are prepared to
a vote of the House before the disorderly member is removegive the Speaker authority to remove from the House for up
from the House. That means that only Opposition member® an hour any member who behaves in a disorderly fashion.
are ever named or suspended from the House. There is dihat authority is unprecedented, and the first victims of it will
exception, that is, the member for Hammond. | will choosebe the Opposition. That means that more Opposition mem-
my words carefully here, but the member for Hammond pers will be removed from the House than are removed under
being a member of this House, is assumed by other membettse current—
of the House to be always telling the truth. Let me say that Members interjecting:
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Mr ATKINSON: Well, | don't need to talk you into it. someone in whom the whole House invests authority,
More Opposition members will be removed from the Houseauthority that is based on both privilege and tradition that
than are removed under the current Speaker on Standirgpes back many hundreds of years.

Order 137. But we are willing to do that on the off chance = We know, as the member for Spence said, that there is no
that justice will be done and that this Speaker will have thedoubt that the first person in the sin bin would be the Leader
courage and the integrity to use this provision to removef the Opposition, or the members for Hart, Elder or Ross
members of the Government who behave in a disorderlgmith, or perhaps even the member for Spence. We know that
fashion and who disrupt the business of the House. Thi creating this new device there will be a page 1 or page 3
Minister for Government Enterprises, who often showsheadline ‘Rann placed in sin bin created by Rann’ or the like.
contempt for the Standing Orders of this House and for th&he media would love to do it. We know that, if there were
Speaker, is one of the first members who springs to mindagreement from the Independents, there would be a story
The Minister for Local Government is another; and a third,saying that the Opposition has fought to get a sin bin and they
of course, is the Minister for Police and Emergency Servicesare straight in it. But we have a belief in this system of

Those members could be dealt with justly under thisParliament, and we want to see it work.
provision if the Speaker had the courage to remove them. We know there are people out in the community in their
They would be removed for up to an hour. That means thatns of thousands who believe that this Parliament, like many
they would be back before grievances end, so they would bether Parliaments, is becoming increasingly irrelevant to
back to do their Bills and to vote on Government Bills. Thatpeople’s lives, and what they see here is a lack of efficiency
means that either side of the House losing a member wouldnd accountability, a lack of respect by members of Parlia-
be far more cheerful about losing that member than they anment for their own institution and a lack of respect that is
now under Standing Order 137, because under that Standitiginslated into a massive lack of respect by the people of this
Order they lose that member of their own side, that membeBtate and nation for the institution of Parliament.
of their own team, for the rest of the day, and they lose that Let us think about one year from now when we are about
vote on Bills. That is why we get so upset when members ofo enter a new century and millennium and how we can drag
our side are named and suspended for the rest of the day.this Parliament kicking and screaming into the twentieth

Mr De Laine interjecting: century—not the twenty-first century—in trying to achieve

Mr ATKINSON: Under this proposal, as the member for some reforms. | have to say that the previous incumbent of
Price says, the offending member might be asked to leave thbe speakership, in my view, debased the office of the
House for as little as 10 minutes just to cool down and ceasBpeaker in terms of the unfair way in which members on this
being overwrought. That member can then come back into theide of the House were dealt with compared to the
House, and the House can get on with its business. Thi@overnment.
amendment gives the Speaker unprecedented authority. It is We can understand that the present Speaker is placed
a rule that has been accepted by the House of Representaider extraordinary stress because he knows the delicate
tives. It is a good rule for the House of Assembly. It will balance of the House, which is why yesterday, when there
mean that all of us will behave better, because for the firsivere interjections from both sides of the House with scream-
time all of us will be subject to being removed from the ing interjections from Ministers, we noticed that none of
House. At the moment, only Opposition members are subje¢hose Ministers was called to order by the present Speaker.
to being removed from the House. A far greater lack of fairness occurred with the previous

Mr McCEWEN: The member for Spence protests tooSpeaker when the Government had the world’s biggest
much. The honourable member knows that this proposechajority—bigger than Singapore's—because he was so
amendment to Standing Order 137A is no more than desperate to keep his position as Speaker after the coming
Clayton’s amendment to Standing Orders. What the honouelection that he was willing to debase his office and, as a
able member really knows, what the honourable membeaesult, members on both sides of the Parliament agreed with
really wants—and what | think the House really wants—is foreach other straight after the election that they had had enough
the present Standing Orders to be fairly applied at all timesand we needed a new Speaker.

If that were the case, we would not require a Clayton’s | would like to think that we could move on into a new
amendment. All we need to do is appeal to the Speaker. | takeentury where the Speaker is chosen along the lines of the
on board the honourable member’s complimentary remarkBritish tradition, where the Speaker does not sit in the Party
in respect of the present Speaker. Of course, | have not hadom and does not engage in the tactics before Parliament
the luxury of experiencing at first-hand a Speaker in any othestbout who is going to be named. That was occurring—we
House. | simply say: if we continue to support the Speakeknow that. We know that that has happened around this
and his fair-minded approach, we do not need any Clayton’sountry. We know that it has happened before, when there
Standing Order. was tick-tacking before a session about what was going to

The Hon. M.D. RANN: In supporting the member for occur.

Spence | indicate that what we are doing today essentially— The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Chair is of the opinion
and | hope the member for Morphett realises this—amountthat the debate that is now occurring is much wider than is
to a vote of confidence in the Speaker of this Parliament. Waecessary with the amendment before the Chair. | ask the
are giving this Speaker a power that not one single membereader to come back to the matters dealt with in this amend-
of the parliamentary Labor Party even in his or her cupsnent and not to stray further.

would have considered giving to the former Speaker. As the The Hon. M.D. RANN: Thank you. So, in supporting a
member for Spence points out, we are attempting to give thein bin and giving the Speaker the right to tell someone to
Speaker an extraordinary power that could be exercised eith&rick off’, calm down, cool down, have a cup of tea, have a
wisely or injudiciously. In saying that, we have to recogniseBex or whatever, we are saying, ‘Let's see how we can
the important role of the Speaker in any Parliament. Thémprove this place and send a message to the community that
Speaker is not a ringmaster or a cheerleader: the Speakerait of us take this institution seriously’. We have this bizarre
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scenario atthe moment where, after a warning, someone c&hamber, | am sure the Government would recognise that and
be named for a comparatively minor misdemeanour but, ofmove to a whole new era.
course, that becomes the story of the day and it further One of my major concerns in this place at the moment,
diminishes the Parliament. | have been named and thgnd it was echoed by the Leader, is the continual personal
members for Hart, Spence, Elder and Ross Smith, frombuse. That never occurred in the past. When | first came into
memory, have been named. | remember that the formehe House there were many tough, hard-nosed Labor
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, Roger Goldsworthy, wasMinisters who played the game very hard. They played the
named on a number of occasions. politics of the day but there were not the personality issues
On a number of those occasions the sin bin approacthat there are here today.
would have defused the tension and stopped the headlines, we had an example of this earlier, where the Leader
and it would have taught members a lesson, which is why thgeliberately set out to impugn the motives of the previous
Labor Party today is acting against its self interest. What wepeaker. Again, it was an Opposition’s view that it was unfair
are suggesting in many ways is a self defeating ordinance by, irrespective of that, to personally denigrate the role of the
one that will impose discipline on both sides of the Parlia-gpeaker, whoever is in that position, relates to one of the
ment and also increase and enhance the authority of th@ndamentals of this Parliament. It is one of the major issues.
Speaker. Instead of worrying about this pedantic nonsense that is
The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: What a mob of bleeding happening here, we should say that we will play politics hard,
hearts! | have heard some bleeding hearts before but this hRgep out all the personalities and get back outside and be
to be the best of all. | remember being in Opposition for abouhormal people as we used to be. When | first came here, there
11 years, and | remember being on the other side angere many fights in this place, many points of view were put
complaining about the Speaker and using all the words abowkry strongly and there were many heated debates but, when
the Speaker, saying the Speaker was unfair and all that. Thatembers walked through that door, that was the end of it and
is the reality of Opposition. You are over there because yothey got on with their lives and the representation they had
ought to be over there, and you have to put up with it—thato make. That is one of the major issues.
is the reality of the Parliament. If the Opposition were fair | 4o not believe that providing up to one hour will solve
dinkum about a sin bin, you would have to make it pay. Theis problem at all. If this Parliament wants to make a change,
amendment ought to provide that the sin bin applies until & w;|| have to go to half a day—a half way house—rather
o'clock, but there is this nonsense of ‘up to an hour'.than the one hour, because that has too much opportunity to
Members can play up and have a lovely story for the medi@e ysed and abused by Oppositions in particular, because they
at night when they want to do it but be back in the House lategye the ones who will do it. That is clearly the sort of thing
in the day to vote again. That is not how it ought to be donegp ¢ ought to be looked at by this Parliament.
'f, you W_ant to be serious, we should go halfway until 6 Ms HURLEY: Day after day we sit in here and listen to
o'clock; in other words, take a three hour break. Ministers of this Government evade and not answer ques-
Members interjecting: . _ tions, and answer dorothy dixers, going on past what is
The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: | will get to that. Thatis  reasonable and fair. Day after day our members who interject
what should apply if you are really fair dinkum about it. | and complain about this sort of treatment are warned and
could think of nothing better than seeing a headline ‘Rann imamed, while we hear the Ministers on the other side shout
sin bin’. Most people would say, ‘It's about time the across the Chamber and interject.
Advertiserwrote it as it is.’ That would be a wonderful The Hon. M.K. Brindal interjecting:
headline, and we would like to see it. The Opposition is
playing politics with this whole exercise, and that is not reaIIyMi
what we are trying to achieve. While | see the point that th(?n
Opposition is making, it is a political stunt—it is no more or

