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HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY AUDITOR-GENERAL'S REPORT: HINDMARSH
OUSE OF ASS SOCCER STADIUM REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT

Wednesday 25 July 2001 The SPEAKER laid on the table the interim report of the

. Auditor-General on the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium redevel-
The SPEAKER (Hon. J.K.G. Oswald) took the chairat  gpment project.

2 p.m. and read prayers.

TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | move:
DENTAL SERVICES, FUNDING That the report be published.

A petition signed by 20 residents of South Australia, re- Motion carried.
questing that the House urge the government to fund dental
services to ensure the timely treatment of patients, was LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE

presetr);[gd by M.s' Rdanklne. Mr CONDOUS (Colton): | bring up the 26th report of
etition received. the committee and move:
FIREWORKS That the report be received.

Motion carried.
A petition signed by 40 residents of South Australia, re-

questing that the House ban the personal use of fireworks QUESTIONTIME
with the exception of authorised public displays, was
presented by Ms Rankine. FESTIVAL OF ARTS

Petition received.
Mr FOLEY (Hart): My question is directed to the

GOLDEN GROVE ROAD Premier. How soon after the arts minister, the Hon. Diana

» . ) ) Laidlaw, in another House, was informed of the $1.15 million

A petition signed by 14 residents of South Australia, re{oss of the 2000 Adelaide Festival of Arts was the Premier
questing that the House urge the government to consult witfhformed of these losses, and when was cabinet informed? In
the local community and consider projected traffic flowsthe Economic and Finance Committee this morning, the arts
when assessing the need to upgrade Golden Grove Road, Wafnister, the Hon. Diana Laidlaw, said that she was first

presented by Ms Rankine. informed in December last year that the festival would incur
Petition received. losses. The arts minister said that she was made aware of the
full extent of these losses by the then board chairman, Mr Ed
RADIOACTIVE WASTE Tweddell in a 7.15 a.m. telephone call on 21 February this
year.

A petition signed by 28 residents of South Australia, re-  TheHon. J.W. OLSEN (Premier): Relying on my
questing that the House prohibit the establishment of &yemory, my understanding and recollection is that the
national intermediate or high level radioactive waste storagfinjster advised her colleagues that there was an issue related
facility in South Australia, was presented by Ms Rankine. tg funding (the exact time of that | cannot recall) and that she

Petition received. was looking at ways to undertake the funding through her
own portfolio—and that is what the minister did. As |
TEA TREE GULLY POLICE understand the circumstances, she was advised of the funding

shortfall; she then said that she would attempt to manage that

A petition signed by 47 residents of South Australia, re-within her portfolio, and | understand that she has done so.
questing that the House urge the government to establish a

police patrol base to service the Tea Tree Gully area, was CANNABIS
presented by Ms Rankine.
Petition received. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): Would the Premier
outline the government’s plans to combat trafficking in
MURRAY RIVER BILL cannabis within the state?

TheHon. JW. OLSEN (Premier): The hydroponic
A petition signed by 18 residents of South Australia, re-cultivation of cannabis in South Australia will be made a
guesting that the House support a River Murray bill for thecriminal offence under sweeping changes to the state’s drug
purpose of the rehabilitation and control of the river, wadaws. The number of outdoor cannabis plants that can be

presented by Ms Rankine. grown without facing criminal conviction will be reduced
Petition received. from three to one, with the expiation notice increasing from
$150 to $250. Currently, the law allows for the cultivation of
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA three cannabis plants, either hydroponically or outdoors,
SALISBURY CAMPUS without facing criminal conviction. | have also announced a