Ms HURLEY: They are generally unruly—and the
nister who says ‘Never’, the Minister for Local Govern-
ent, is one of the worst. We have no ability to respond to
less than that that, _whereas the Mir_listers stan_d up and answer questions
Memb S and, in answers to their dorothy dixers, attack members of the
embers interjecting: Opposition in a very political way. If members on our side
The CHAIRMAN: Order! ' . dare to interject, we are cautioned, warned and named. This
The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: Itis the sort of thing that  amendment offers a way to redress that balance, some way
you would expect any Opposition to do, and | congratulatgn which the Speaker might be able to sin bin some of the
the Opposition for doing it. At least it is acting like a true ynruly members of the Government—some of those Minis-
Opposition. Itis what you would expect it to do because theers who from the security of the front bench yell across the
Opposition will complain about any Speaker, just as we didchamber and try to intimidate the Opposition.
when we were in Opposition. | will not name the teacher  \;any neople see this House as gladiatorial in its conduct.
Speaker we had. Many people in the community think the way we conduct our
Mr Foley: Trainer. business is unreasonable. Many women in particular find it
The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: That is right, Speaker appalling that those people who can shout the loudest are
Trainer. | remember some of his rulings which | thought wererewarded in this Chamber by publicity, as the member for
pretty difficult. Indeed, | remember having a holiday onespence alluded to; while on the Government side, the louder
week because | did not agree with him. they shout, the less they are warned. | very much agree with
Mr Foley interjecting: this amendment. | recognise that some members on our side
The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: | think Roger and | went  will be the first to come under the provisions of the amend-
out the same day. The reality is that when you are in Opposiment, but we are willing to pay that penalty provided some
tion you just have to put up with it and be better boys andnembers of the Government also come under the penalty. It
girls and try to lead the Parliament into a new era. If theis disappointing that the first of those members will be
Opposition took the lead and showed some decorum in thilinisters who under Standing Orders have the maximum
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ability to attack the Opposition and respond but who choose | am saying that, because Mr Speaker or Madam Speaker

to interject across the Chamber. is one of us, with all those frailties, invariably the Speaker
The CHAIRMAN: Order! | ask the member for Bragg to will find that some of us are more irritating than others. If you

take a seat. The member for Hammond. change the member in the Chair, then different people would
Members interjecting: probably be irritating to that person. | am strongly of the view
The CHAIRMAN: Order! that the capacity for injustice perpetrated by the Speaker or,

Mr LEWIS: | would like to think that the proposition if we were to amend it, whoever it was presiding over the
which | know is put quite sincerely by the member for Spenceroceedings of the House at the time, through the subjective
would be capable of producing the improvement whichassessment made by the presiding member of the conduct of
superficially many other members believe it can, although &ny other member, would too often and too easily result in
say to you, Sir, that there are two strong reasons why | do nghat member’s being chucked out when the misdemeanour of
believe that will happen. The first is that it covers only which they were guilty might not be anywhere near as serious
circumstances where Mr Speaker finds the conduct of thas an offence of some other members whom they liked.
member to be disorderly—not you, Mr Chairman, and not It irritates me when members and Ministers, from both
anybody else when the House is in Committee but only theides of this House over the past 10 years, simply ignore the
Speaker. | think that the present deterioration in conduct taonvention that in the galleries are observers—they are non-
which former speakers on this matter have referred has aris@ersons—yet members will stand at that barrier, turn their
in consequence of the presence of television cameras in thack on the Chair and talk to people in the gallery. That is
Chamber during Question Time; it has arisen during that timéighly disorderly and it offends me immensely, because it
since we allowed television cameras in here. It was referredbuses the trust that we take unto ourselves, provided by the
to as being recent by the member for Bragg, although he did2 000 people who each put us here, that we will do our job
not identify the possible cause of it. without being influenced by someone else. If you do not draw

| believe that fairly soon, with modern technology beingthe line there, where do you draw it?
so cheap these days, the House will install cameras above the Can you eventually then say that you will walk in and out
clocks at either end of the centre of the Chamber and in thiom any formal place such as the bar or beside the Chair on
centres on the walls, perhaps at the same height as the pillastering from the rear of the Chamber without acknowledging
or wherever (it does not really matter), and that thosehe Chair when it pleases you? If you can talk across the
cameras, costing in total less than $100 000, can be controlldshrrier, why cannot you bring a stranger into the Chamber
from a studio not in the Chamber by an employee offrom the other side of the barrier? That has happened once!
Hansard After all, it is a record of the proceedings of the However, to provide this means of dealing with somebody
Parliament, albeit in a digitised video. It is digitised and it isleaves it too open to the subjective attitude and the frame of
a record of the proceedings and it ought to be controlled bynind of the Speaker of the day toward the individual
Hansardand not by the servants of the media as it is atmember. Members will be victimised. There will be victimi-
present. sation.

Even though we have rules and we threaten TV camera Mr Hanna: That is what is happening now.
oerators and so on with expulsion, the media moguls send in Mr LEWIS: | do not think so. How many times has the
some other camera operator who signs a document to decldrenourable member been named and thrown out? There has
that they will uphold the rules and so on—and that isbeen victimisation, but there are many fewer instances with
unsatisfactory. That is what has caused the deterioration fnaming’.
behaviour in considerable measure. It is the conduct designed Mr Atkinson: You were a victim.
to attract the attention of the electronic media that has then Mr LEWIS: | did not say that. | will come to that in a
been used by other members to justify conduct to get thenoment, with the Chair’s indulgence. If a member finds that
attention of the Chamber. The end result is that the day-tahe matter under consideration before the Chair causes them
day conduct deteriorates to a point where a member of thengst in their electorate, if it is a split deal for them and no
Chamber, the member for Spence, feels the need for anothein anywhere and if they will lose a lot whichever way they
toolin the hand of the Presiding Officer. However, he makewote, they can kick up a helluva hullabaloo in a way which
the mistake of referring only to the Speaker in the Standinglistracts everybody to the point where the Chairman says, ‘I
Order, whereas | believe it would have been appropriate twill send you out—go cool your head off’.
nominate whoever it was at the time, either the Speaker or The CHAIRMAN: Order!
someone by implication to whom the Speaker has deputised Mr LEWIS: While the member has been put in the sin
the responsibility in the Chair whilst the House is deliberatingoin for 40 minutes, the division is called and the member can
on propositions before it other than in Committee and, whewrlaim publicly that he or she was victimised and could not
we are in Committee, you, Sir, as Chairman or the person tparticipate in the vote, thereby getting out of being held
whom you deputise. responsible for what happened in the vote. They will not have

I do not intend to support the amendment, because | havgad to choose. Or a member of the political Party to which
yet another reason for saying that | do not think it will work. the member belongs may decide that it is better for that
There are two parts to that other reason. We are 47 individuglerson to do just that—get out of the Chamber, get chucked
human beings. We are each unigue. We have our separaiat—and be absent while the division is on. | can see that as
idiosyncrasies and talents that make us what we are, and eaglprospect.
of us is elected by 22 000 people, or thereabouts. Our Further, and of about the same seriousness from where |
responsibility to each other is to respect the 22 000 peoplsit, is the position that members who have been in the sin bin
that are at the back of the visage and persona of each of usdsring the course of a division can then claim that they were
we stand or sit here. Forget about the individual person, buteated unfairly by the Presiding Member in the process.
remember the responsibilities that that member has to thé/hilst that is serious and will result in their probably being
people who put him here as a representative. named again, if it is a matter under debate at the time in
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which the public is very much interested, they could wining popularity—saved me from the fate that | might well have
strong sympathy from a particular group by so doing. Thaendured.
further prostitutes the role of the Parliament for their own As a good Catholic | can say this: | sinned and | was
personal gain. | do not want to see that sort of thing happerfergiven, but a good Catholic knows that, while you get
ing. The Standing Orders are there now, adequate for thiergiveness, you also must do your penance. The sin bin is
purpose of dealing with people who have misbehaved.  precisely the penance to fit the sin. | do not agree with the
I may be convinced, if the member for Spence weremember for Spence that it will mean it will be more fair. |
willing to include all Presiding Officers of the Chamber assume that, because of our natural exuberance and passion
(whether people to whom the authority has been delegated @or the truth, Opposition members will suffer the sin bin more
not, whether they have been delegated that authority or atban others if it is introduced, but we will go into that sin bin,
themselves as you are, Sir, the authority in the Chair), or ithat metaphorical cage, we will do our time and we will
we gave it a test in Sessional Orders rather than putting it intemerge better and purer people.
Standing Orders straight up. | cannot support it as it stands The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | am pleased to have the
at present for all those reasons. opportunity to say a few words in relation to this matter. | do
| add the strength of feeling | have personally as anot know whether members are aware of how the sin bin
member. | have spoken as | think any member would spea@iperates in New South Wales; | do not know whether
if they thought it through today. | was chucked out of thismembers are aware that the members are paraded and placed
place not once but twice and on both occasions denied naturaghind the Speaker’s Chair and have to sit there like naughty
justice in any and every forum in which it would have beenschool children.
possible for me to defend myself. It was not just on the matter Members interjecting:
to which the honourable member for Spence drew attention. The Hon. G.M. GUNN: No: not allowed to leave even
Mr Atkinson interjecting: to go to the conveniences. This is how childish it is: the
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Under Standing Order 364, | Speaker told me that they ask, ‘Can we leave?’ and he says,
ask the member for Hammond to wind up his comments;No’, and normally a couple are placed there, I think to even
please. it up at the one time, so they sit there like errant schoolboys
Mr LEWIS: Certainly, | will. On that occasion there was involved in a most childish escapade. If members opposite
more than just that. There was also the only letter that myeally want to be fair dinkum—
wife ever wrote about the injuries she sustained after working Ms Rankine interjecting:
late in my office and leaving just before 10 p.m., falling down ~ The Hon. G.M. GUNN: The honourable member would
the stairs and injuring herself. There was only ever one letteualify on the first day. If members really want to be fair
seeking advice on how to fill in her Medicare claim form, dinkum about making members of Parliament front up and
whether to say there was any compensation available to hact in a responsible manner, hit their pockets. That is what
from any other source and whether or not the bills would béappens in certain Parliaments around the world. If they get
paid. That letter got into the hands of the press and isuspended—