review to consider the introduction of a licensing system for
A petition signed by 108 residents of South Australia,the retailers of hydroponic equipment.
requesting that the House ensure the Salisbury campus of the Members interjecting:
University of South Australia be rezoned mixed-use, was The SPEAKER: Order!
presented by Ms Rankine. TheHon. JW. OLSEN: The production of cannabis
Petition received. hydroponically is now the most common method of cultiva-
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tion in South Australia, allowing growers to produce up toapproach, and | would hope that the parliament would support
four drug crops a year. In speaking to the police today, theys because what we are attempting to do is stamp out the
indicated to me that it is possible to actually produce fivetrafficking of drugs and stamp out the range of bag snatching,
crops per year. In the first four months of this year, Soutthome invasions and other robberies, which, in many instan-
Australia Police detected 149 hydroponic cannabis cropses, are designed to feed the drug habits of individuals within
resulting in the seizure of almost 1 600 cannabis plants andur community. | accept and acknowledge that there is no one
over 86 kilograms of dried or drying cannabis. single solution to the range of issues related to drugs in our
Growing four and perhaps five crops a year, 12 plants aommunity: it is a matter of education, it is a matter of
year or up to 15 or 16 plants a year, can only be regarded ashabilitation, it is law enforcement. There are a range of
growing commercial quantities for drug trafficking—nothing measures that have to be, in a complementary sense, put in
more and nothing less. Hydroponic drug crops have beconm@ace. This is one step in the right direction for tackling what
a major revenue earner for organised crime and have result&ithe most insidious of all trades within our community—
in South Australia’s becoming a major supplier of the drugdrug trafficking.
to interstate markets. The cannabis is often traded for heavier Membersinterjecting:
drugs, which are then transported back into South Australia. The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member for
It is the trafficking of the drugs, in particular, that we want Hart.
to target.
The SPEAKER: Order! | ask the member for Lee please ADELAIDE FESTIVAL CENTRE TRUST
to move off the carpet.
TheHon. J.W. OLSEN: Increasingly, we are seeing Mr FOLEY (Hart): My question is to the Premier of a
assaults, violence and home invasions associated wigfooked government. Does the Premier—
hydroponic crops, and that is clearly unacceptable. South Membersinterjecting:
Australia now has 96 hydroponic equipment supply stores, The SPEAKER: Order!
which is the highest number per head of population in the Mr FOLEY: Read that! Read that!
country. This has increased dramatically from an estimated Members interjecting:
10 stores in 1992. While there is no suggestion that all those The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hart will come
stores are engaged in illegal activity, police estimate that ufo his question or | will withdraw leave.
to 90 per cent of customers of hydroponic stores grow Mr FOLEY: My question is directed to the Premier and
cannabis either for their own use or for the criminal networkit is about cover-ups. Does the Premier believe it is accept-
South Australia has a longstanding reputation for beingble for the arts minister, or any of his cabinet ministers, to
tolerant in relation to cannabis for private use, but thecover up information about losses incurred by a government
trafficking of drugs is a destructive blight on our community body in order to present a false picture to the public of that
and, in many cases, is causing irreparable damage to familié®dy? The arts minister, the Hon. Diana Laidlaw—
and individuals. We do not want to accept that South The Hon. D.C. Kotz interjecting:
Australia has developed a reputation as the cannabis capital Mr FOLEY: Read that and you will know about cover-
of Australia. It is something that | reject and would want toups. The arts minister, in giving evidence to the Economic
put to one side. and Finance Committee today, admitted that information has
We have seen in recent times something like, in the ladteen withheld from the public about the losses of the
18 months to two years, four deaths, 60 home invasions antldelaide Festival. The minister said that she was keeping the
40 assaults; and if anybody wants a graphic description of th@formation hidden in order to fix the problem. You like to
effects of this insidious trade on our community, one only hakeep information hidden, don’t you John?
to read the account in today’s paper, where a 14-year old was The SPEAK ER: Order! The honourable Premier.
shot in the groin in an incident related to cannabis and the TheHon. J.W. OLSEN (Premier): This question is very
drug trade in our state. It is those areas that simply have to imilar to the first question asked of me by the member for
tackled. We will tackle that and we are taking steps to do thatart. | repeat that the Minister for the Arts did identify to her
Members interjecting: colleagues that she was having difficulty with the funding of
The SPEAKER: Order! the festival, and that she would implement measures within
TheHon. JW. OLSEN: Unlike the Labor Party, we are her portfolio—specifically, as | understand it, the arts

not soft on drugs and it is interesting that the opposition hapudget—to correct that. | understand that the minister, in fact,

skirted this ifssue— . informed the Economic and Finance Committee of that matter
Members interjecting: this morning. The member for Hart, | presume, would have
The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Hart for been at that meeting this morning.

disrupting the House. The Premier. Mr Foley: Yes, | was.

TheHon. JW.OLSEN: It is interesting that those  TheHon.J.W. OLSEN: If he was at the meeting this
opposite and the leader have skirted this issue for some timfiorning, why is he then asking me these questions in the

now. As on most issues, Labor does not have a policy. It ifjouse today, having already asked the minister this morning
trying to creep into office without telling South Australians jn the Economic and Finance Committee?

what it stands for. Is it going to be supportive of stamping out

drug trafficking in our state, or is it going to sit on the MURRAY RIVER
sidelines watching the wheels go around? What we need and
deserve is a policy from the opposition on this issue. Mr VENNING (Schubert): Will the Minister for Water

This issue will now come back eventually to the parlia-Resources inform the House of the steps being taken to
ment and this will be a test of all members of parliament inensure that the health of the Murray River is safeguarded for
relation to drug trafficking within our community. Important- future South Australians?
ly, we have brought down the issue, and a policy and an Mr Lewisinterjecting:
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TheHon. M.K.BRINDAL (Minister for Water In conclusion, | commend to the House the fact that the
Resources): | certainly can—and | wonder why the member report of the Murray River select committee will be handed
for Hammond is interjecting and saying, ‘That's disgusting.’down this afternoon and | draw to members’ attention the fact
| wish to— that they might be interested in the contribution of all

Mr Lewis: If you're going to grandstand— members.