disappointed me— Mr Atkinson interjecting:
Mr Atkinson: | wonder how that happened. The Hon. G.M. GUNN: They get a couple of hundred
Mr LEWIS: | do not know where and how it happened, dollars taken off their daily allowance.

but it disappointed me intensely— An honourable member interjecting:

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Chair would suggestto ~ The Hon. G.M. GUNN: No, it is not tax deductible. If
the member for Hammond that there is concern abouthembers want to be fair dinkum about this matter, do not
relevance in this matter. trifle around the edges. Any member—

Mr LEWIS: ltis a subjective decision and illustratesthe ~ An honourable member interjecting:
point | am making about Presiding Officers making subjec- The Hon. G.M. GUNN: No, in most cases in my
tive assessments of people in the Chamber or people in a®xperience in this Parliament any member who has been
way and adds to the remarks made by the member for Spend&@med knows full well what the end result will be. | am one
Those incidents of April last year | may forgive but | will of those who believe that members should be able to express
never, ever forget. themselves freely and frankly, but if members really—

Mr CONLON: | rise to support the institution of whatis ~ Mr Atkinson interjecting:
colloquially known as the sin bin. This may come as a The CHAIRMAN: Order!
surprise to some people here who might have known me in  The Hon. G.M. GUNN: If the honourable member had
the past as having a reputation for being tempted down thieeen in some other Parliaments in the Westminster system
path of unruliness, but this afternoon | had a near deathround the world, he would have been in far more trouble. |
experience. As so often with those circumstances, | sawo not know whether members opposite have actually studied
things with a new perspective. | stood at the precipice, the Standing Orders in a number of other Parliaments where
stared into the abyss and | knew what the consequences of rttye Presiding Officer just says, ‘Under Standing Order
unruliness were. [whatever] you are out.’ There is no vote and no debate: you

An honourable member interjecting: are frog marched straight out.

Mr CONLON: |am coming to that. | stared deep intomy  Mr Atkinson interjecting:
soul and | saw a blemish of unparliamentary naughtiness. The Hon. G.M. GUNN: No, you will have members
That is true: | sinned. | asked for forgiveness in this kindsitting in the box there, sitting bolt upright for 45 or 50
Chamber and it extended that forgiving hand to me. I sinnedninutes. My view is that it may be well intentioned—and |
and | should have been binned, as the member for Spenbave been charitable—but | think it is unworkable. Now, a
says. | was unruly. | had it coming to me but, fortunately, thefew most uncharitable things have been said about me—
kind hearts in this Chamber—and of course my own burgeon- An honourable member interjecting:
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The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Yes, they were said about me  The CHAIRMAN: Order! | uphold the point of order. We
personally. Let me first refer to the comments made by thare all tired. The debate on the matters before the Chair has
member for Hammond. | think it is most unfortunate that thea long way to go. So, | ask the member for Stuart to wind up
honourable member chose the words that he did. | have thHds comments.
ability to respond in this place to any comments that are The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | understand that the clock isn’t
made, but the matter which he raised was handled in an.
professional manner by the staff of this Parliament. I thinkit The CHAIRMAN: Yes, itis.
is very unfortunate that any suggestion would be made that The Hon. G.M. GUNN: If members want to keep taking
those people, or anyone else who works in this place—  points of order, all that will do is—

Mr Atkinson interjecting: Mr FOLEY: On a point of order, Mr Chairman, that

The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Well, if he was suggesting me, remark is a direct reflection on the Chair. You made the
that is absolutely untrue. Advice was sought and the processling, not the Opposition. | ask that the member for Stuart
was handled in the normal way. | think it is most unfortunatebe brought to order.
that those comments were made. One could ask, ‘Why was The CHAIRMAN: Order! | advise the member for Stuart
that person in this building after hours when the member wathat he has approximately 5% minutes left to speak. | also
not here?’ It is not usual for members’ spouses to be in thiagain remind the member for Stuart that we have a long way
building when the members are not here at 10 o’clock ato go in this debate. | ask him to wind up his comments.
night. I say no more. The Leader of the Opposition indicated The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: On a point of order,
that somehow— Mr Chairman, will you inform me of the time limit for

Mr FOLEY: |rise on a point of order, Mr Chairman. You statements in Committee?
ruled earlier today that the Leader of the Opposition had The CHAIRMAN: The Chair reminds the Minister of
strayed somewhat from the substance of this amendmergtanding Order 364. He can look it up for himself. The
References to what occurred in the former Parliament aboubember for Stuart now has 4% minutes left.
the spouse of a sitting member of this place is about as far as The Hon. G.M. GUNN: We will get another slice of the
it gets and | would ask that you bring the member back to theake directly. In addressing this matter, certain members have
amendment. used the debate as a vehicle to make comments, many of

The CHAIRMAN: | believe the member for Hart was out which refer to me, which are quite untrue and without any
of the Chamber at the time when the matters that the membé&sundation whatsoever. | reject those comments—they are not
for Stuart is now canvassing were raised, but | remind thérue. For the Leader to come in here and peddle those sorts
member for Stuart of the matter of relevance as it relates tof comments is unreasonable and unfair, because they are not
this particular matter. based upon fact. Not once during the period to which he

Mr ATKINSON: I rise on a point of order, Mr Chairman. referred did | ever have a discussion with Government press
The member for Stuart has made an imputation against treecretaries about what was going to take place, because in my
spouse of a member of the House—an allegation of impropriview it would have been improper and had nothing to do with
ety and one which reflects, | think, on the member—and | askhem. | suggest to the Leader that this is a figment of his
you to request the member for Stuart to withdraw. imagination.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! There is no point of order. If Mr CONLON: On a point of order, Mr Chairman, this is
the member for Hammond believes that he needs to takgrecisely the point on which | raised my last point of order
some action he will do so. and on which you ruled and asked the member to come back

The Hon. G.M. GUNN: It is rather interesting in this to the point. | ask you to uphold your earlier ruling.
place: certain members like to hand it out, but when members The CHAIRMAN: The Chair reminds the member for

respond they seem to take umbrage. Elder that the comments being made by the member for
The Hon. M.D. Rann: Spouses are not here to respond,Stuart are in response to comments made earlier in the debate
are they? by the Leader of the Opposition.
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | would suggest that the The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | place on the public record that
comments made were directed— these comments, like many comments made by the Leader,
Mr Atkinson interjecting: are grossly inaccurate and bear no resemblance to fact. There
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Listen, sunshine, | am not are a number of other things that | could say regarding the
frightened of you. Any day— Leader and the fact that | made requests of him and he never
The CHAIRMAN: Order! delivered, but I will get the chance as the evening goes on—
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: there is plenty of time.
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | have very vivid memories of This suggestion like a number of others superficially looks

the Leader’s sliding up to the Chair in his smooth way andike a good idea, but | guarantee that if a Presiding Officer
saying, ‘We’ll be on our best behaviour, don’t worry’ and used this provision against the member for Elder, the member
within two minutes you would know that he was going to dofor Hart or the member for Ross Smith they would protest
just the opposite. He had the affront to say that Governmergbout how unfair it was and say that the Presiding Officer
press secretaries were going around saying that | had saihas biased and picking on the Opposition. Of course, they
certain things. | have never had a discussion with anyever look in the mirror at their own behaviour and see that
Government press secretary on how or when— they are being disruptive. It was alleged that Opposition
The Hon. M.D. Rann: He was up there telling the media members were being named.In the previous Parliament the
that Ralph Clarke was going to get thrown out that day. = member for Mawson and the member for Hammond were
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: That is unfair. named—
Mr CONLON: On a point of order, Mr Chairman, surely ~ Members interjecting:
there has to be at least some tenuous relevance to the matterThe Hon. G.M. GUNN: The member for Mawson was
at hand. named.
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Mr Foley: He was not. which he stated had been committed. So, as is the customin
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Yes he was. | could say to the this place, the member for Spence rose and asked that the
honourable member if he was away— explanation be accepted by the House. The House chose to
Mr Atkinson: You are misleading the House. He neveraccept the explanation, and the member for Elder was not
was named. suspended.
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: He was named. Whether it is the member for Ross Smith, the member for
Mr Atkinson: That's nonsense. Elder or anyone else, the most valuable freedom which this
The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Look up the record. House claims for itself, Parliament after Parliament, is the
An honourable member interjecting: undoubted and ancient right of freedom of speech. It is our