The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Hammond!

TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL: | will accept an apology SAMAG PLANT
from the member for Hammond, because | want to talk about Y.
the new River Murray Catchment Management Board. If hg;; TheHon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition):

attributes the same type of motivation to others that he i§,e premier now give his support to the establishment of an
guilty of himself, h.e stands accused Py_h's own words. i,y strial park with appropriate infrastructure—seven
The SPEAKER: Order! | ask the minister to come back kjlometres from Port Pirie—to help secure the $700 million

to the question. SAMAG plant and to promote collocation of other associated
TheHon. M K. BRINDAL : | wish to say rather succinct- industries in the region? The SAMAG magnesium project
ly that South Australia is doing as much as it can to ensurgyould create 500 jobs in the construction phase and another
that the Murray River is prominent in the public’s conscious-500 jobs in the long term.
ness, and is working hard to safeguard the river’s future on The creation of an industrial park, with enterprise zone
a number of fronts. Today the Premier was in Melbournestatus around the proposed SAMAG plant, could attract other
where he called for all states within the Murray-Darling companies and associated industries, such as die-casting,
Basin—Queensland, South Australia, New South Walesnagnesite processing, fertiliser and pharmaceutical produc-
Victoria and, of course, the ACT—to commit to saving thetion, mineral sands and the dry processing of concentrates.
Murray through a 20 year plan. The magnesium plant, of course, would also be a boost to the
Last month, South Australia became the first state t@ar and other local industries which increasingly favour
commit to a seven year program to help save the Murray bynagnesium as a lighter material.
signing a bilateral agreement with the commonwealth. Our TheHon. J.W. OL SEN (Premier): This is an important
state will spend $100 million over seven years under thaproject for us to attempt to win for South Australia. Over the
agreement. Also last month our state released its Rivgsast couple of years a lot of energy has been put in to try to
Murray Salinity Strategy, which lays out a 15 year strategysecure the project for our state. | remember that, in the early
to combat salinity in South Australia’s portion of the river. piece, an alternative gas source was a key factor. We spent
The strategy sets out the battle plan for an ongoing wai8 months or two years, | think, looking at ensuring that we
against salinity; that is, keeping the levels at Morgan belovhad an alternative gas source into South Australia to underpin
800 EC for 95 per cent of the time, arresting flood plainSAMAG's investment prospect for our state.
decline and our state accepting its responsibility for salt |nitially, to get that project moving, the government was
contributions. prepared to undertake some underwriting of that gas line. |
Later this afternoon (as the member for Hammond haam pleased to say that the project, having been looked at by
alluded to), the Select Committee on the River Murray willa number of proponents, has meant that the funding of the gas
table in this chamber its final report. That report contains ovepipeline from Melbourne into Adelaide will now be undertak-
90 recommendations which will be considered by theen solely by the private sector.
government. | certainly do not wish to steal the thunder from  Facilitating that—that is, a number of consortium
those who contributed to the report or pre-empt whamembers—and then looking at the quantity of gas that would
members might say on the matter. But | do wish briefly tobe shipped from Melbourne into South Australia underpins
address the expansion of the boundaries (which previously competitive alternative gas source that would create the
has been announced) and the formation of the new board.opportunity for SAMAG to have a fuel source to undertake
The expansion of the boundaries has more thathe project in our state.
doubled the area for which the board was responsible, that We have also supported an application for Ausindustry
area currently being some 5.7 million hectares. | alsdunding. Importantly, | note, the proponents have looked at
announced that | would revoke the proclamation of the boarén alternative location overseas which, | would hope, would
to enable new nominations to be received for membership opring a close scrutiny by the commonwealth government to
the expanded body. A total of 47 nominations for the newlook at Australian industry incentives in order to make sure
board were received. Last week, the Governor approved that these projects are kept onshore rather than going
new eight member board, which draws upon the large rangeffshore.
of skills and expertise from a diverse group of people living We have assisted the project and, if my memory serves me
throughout the catchment. The new board includes peopleorrectly, we have given environmental approval for this
experienced in dry land farming, local government, irrigation project, and that was a few weeks ago. Hopefully, with
dairying, local action planning groups and even a formeenvironmental approval being putin place, it will now enable
cabinet minister, the Hon. Peter Arnold. The board will bethe proponents in their application to the federal government
headed by Mr Jeff Parish, who is currently the Chief Execto get additional industry incentives from the various
utive Officer of the Central Irrigation Trust, and who is commonwealth government programs. That being the case,
highly skilled and experienced in water resource managemehthink that we should be well placed to attract that project
matters. One of the first tasks of the new board will be tchere.
finalise its proposed draft catchment water management plan. | note with some interest that the AENC proposal for
Importantly, however, the new board will act as a vehicle forQueensland was unable, as of Friday last, to secure the
implementing and assisting the policies of Murray Riverfinancial package in time to underpin that particular project.
salinity. I will be seeking some advice shortly as to what the implica-

ven its importance to South Australia and Port Pirie, will
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tions mean for us and our project if the Queensland projedhis state. South Australians, in addition, are proud of the
does not proceed. Importantly, this creates a significantrojects that they have built, that they have been involved in
opportunity for us; and, as the leader points out, it wouldbuilding and that they are now enjoying.