The Hon. G.M. GUNN: Well, | will look up the record most precious right, and it is claimed by the Speaker on our
now and prove that | am right. | do not support this proposalbehalf. That is why the Speaker alone cannot throw anyone
In my view, it is a lot of academic nonsense. out of this House. That is why, no matter how many times the

Mr CLARKE: | rise to support the amendments to member for Ross Smith or | might be thrown from this place,
Standing Orders moved by the member for Spence. Howevat,is done on the motion of the House and on a vote of the
with respect to the reference by the member for Spence ardouse. The Speaker in this place has no power to suspend a
the Deputy Leader to the advantages that apparently accragember. That is an ancient tradition and one that should be
to persons who are loud and noisy and behave badly, namebkavagely upheld, because to give anyone the power to
being well rewarded with extra publicity, if | were to sit any suspend another member is to infringe on the House’s
further back on the back benches | would be out on Norttsovereignty and the House’s right to hear its members and the
Terrace. | fail to see the advantages despite the fact thatHouse'’s right to discipline its members.
have been suspended on five occasions in the last Parliament| put to members that that is what is wrong with this
and one occasion in this Parliament so far. motion. For the first time in the history of this Parliament this

If | were opposed to this proposal, | would say that one ofOpposition seeks to take from the House, from the body of
the reasons why there is so much frustration among Oppos#6 elected members, a power that they have, and give that
tion members is the refusal of successive Speakers to enforpewer to a Speaker. | do not care whether it is our current
Standing Order 98 during Question Time when Ministers dd&Speaker—whom | consider to be very good—or any other
not answer the substance of questions. Because MinisteBpeaker. What is important is that | do not believe that the
refuse to answer questions and use Question Time simply &ouse should give away one of its most precious and
a vehicle with which to attack their political opponents, thissovereign powers—and | say this charitably; | am sure that
causes Opposition frontbenchers and backbenchers contitre mover would not intend for this to occur—for it could be
ually to interject and try to get in supplementary questionsused, as has been said here, for base political purpose, either

If | were opposed to this concept of a sin bin, | would in the manipulation of suspending someone, getting rid of
argue that Standing Order 98 should be enforced, and | woulthem for an hour, or by using it with the intention of being
also contemplate the fact that it devalues the currency witBuspended for an hour in order to make some particular point.
respect to the naming of persons in this Parliament. It would We do not name people easily and we do not name them
make it too easy for a Speaker to get rid of a member whoroften, and that means that we sometimes get away with rather
they viewed as troublesome simply by suspending that personore than we should. But we suffer the consequences of
at a crucial time in the debate and putting them into a sin bimeing judged by those with whom we work and by those who
for up to an hour without having to face full debate in thisare in the galleries watching us. We suffer those conse-
Chamber over the naming and suspension of that member. Auiences and we take those things for good reason, and that
least then if the ruling by the Speaker was patently unfair, thas that to suspend someone from this House is not a light
could be exposed by the media and generally. matter: it should not be done lightly or capriciously, and there

If | were opposed to the sin bin concept, | would argueshould not be a short cut. Either the transgression was serious
that it could lead to worse behaviour on the part of membergnough that the member for Elder should have been suspend-
because they would know that they would only be suspendeed for the day, or it was not serious enough. We should not
for up to a maximum of an hour and be back in the Chambeplay games, hedge our bets and have these mickey mouse
in time to vote on important matters, particularly as for ameasures that seek to do something that they clearly will not
number of years in this State the balance of power as far aio.

Government majorities is concerned has been fairly evenly | value the contributions and the institutions of this House,
spread. Those are the points that | would consider if | werand | am seriously worried about some of what | see. |
opposed to the sin bin concept but, as | am not and asHelieve that, rather than move to have a sin bin and all the rest
support the proposition, | will conclude my comments at thisof it, we could much improve the behaviour of this House by
point. one simple regulated action, and it is this. Standing Orders

The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: In order to bring some clearly say that any member at any time has a right to stand
perspective to this measure, we must consider what we amn a point of order. But they have no right to stand and make
doing. I do not think some members of the Opposition have political statement. Too often in this House we see members
done that. The Speakership of the House is the most elevatede on a point of order, but they do not say, ‘Mr Speaker, |
position with which this House can honour one of itshave a point of order. The point of order is Standing Order
members, but the power of the Speaker resides not in thE98'. The member for Ross Smith is rather better at taking
Chair or in the Speaker’s position but in the House itself. Standing Orders than many of his colleagues, because many

What happened today is one of the best examples of thatf his colleagues stand and make a political statement that is
The Speaker ruled that the member for Elder was out ofiot even relevant to a point of order, and that is clearly
order. He named the member for Elder. The Speaker waagainst Standing Orders. The Standing Orders provide that
right in saying that the matter would then be in the hands o& member, on rising to his feet, must state the point of order
the House as to what it would do in the face of an offenceand then must sit down. A point of order should not include
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comments about the Premier, Ministers or any other persomo deal with the other side of the argument as well. Agreeing
Too often we see the taking of a point of order being used—to this provision will not mean that members will lose
Mr Clarke interjecting: anything. For those members who perhaps have not made up
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: —for political point scoring  their mind yet, there is nothing to be lost by introducing this
and debate. | will conclude by agreeing with my colleague proposal. At the moment, we have either naming or nothing
The Standing Orders are rather vague on the— where there is misbehaviour on the part of a member. Why
Mr Clarke: No, it's not vague— not have something halfway? What will we lose by that? Let
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: No, the Standing Orders are us do that, and give the Speaker of the day that option. We
rather vague as to the level of detail that Ministers must givevill not lose anything by it.
in their answers. | have had the privilege of being here a bit Mr WILLIAMS: This is a very interesting proposal by
longer than the member for Ross Smith, and | remembethe member for Spence. | just wish that the Committee would
some of the best prevaricators that it will ever be my pleasurstep back a little and reflect on what we are trying to do here.
to hear. The Hon. Susan Lenehan was an absolute wizardsiaybe quite a few of the members who have spoken and
spending 20 minutes telling you everything from the colourtaken a position on this are, indeed, trying to improve the
of her broach and the sort of fashions that were in, especiallstandard of behaviour in this House. | would say ‘Hear, hear!’
if you were asking questions— to that, and | believe that a lot of people not only inside this
Ms Hurley: That comment is uncalled for. place but also outside would say a resounding ‘Hear, hear!
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: | do not care whether she to that.
wore a broach or not. | might comment on the colour of my It interests me why we are debating this provision. The
broach. I do not understand how you can think that is a sexishember for Mitchell just questioned whether all members
comment. It rather says more about the Deputy Leader thamave already made up their mind, and certainly the member
it does about me. for Ross Smith has made up his mind. Of course, he has that
Ms Hurley: You said it deliberately to imply that she was dilemma where he has made up his mind and knows what
frivolous. should be done and he is hoping, as are many other members
The CHAIRMAN: Order! | ask the Minister to bring his on that side of the Committee, that the members on the cross
comments to a close. benches will save the day and vote with the Government and
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: | will conclude by absolutely put this proposal down.
denying that | believe that the Hon. Susan Lenehan was Of course, this Chamber is a political House. Political
frivolous. If that shows your own opinion, that is your nature is such that it is a theatre—and it is a wonderful
opinion: it is certainly not mine. theatre. Politics is all about theatre and perception; indeed,
Mr HANNA: | am not sure whether there is anyone leftthat is what this proposal is about. This proposal is about
in the Chamber who has not made up their mind about thiperception, because the Labor Opposition, as it is disrupting
provision. However, | found it very interesting that the the House during this parliamentary session, will go to the
members who indicated their opposition to the proposal tookeople of South Australia and say, ‘We tried to do something
an unrealistically rosy, idealistic view of things, saying thatabout it.’
the solution was really to improve the fairness and the An honourable member interjecting:
behaviour of the Speaker of the day rather than playing with  Mr WILLIAMS: It would be disastrous for members
the rules to ensure that it is a fairer system altogether. Thepposite if we did.
member for Bragg suggested that this proposal was deficient Mr Atkinson: Do it.
in that it did not provide a penalty that was serious enough. Mr WILLIAMS: Don’'ttempt me. If | did not care more
He completely overlooks the fact the serious penalty whicHor the institution of this Parliament, | might be tempted. But
provides for a member to be named and suspended for a das the member for Unley has pointed out, there is something
The member for Hammond, in his contribution, madelarger than us all, namely, the institution of this Parliament.
great play of the subjective nature of the judgment that théf two contributions tonight have pinpointed the nexus of this
Speaker from time to time would have to make in evaluatingvhole proposal and what it may or may not do to this
who should be sent out to the sin bin. Of course, that is th@arliament, they are those of the member for Unley, whose
situation that operates now, as far as warning or naming eontribution was very pointed and apt, and the member for
member is concerned. It is that scenario which we ar&oss Smith.
concerned about and which we want to do something about The member for Ross Smith referred to a couple of the
by introducing more flexibility to the system. points | thought of when I first read this proposal. First, this
One of the problems at the moment that contributes t@roposal allows the Opposition to play the political game and
unruly behaviour is the fact that naming with a full day’s say, ‘We tried to sort it out,’ whereas it is my belief, that of
absence as penalty is such a serious result that a lot of ropiee member for Ross Smith and a lot of other people that if
is given to individual members before it is imposed. If therethis proposal became one of our Standing Orders it would
were a smaller penalty to fit the crime, as it were, that penaltynake the level of behaviour in this House much worse than
would be likely to be used more. We are saying on this sidef is already.
as an Opposition, that we want it to be used more and that, | make the analogy between disorderly behaviour and
in the long term, that will result in a better Parliament, unparliamentary behaviour and whether you have been
because there will be a quick, ready and just penalty for thogeartially disorderly or partially unparliamentary and you
who moderately misbehave. It is that moderate misbehaviouherefore go into the sin-bin; or you are being disorderly or
that needs to be addressed by this provision. unparliamentary and are expelled from the House by
| particularly want to recognise the member for RossParliament. It is a bit like the old story about the school girl
Smith and his contribution, with his passionate pushing andnd whether she is 10 per cent pregnant or totally pregnant.
pressuring for this proposal to come into practice. He took & think the analogy is quite good, because | believe that
very balanced and even-minded approach, and he was aldesorderly behaviour is disorderly behaviour and should be
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treated as such. If this proposal is carried by the Committegight came into effect as a result of the 1688 Bill of Rights.

it will be counterproductive to the member for Spence’sl am a supporter of that Bill of Rights and no other.

argument in putting it forward. However, | think there are occasions when our right to
Mr ATKINSON: Earlier during the member for Stuart's free speech in Parliament has been abused when members of

contribution | expressed some surprise and scepticism aboBtrliament have used their immunity from the laws of

whether the member for Stuart when he was the Speaker ha@famation to injure a citizen unfairly, and, so, many Parlia-

ever named the member for Mawson. The member for Stuaments have introduced the citizen’s right of reply. It was

has referred me to thdansardof Wednesday 5 February introduced in the Senate in 1988: it has been in the Australian

1997 which reads as follows: Senate for 10 years.

The SPEAKER: Order! | name the member for Mawson for ~ Mr Williams interjecting:

continually interjecting. Does the member for Mawson wish to be  Mr ATKINSON: The member for MacKillop refers to

heard in explanation or apology?
Mr BROKENSHIRE: | apologise, Mr Speaker.

Senators as unrepresentative swill. | am surprised.
Members interjecting:

The honourable member was then let off. The member for The ACTING CHAIRMAN (The Hon. R.B. Such):

Stuart is absolutely right: he did name a member of they 4er The member for Hammond has not got the call. The
Government other than the member for Hammond, and thember for Spence has.

certainly apologise to the member for Stuart for expressing Mr ATKINSON: The member for MacKillop may refer

scepticism about his story.

The Committee divided on the new standing order:

to the States’ House as unrepresentative swill, but 10 years
ago it resolved to introduce the citizen'’s right of reply and it

. AYES (19) has been operating in the Senate for 10 years. | would like the
Atkinson, M. J. (teller)  Bedford, F. E. member forpMacKﬁIop or any other men?berwho is going to
Breuer, L. R. Clarke, R. D. vote against the citizen’s right of reply to tell this Committee
Conlon, P. F. De Laine, M. R. how that provision has operated unfairly in the past 10 years
Foley, K. O. Geraghty, R. K. in the Senate. | challenge the member for MacKillop to give
Hanna, K. Hill, J. D. the Committee examples of where the citizen’s right of reply
Hurley, A. K. Key, S. W. has been misused in the Senate or been badly applied. |
Koutsantonis, T. Rankine, J. M. challenge him to do that. If he is to vote against this proposi-
Rﬁnn, M. D. Steh\{ens, L. tion, | presume he has those examples to hand.
\TVr?gn;]?S&n’JM' G. White, P. L. So v_veII has the citizen’s right of reply worl_<ed in the

S NOES (23) Australian Senate that last year it was adopted in the House
Armitage, M. H. Brindal, M. K. of Representatives, on the motion of the Hon. Peter Reith and
Brokenshire R. L. Brown. D. C. supported by Slm(?n Crean for the Labor Party. Some
Buckby, M R Condost s G members may say, If a citizen has been unfairly treated by
Evans I F' ) Gunn G, M. : a member of Parliament’'s use of free speech, can't that
Hall, Jj L ) Hamilt’on-'Srﬁith, M. L. citizen find just one member of Parliament—possibly a

Ingerson, G. A.

Kerin, R. G. (teller)

member of Parliament on the other side of the House—who
can put the citizen’s point of view under parliamentary

Kﬂcgtzthg\)vc\}v A Il;/lec\:gs\;el.npi? 3 privilege?’ $gpe_rficially that seems a good point, but
Meier E,J s Oswald J K G sometimes it |s's.|mply not in the interests of the other party
Penfolld .E. M Scalzi G B to dfefend the citizen who has been un_falrly Qefamed under
Such Rl B. ’ Venniﬁg .I H parliamentary privilege. Perhaps that citizen is not a popular
WiIIia,ms. M R R person; perhaps that citizen is shunned by both major
R PAIR(S) Parties—
Snelling, J. J. Olsen, J. W. The Hon. R.G. Kerin interjecting:
Ciccarello, V. Maywald, K. A. Mr ATKINSON: Quite so; as the Deputy Premier

interjects, perhaps the citizen defamed is a Democrat or a
member of a minor political Party despised universally in the
House. Perhaps the unfair defamation was by a Democrat and
neither of the major Parties sees any point in defending that
Mr ATKINSON: | move: citizen. It is important that a citizen be able to approach the
Insert new Standing Order 145A as follows: Standing Orders Committee and put to it a form of words in
An aggrieved citizen (not being an organisation or corporationyebuttal of the unfair defamation under parliamentary
may make a written submission to the Speaker who will refer theprivilege.

submission to the Standing Orders Committee for its consideration The provision in the Senate and the House of Representa-

and recommendation that either no further action be taken, or, thﬁ . .
a response by the aggrieved citizen be published and printed #Y€S runs to at least two pages. It is a very long Standing

Hansard The Standing Orders Committee is empowered, inOrder and, rather than go into the detail of that provision, |
consultation with the aggrieved citizen, to publish an edited versiomave proposed just one paragraph under the heading
if it thinks fit. ‘Citizen’s Right of Reply’. An aggrieved citizen cannot just
New Standing Order 145A allows citizens the right of replycome back in any way. What the aggrieved citizen proposes
in circumstances where a citizen believes he or she has betnbe published irHansardwill be edited by the Standing
unfairly defamed under parliamentary privilege. ParliamenOrders Committee. The Standing Orders Committee will not
tary privilege is important to us. It is important that memberscop frivolous, vexatious or defamatory material: it has to be
of Parliament should be free to say what they wish ina factual, sober and succinct reply. The Standing Orders
Parliament without being impeached or tried elsewhere. Thalommittee will make sure that it is.

Majority of 4 for the Noes.
New Standing Order 139A thus negatived.
New Standing Order 145A.
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If members of Parliament are to have the respect of thélansardsare kept—those individuals will be forever known
public, we will have to exercise our parliamentary privilegeby that alleged indiscretion, abuse or crime. We heard one
against our speech being impugned in any other forum in member of Parliament accuse a citizen of murder, and that
more responsible way. It is good, if this is carried, thatwas not true. We have heard the member for MacKillop
members of Parliament will have to think twice before usingtalking about the South-East water deal. | doubt whether he
parliamentary privilege to defame citizens. It is good that wavould be able to say those things outside Parliament without
should have to think twice about what we say. We shouldeing sued, but | believe that he said those things in the
have to contemplate the possibility that that citizen will comegenuine belief that what he was saying was true.
back inHansardin a succinct, sober and serious way. | revealed matters in this Parliament about a former

I recommend this change to the Committee. | cannotnember for MacKillop. Not only did they turn out to be true
imagine what arguments will be put up against it, apart fronbut that member of Parliament lost his position on the front
its being an Opposition proposition. It is an idea whose timéench and then his seat in Parliament. So, we are not talking
has come. Not only does it apply in the House of Representabout members of Parliament necessarily deliberately abusing
tives and the Senate but also it applies in the New Soutparliamentary privilege to defame someone: we are saying
Wales Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council and inthat in most instances people can be defamed inadvertently,
Queensland, and it is under consideration in Victoria andbut cases have occurred in which parliamentary privilege has
Western Australia. been abused.

The Hon. R.G. Kerin interjecting: So, what does the citizen do? Generally, the citizen has to

Mr ATKINSON: The Deputy Premier interjects and says,say, ‘Say it outside cowards’ castle; come and say it outside
‘Get rid of parliamentary privilege altogether. That is a the Parliament’ and so on, but that does not achieve a remedy
manifestly absurd proposition. to the record for posterity. We do not suggest giving members

The Hon. R.G. Kerin interjecting: of the public who are innocent and who have been defamed

Mr ATKINSON: Itis not where | am heading. What the the right to come back and have a go at the member—to have
Deputy Premier is proposing would wind back the hard wore slag back—or the right of parliamentary privilege to say
rights of the Bill of Rights of 1688. Parliamentary privilege what they like: we are saying that people whose livelihoods
is something on which our modern Parliament is founded andnd reputations have been harmed, either deliberately or
it would not function in a worthwhile manner without it. Just inadvertently by what a member of Parliament says in this
contemplate members of Parliament being sued for everparliament, should have a procedure by which they can ask
criticism they made of each other and citizens in the coursthe permission of the Parliament to set the record straight—
of a parliamentary day. The defamation courts would beot to argue vexatiously but to say, ‘This is not the case,’ then
clogged and members of Parliament would not be able tpoint out why.
speak their minds freely. Itis just an absurd proposition from  As for people saying that this is the end of parliamentary
the Deputy Premier that parliamentary privilege be abolishegrivilege, | point out that it has worked in the Senate and has
altogether. This amendment is not leading in that directionbeen adopted by the House of Representatives and the New
Itis introducing a heavily qualified— South Wales Parliament and, as the member for Spence said,

Mr Williams interjecting: it is under consideration in Victoria and Western Australia.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for What are we so frightened of in this Parliament that we
Spence should ignore interjections, which are out of ordercannot give the people who elect us—the people who give us

Mr ATKINSON: This proposition will increase respect our parliamentary privilege—the right to protect and defend
for members of Parliament. It will make members oftheir reputations? | commend this measure to the House.
Parliament think twice before they defame members of the Mr Clarke interjecting:
public under parliamentary privilege. It will lead to a higher ~ Mr HILL: 1 will talk to the member for Ross Smith later.
standard of debate. If there is a bucket to be dropped ihwant to speak briefly on this matter, because it is an issue
Parliament, it will be dropped a lot more carefully after thisabout which | feel quite passionately and it is one that | have
provision comes in. All we are proposing is a modest andaised in the Labor Party forums over the years. As members
limited right of reply, which would be vetted by the Standing would know, | am not a person given to wild and outrageous
Orders Committee. | urge the Committee to accept thistatements in this House. | have not been named, cautioned
worthwhile amendment, which is supported widely in Southor warned. It is a matter of some chagrin for me within my
Australia. Caucus that | have not had any of these things attributed to

The Hon. M.D. RANN: | support this proposal. Of allthe me, because | am being picked on by my colleagues for not
proposals before this place tonight, this one most deserves theing rowdy enough. | thought it would be an interesting
support of all members of Parliament. Itis a recognition thakexercise to look through theéansardrecord to see how many
this Parliament is not owned by the parliamentarians: thisimes | had been mentioned by members of Parliament before
Parliament is ultimately subject to the will of the South| was elected to this place. | went through the electronic
Australian people, and so are we as members of Parliamersirvey last night. | did not do a very thorough search but, in
So what | am suggesting is not, as the Deputy Premier sayabout five minutes, | was able to discover my name referred
to do away with parliamentary privilege. The whole point ofto by a number of members of this Parliament prior to my
a Parliament, apart from enacting the laws, is for members dfeing elected to this House.

Parliament to speak without fear or favour about issues which Many of the references dealt with my time as a candidate:
they genuinely believe to be true. naturally enough, the former member for Kaurna, Lorraine

People have been defamed in this Parliament over thRosenberg, had referred to me, | believe sometimes in a
years inadvertently by members of Parliament. Members afefamatory way. Also members of this and another place had
Parliament have come in here and said things which they ha@ferred to me and made comments about me in my capacity
been told and which they believed to be true about individualas the State Secretary of the Labor Party and the Party
so that, for posterity—for the hundreds of years thatorganiser over the years. In fact, references were made to me
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in my earlier role as ministerial assistant going back about 10ut and which prevent us from putting this through tonight,
years. So, in all those capacities | had been referred to bgnyway, as we need to do a lot more work on them.
members of this place, and on several occasions, | believe, The first is that the resolution here is in fact a Standing
| had been defamed. Claims had been made about me, an@tder. Nowhere in New Zealand, or in the Commonwealth,
had been accused of doing things that were not true. have they put in a Standing Order: it has always been done
As a non-member of this place, | did not have the abilityby resolution of the House. The House of Representatives
to set the record right. As the Leader of the Opposition saidadopted a resolution in August 1997. As the member for
historians who trawl through looking at the record of anSpence correctly pointed out, in 1998 a resolution went
individual may well come across my name and believe thathrough the Senate. In the New South Wales Legislative
the things that were said about me were true and that | hatlssembly it was adopted by resolution, as it was also in their
acted improperly in a range of ways. So, | believe verylLegislative Council, and in Queensland it was adopted by
strongly that a person who has been defamed in this plagesolution. Interstate it has been done by resolution and not
should have the right to put his or her version on the recorthy Standing Order.
for the sake of history apart from their own general satisfac- Secondly, the resolution gives the Speaker a pivotal role
tion about having set the record right. in the filtering mechanism. The resolution before us tonight
Some will say, ‘You're a member of the Labor Party; you does not do that. The resolution says very specifically:
have 20 or 30 mates in there who could get up and speak on e aggrieved citizen may make a written submission to the
your behalf and put the record straight on your behalf.” Thaspeaker, who will refer the submission to the Standing Orders
is true and, on a number of occasions, especially when theommittee.
former member for Kaurna was having a go at me, myn this case there is no role for the Speaker, other than being
colleagues and friends here were able to make the poifhe postman. However, when we go to the resolution passed
clearly that she was wrong, and they were able to correct th@rough the House of Representatives it is very specific and
record. But many other people, some of whom are involvedtates:
in pol_itics, do not have tha_t opportu_nity. If 1 had _been aGreen Where a person has been referred to by name or in such a way
candidate or a One Nation candidate standing at the lagk to be readily identified in the House makes a submission in
election, nobody in this House would have defended meuwriting to the Speaker—
Mrs Rosenberg would have been able to come into theng this is the key point—

Parliament, make outrageous statements about me, clain r|1d if the Speaker is satisfied that the subject of the submission is not

had done all sorts of illegal, improper or immoral things, ancgo obviously trivial or the submission so frivolous, vexatious or
nobody here would have corrected the record. Her statemenifensive in character as to make it inappropriate, that it be con-
could then have been distributed widely within the electoratgidered by the Privileges Committee and that it is practical for the
in a way which would have damaged me and | would nofrmleges Committee to consider the submission under its resolution,
have had the ability to stop her from doing it, because if'¢ SPeaker may refer the submission to that committee.
would have been under par”amentary privi|ege_ If | had hadt IS absolutel_y vital if this I_S to work t_hat it be mcorporated
the capacity to set the record straight, in that way | could hav# any resolution, whether in a Standing Order, or, as | prefer
defended myself. to see, a resolution put through the House.

| feel very strongly about this issue. It is important that, It then comes to the question of the Speaker’s role in a
if citizens have been referred to in this place in an impropeStanding Orders Committee. At the moment the Speaker has
or defamatory way, they have the right to set the record casting vote in the Standing Orders Committee. We have
straight to sort out their own sense of grievance and also fgi€en in a Privileges Committee, with the balance as it exists
the sake of history so that future historians or people whdén some Parliaments (and this Parliament at the moment is an
readHansardcasually will get an accurate understanding oféxample), where the Chairman of the Privileges Committee
what might have happened. did not have the casting vote because of the balance on the

The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: A few weeks ago this Ccommittee.
matter came before the Government Party room and, as The CHAIRMAN: Order! | ask the Leader and the
Chairman of the Standing Orders Committee, | was asked tenember for Hart to take their seat. The member for Morphett.
give a presentation to the Party room on some of the issues The Hon. J.K.G. OSWALD: Itis not always possible to
that were incorporated in this concept. The form of words irguarantee that the Speaker will have a casting vote on the
the motion tonight is the same form of words which weStanding Orders Committee, which means that in certain
looked at in the Standing Orders Committee and which wengircumstances the Speaker cannot exercise that role as
before the various Party rooms. It was a form of wordsenvisaged in the resolution of the House of Representatives.
designed to be more of a thought-jogger to get peopldhat is an issue that requires research to see what would
thinking about the issue, rather than trying to summariséappen if the Speaker ever lost that ability to act as the
everything in the two-page resolution which was passed ifiltering mechanism.
the House of Representatives on 22 August 1997 and which There is also the other issue that members must consider
puts into more reality how the system would work. where, once a member of the public puts a statement into

As a result of the discussion in the Government PartyHansard, that statement is privileged, and the person
room, |, as the Chairman of the committee, was asked tooncerned could then make a statement and the member of
undertake further research over the Christmas break arRRarliament would not have redress in respect of that state-
report back to the Party room. We are doing that becausment. Members might say that that is what is desired and, if
some members feel strongly both ways, having had differingo, they will vote accordingly. This is part of the research
views at the time and having raised many questions relatingequired to see the impact—the ‘what ifs'—if we go down
to this issue that they want answered. Because we could ntitat track. | have covered all the issues.
give researched answers at the time, certain decisions could In summary, as a result of that | made a commitment to
not be taken. There are a couple of issues here which statide Government Party room that over the next few months,
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particularly during this recess, | will attempt to find out how to realise how many extreme positions have been created by
the mechanism works and what is the role of the Speaker dee member for Spence on that radio station.
the filtering mechanism to ensure that subjects raised are not | accept that in every Parliament we have to have those
trivial or meaningless but in a form appropriate to be referredvho are so far left and so far right. You have to have them,
to the Standing Orders or Privileges Committee. Further, &nd the reason for that is that the majority of us have got to
will attempt to ascertain the implications if the Speaker of thegive the balance of reason. The member for Spence is usually
day does not control by vote the Standing Orders Committe@ut there somewhere in that balance of reason. If you look at
The Standing Orders Committee, comprising members witthe reality in terms of what has actually been achieved by the
experience in Parliament, would consider whether that mattenember for Spence over time, with his balances, he has got
should be referred back to the House and tabled by thep those extreme points of view on very few occasions. When
Speaker. That is the purpose of having an experienced grolfg has come back and been a bit more reasonable the
of men and women from the Parliament that would meet. Parliament and the community, in fact, have usually accepted
I do not believe that this measure should go in if there idt.
any chance that the Speaker cannot exercise his role in the The CHAIRMAN: Order! | remind the member for
filtering mechanism. | will research that matter, talk toBragg of relevance to this debate.
Speakers in Australia and New Zealand and ascertain how it The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: It is very relevant, Sir,
works in practice. We have research papers so far fror@ecause it is about balance.
overseas and interstate saying that it has been in existence The CHAIRMAN: Well, the Chair questions that.
since 1988 in some cases and in other cases as recently asThe Hon. G.A. INGERSON: Mr Chairman, as | said
1996 and 1997. If it works | will go back to my Party room earlier, | believe we need to be very cautious. The matter of
and pass on the information. | am happy to pass on thdtrivilege is very important in this Parliament, and probably
information to the Standing Orders Committee, of which | amno-one in this House can speak about it more than | can. |
the Chair. | intend doing some homework on this matter anghink we need to make sure that processes in this place
reporting back. At this stage, because the motion before w&ctually bring out the balance of rights not only for the
excludes the role of the Speaker in the filtering mechanisnindividuals outside this place but within it. One of the other

| have a great deal of difficulty supporting it. concerns that | have is in relation to a committee deciding

what ought to be done. | would always sooner take my stance

The Hon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | move: or my position with one person making the decision than a
That the time for moving the adjournment of the House be_commlttee. | also have experience Of. havmg _b_een mv_olved
extended beyond 10 p.m. in that process, and particularly when it is a political environ-

ment.

Whilst | have tremendous respect for those who are
currently on the Standing Orders Committee, because |
believe it is non-political, | would be prepared to say in this
Dlace that the very first time that a letter of complaint comes
] ) o from the community it will no longer be non-political. So, |

Mr Atkinson interjecting: am concerned that when we in good faith say that we will put

The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: One of the great things it off to the Standing Orders Committee or a privileges
about the member for Spence is that he uses this place undgsmmittee we have to be very careful and think that through,
privilege better than most, and those of us on this side of thBecause sometimes natural justice does not occur, and that is
House know it very well. I think we need to be very cautiousnot only a matter internally but externally.
in this whole exercise, for several reasons. The first reason So | think we have to be very careful of committees and,
is that when someone stands up in this place and makesag | said, as someone who knows a little bit about it, | can
statement, and | believe in most instances in good faith, theypeak with a fair amount of authority. | am really speaking
make the statement and, if it is not in good faith and if it ison behalf of all of you, because one of these days any one of
done deliberately, it takes about 24 hours for the membefou could be put in the same position, quite inadvertently.
opposite, whether in Government or in Opposition, to be rungut we need to be very careful of committee structures when
up and advised that that statement is incorrect. | do not knohey are looking at matters of privilege.
of aninstance since | have been in this place when there has with those few comments, | just think that we need to be
not been a statement made by someone on the opposing sigiutious. | think we do need more time. | think we ought to
to correct whatever the honourable member has said. | do nakcept the view of the member for Morphett, not only in the
ever remember that not occurring. | also do not ever remenposition of member but as the Speaker in this House, and
ber a position of it being reported in the media where botfencourage him to have a look and do some research on how
sides of the story have not been put out in a very positivét actually works. | am not opposed to the principle. What |
sense. am really concerned about is process, because when politics

When we decide to change a very longstanding matter anget involved process goes out the window, and | think we just
adjust it in any form, and in particular reduce the privilegeneed to be very careful.
position, | think we have to be very careful and, consequent- Mr ATKINSON: Tonight the Opposition has tried to
ly, very cautious. | have listened with interest to what thereform Parliament and tried to improve parliamentary
member for Morphett said. One of the things we should tak&ehaviour.
up from his comments is that we need further time to really The Hon. M.K. Brindal interjecting:
have a good look at this whole process. The member for Mr ATKINSON: No, | am not. We have tried to intro-
Spence shakes his head, but the member for Spence taldigce a sin bin to try to improve parliamentary behaviour
more things out on the extreme than any member in thisluring Question Time, behaviour which disgusts the public.
place. One has only to listen to Bob Francis on a nightly basislow, we are trying to deal with the vice of parliamentary

Motion carried.

The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: | rise in this debate
basically just to say that | think we need to be very cautiou
when we—
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privilege being used to defame innocent citizens without | can remember a very famous speech made by the Hon.
those citizens having any right of reply. These are tworlerry Hemmings, in which he stood up and spent a grievance
reforms which are supported by the public of this State. Thelebate absolutely denying every accusation levelled at an
public of South Australia are crying out for standards ofhonourable member of this place. By absolutely denying it,
parliamentarians to be improved. Tonight, the Labor Opposihe successfully spread it. He did it in such a clever way—in
tion has tried to improve parliamentary standards and on botfact, | can remember the member for Spence laughing
occasions we have been done down by the Liberal Party. Th#trough the whole speech—that, had the honourable member
is what the record will show. stood up and objected, all the honourable member would have
The Liberal Party in this State is defending the unfairdone is draw attention to the accusations. That was done in
defamation of citizens under parliamentary privilege withoutthe belief that whatever is perpetrated from one side of the
the right of reply, and it is the Liberal Party that is supportingHouse to the other is fair play. Some things were said on one
the appalling behaviour during Question Time which is sooccasion that | did not like, and they were subsequently
repelling the public of South Australia. The Labor Oppositionwithdrawn. The problem is this: they were subsequently
has tried something about it; Government members haweithdrawn but theAdvertiserdid not choose to print the
voted us down twice; it is on the record, and we will be happywithdrawal in anywhere near the detail that it printed the
to tell the public where we stood and where you stood.  accusations. That is an example of the behaviour in this
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: There is in this House House of one member towards another.
politics and there is in this House base political trickery, and  Like the member for Spence, | seek to protect the dignity
I put to this House that some members opposite may well band sense of decency of this House. However, the dignity and
guilty more of the latter than the former. | say that becauseefence of members of this House starts with their treatment
they clearly choose populism and simplistic argument— of one another. It certainly spreads to the treatment of our
Members interjecting: citizens. However, as | heard the member for Kaurna say—
The CHAIRMAN: Order! and he has been mentioned on a number of occasions—that
The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: The member for Peake says, he might have had cause for redress. However, on most
‘Can | pronounce it right?’ Even if | cannot pronounce it occasions any remark | have ever heard about the member for
right, | at least know what it means and that puts me thaKaurna in this or any former capacity was directed towards
much further ahead of the member for Peake. Parliament the politics of a position or something—
in charge of its own processes and it regulates itself. Parlia- An honourable member interjecting:
ment is sovereign. If this Parliament feels that somebody has The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: No, I'm not necessarily
been wronged or slighted, this Parliament at any time casaying that it is, but it was directed towards the political
take appropriate measures to redress that wrong. As rather than the personal process. This all starts with our
Parliament that has evolved over centuries, we do not neeattitude of one to another but, more importantly, this House
to construct rules that bind us when we may bind ourselvesan, on any occasion when somebody is wrong, grant redress
according to the occasion on any and every day that thit that person. We do not need a rule to fix specific examples
Parliament sits. in case they occur. We can fix them any time we like by the
I have seen in this place occasions on which members afill of the House. Why do we seek to diminish the power of
Parliament, rightly or wrongly, have got it very wrong and this House by inflicting on it rules which it can exercise any
members who have been in this House (as the member féime it wishes to? | know the member for Spence may well
Spence has) will know that if a member has come in hergo outside this Chamber and say exactly what he said he
from either side of the House and made the types of badould say in his last contribution.
assertions we are discussing—really got stuck into someone Mr Atkinson: | was just practising.
who did not deserve it—they have paid a price, and they have The Hon. M.K. BRINDAL: As he says now, he was just
generally paid a price for the rest of their career. practising. If | speak to him outside tomorrow and say to him
There is one thing that this House understands innatelyhat | do not think it was well done, he will probably say to
that is, there is politics and there is fairness. When | havene, ‘That's just politics.” For the member for Spence it might
seen in this place someone come in and unfairly and delibebe just politics. | believe—and other members in this
ately have a go at someone who did not deserve it and th&hamber also believe this—we are custodians of something,
later came to light, every member, regardless of which sidand something fairly fine. The member for Spence can laugh,
of the House they were on, never quite forgets. It becomeslaut we happen to be elected here for three, four or five terms
stain on that person’s character for the rest of their politicaif we are lucky. The institution will go on after us. It existed
career. The member for Spence knows that what | am sayintgefore us, because some people valued it. If the member for
is true. This House in many ways is a good judge of itself; itSpence wants to debase it for pure political motive and five
is in many ways the best judge of itself. minutes of gain, by misrepresenting the actions of this House
If someone is so defamed or so wronged that this Housand the reason for its deliberations, let him do so. But let him
believes that person needs redress, this House can at any tialeo stand judged for his consequence by those in this House
redress that wrong on behalf of the citizen or allow thatwho seek to understand what it is about.
citizen the right of redress. It does not need to make aruleto Mr LEWIS: My view of the proposition that the member
suit every occasion, to actually address a specific occasidor Spence has put before the Chamber is that again it is put
that the member for Spence seeks to address. | commend hauite sincerely. However, his mistake is that most of the
for that, but | put to the member for Spence that some of thaggrieved parties arising out of statements made in this
greatest wrongs in this place have been done in the name Ghamber where the party feels as though the statements made
political gamesmanship between one side and the other. It @bout them are in error of fact, as well as questioning the
all right for the member for Spence to say—and it is true tamotives of the aggrieved party, are not natural persons; they
say—that we in this House are all equal and we have our oware businesses or organisations—at least that has been my
rights of redress. experience.
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Accordingly, the proposition moved by the member forfrom either knaves or fools trying to get their little bit into
Spence excludes those interests in the community from beiridansard about some matter or other. That is not what
able to answer allegations made about them, where a membdansardwas really intended to be: it was intended to be a
says that an aggrieved citizen not being an organisation orr@cording of the proceedings of the Parliament.
corporation may make a written statement to the Speaker who | members will reflect, | am sure they will all agree that

may refer it on, and so on. So, we will not do what thefajrly soon we would all like the records of the Parliament to
member for Spence wanted to do other than in the limiteghclude not only the printed record but also a digitised record
context of where a citizen, a person, has been offended. | dgf the video. | can imagine that, if we get this up within a
not mind that. year or two we will have people wanting to come in and stand

My second point is that the honourable member used thgy front of the camera and make a statement, with all the
word ‘citizen’. Presumably he means ‘Australian citizen'. histrionics they can lay on in a way that matches what they
This means that those people who are not Australiaiyould say were the theatrical histrionics of the member who
citizens— made the misstatement about them.

Mr Atkinson interjecting: . | just worry, therefore, about the efficacy of the process

Mr LEWIS: No, butthey may be residents and they may,s herceived by the public. Whilst it might address a per-
have been non-citizens for many years. ceived problem, in my judgment it will create a bigger

The Hon. G.M. Gunn: Electors. , problem. The better way to deal with the matter is for the
. Mr LE,WIS: As the ‘m.e.'mber’ for Stuart points om'.aggrieved party to go to another member of either this House
electors’ are identical to ‘citizens’, because a person who ig'the other place and have it dealt with, as it can be now. It
not a citizen cannot be an elector for the purpose of electiong ¢4, 41 those reasons that | do not support what the member

for;;nii?rllamgntt. ecting: for Spence is proposing. | know that the proposition had a
Mr LE\I/\r;ISSO'n :\rll "i”ec '”Tgh th istered on th superficial attractiveness when it was first contemplated by
r - Notnow. They must have registered ontne, ine o mempers of this place, until | spoke to them—in some

elﬁ_ctk(])rtal LOIII prlorléo the enactr'\r/ller&_o; the ,tA_us_t”rahf\ '?‘C(;instances one-on-one and in other instances in the Party
which took place 12 years ago. My third point IS 1llustrated,, o otingand they understood what | was talking about.

by the member for Kaurna who, prior to the last election, as . A
y p | want to address one other aspect in rebuttal in this debate

a candidate, felt that he was referred to improperly by the > )
previous member for Kaurna in the course of her remarks i glevant to th_e provisions that are now mad‘? in the House of
epresentatives Standing Orders following the Senate

this Chamber from time to time. He would have welcome dooting thi h 12 ! beli -
the opportunity to respond in the way in which this provision2d0Pting this approach some 12 years or so ago, | believe It
was. This House is comprised of members who are in far

proposes to allow. If | have got the member for Kaurna S . :
wrong | am sure he will indicate that across the Chamber witfnore intimate contact with their electorates. We have 22 000

anod. electors per member, whereas there are over 80 000 electors
I understood the member for Kaurna to say that the formeP € member in the House of Representatives; and Senators
member maligned him and that he would have welcomed thaardly ever have any contact W'th their constituents. .
opportunity to make a statement to correct that. That is S0, in consequence of us having closer contact with the
another reservation that | have about introducing a proposFommunity day to day, we raise issues that are more intimate
tion such as the one which the member for Spence has befor@d that are closer to the day-to-day housekeeping of life than
us now, because at election time there will be properlyhe Federal members, who have a more detached and esoteric
elected members who make statements to the House whi@®proach to their politics. For example, they do not care to
they think are appropriate to the interests of their electoratthink anything of what | believe is a scurrilous approach to
and their re-election. dealing with legislation. They put legislation on the Notice
Candidates with nothing like the intellect or integrity of Paper because they want it passed and then use the guillotine.
the member for Kaurna—candidates of the bizarre kinds thathey can put through 48 Bills without them even being read,
we often see offering themselves for election—will want toand there are no second reading speeches and no consider-
appear before the Standing Orders Committee and put alon of the clauses. |.ndeed, most of the members of the
proposition where there is just the slightest flutter of hopdiouse of Representatives would not have a clue what they
that they can get something intansardwith their name on  have agreed to during the week until they are told by a
it. This will stroke their already super egos that need to be fegonstituent that a law which has been passed has flaws in it.
an enormous amount in ways which | suggest will bastardise They accept the word of the public servants and minders
the entire process. of the Ministers—the Party minions and so on who inhabit
The Standing Orders Committee will sit for hours on endthose warrens in Canberra—as being gospel about what will
every week considering propositions from candidates whae ideal for Australian society in respect of their constitution-
claim to be aggrieved, and they will go out into the publical responsibilities. They accept the word of those people who
arena criticising the Standing Orders Committee for eitheare removed from real life and who live in an ivory tower—
rejecting their request or forcing them to compromise it toand pass the legislation by guillotining it. | do not believe that
such an extent that they will say that there was unfaithat is Parliament at all. It might be a process but it is
interference in their right to have their point of view enteredcertainly not Parliament. It is about time that they got closer
into Hansard to the public that they are supposed to represent, so that they
| do not shrink from any responsibility that | have in this can understand the rate of change that they allow their
place, one of which will be, as a member of the Standingninions, minders and bureaucrats to impose on Australian
Orders Committee if this measure passes, to review thosmciety. The rate of change is far too great. They are de-
propositions that will be received in response to real otached, they do not understand and they are not concerned by
imagined improper remarks maligning them. They will beevents that cause anxiety at a social level of interaction in the
jumping at shadows and we will have piles of paperworksame way we are.
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I make that point because it demonstrates the differencgone and carefully research the material before they brought
in the nature of the matters that are raised in grievance iitinto the Chamber. They should taste their words before they
Canberra compared with matters raised in our Chambepass their teeth.

Therefore the level and the number of occasions upon which Progress reported; Committee to sit again.

citizens will find cause to be aggrieved at what has been said

about them, or what they think has been said about them, STAMP DUTIES (SHARE BUY-BACKS)

during the course of parliamentary sittings will be infinitely AMENDMENT BILL

less in Canberra than it will be in a Parliament and a Chamber L . o

like ours. Therefore they will not have the number of The Legislative Council agreed to the Bill without any

occasions upon which they will have to consider a request tgmendment.

print something irHansard __ AUSTRALIAN FORMULA ONE GRAND PRIX
For all those reasons | do not support the proposal, in spite (SOUTH AUSTRALIAN MOTOR SPORT)
of the fact that it is superficially attractive and in spite of the AMENDMENT BILL

fact that | have a feeling of empathy and respect for what the

member for Spence has set out to do. It behoves us as The | egislative Council agreed to the Bill without any
individual members either to conduct ourselves better or, ifmendment.

anyone amongst us does not, to expect that other members in

here will defend the honour of a citizen, the reputation of a ADJOURNMENT

firm and the standing of an organisation, firm or individual

in consequence of those misrepresentative remarks that were At 10.28 p.m. the House adjourned until Thursday
made by the member who did not do what they should hav6 November at 10.30 a.m.