create employment, investment and economic activity in a 1 is fajr to say that none of these projects is easy. They are

region that would surely want that. . rojects you cannot put online in a year or two years—as we
| can assure the leader that we have worked particularlya e seen with the airport terminal. | have had Some personal
hard to bring about a positive result. However, major project,ojvement in that now for 5% years. If you do not hang in
such as this, with funding investments of the order of aboul it yoy do not show determination and perseverance in
$700 million, mean that many other forces come into playiyege projects, you do not get there at the end of the day. It
We can do only so much and what we have attempted to %}es not matter whether they are funded by government, the

is address, as | said, the gas pipeline, the fuel source; 10 100l ate sector or a combination of both. They require hard
at the environmental sign-offs in relation to the project; andyqrk 1o facilitate, a lot of careful negotiation and, as | have
to take up the matter at a commonwealth level to get funding, antioned certainly a lot of perseverance to see them
for it. | note that the commonwealth government did put i”through. '

place financial support for the AMC proposal in Queensland. ) )

That having been put in place for Queensland, | hope that a Our perseverance on the airport will end what I have often
proposal of this nature for South Australia would gettermed inthis House the embarrassment of the two tin sheds

equivalent support—and that is what we are attempting t§1at masquerade as an airport terminal. It will end the

achieve. inconvenience of scampering across the tarmac in the rain,
Finally, in response to the leader's question, be assurdife heat or the wind. It will end the humiliation for disabled

that this project has been focused on very closely by the loc&" €lderly people who are offered a forklift to deplane in

member, the Deputy Premier, and the member for Stuart, arfdelaide.

also | can give a commitment that we will continue to focus | was coming back from Melbourne on one occasion and

on this project to try to bring it to fruition for South Aus- putting my boarding pass through the ticketing machine when

tralia’s economic future. the flight attendant asked the person in front of me who was
having difficulty walking whether they would require a
ADELAIDE AIRPORT forklift to deplane in Adelaide. The perception of that is just

L appalling. Another scenario is that you get back to Adelaide
Mr CONDOUS (Colton): Can the Premier inform the a4 you have two briefcases and it is raining: when you get
House on progress regarding the proposed new multiusgg the pottom of the steps they say, ‘Would you like an
integrated terminal for the Adelaide Airport that the Labor;,mprelia?’ If you have two briefcases the umbrella is not a
Party could never deliver? ] ] lot of good to you to do a dash to the airport terminal. Or, if
TheHon. J.W. OLSEN (Premier): Iwould be delighted  yoy are not fast, the sou'westerly breeze coming in with rain
to respond to the member’s question. It has been a projef§ not a lot of good to you, either. We need to provide a
that has been difficult to deliver. For all of a year now wemodern, efficient and convenient gateway to our city for
seemingly have been about two weeks away from finalisingoyrists and visitors. I can recall the President of Saab coming
the deal. However, | am now pleased to say that it seems thglyt recently to invest in a new facility here, and getting off

a significant breakthrough has occurred. The sticking poinge ajrcraft and seeing what is there does not reflect or present
has always been getting the three airlines to agree to termgnat South Australia really is.

They are now publicly committed not just to the project but
to signing off on it in the next few days: | think Virgin is in : . G
Adelaide today to sign the agreement; | understand that | haR§OI€Ct. | welcome that. | noticed the interjections that came
an appointment with Mr Toomey, Ansett's MD, on ThursdaypreV|ou§Iy. I noticed that, when Bob Collins was the federal
week to sign; and we have the announcement that Qantas Hs&P0r minister and we had a state Labor government, despite
physically signed—and | made a phone call to ensure that thg‘o Labor governments he was able to get Darwin, Alice

I notice that members opposite say they support the airport

signature was on the document—the PFC part of the agre@Prings and Cairns fixed, but nothing done in Adelaide.
ment. That is a significant breakthrough in the next stepPUng that period of state and federal Labor when there was
Underpinning agreements still have to be worked through an@" OPPOrtunity to ratchet up and get our airport terminal,
signed, so other aspects still have to be finalised, but that PREething happened. Nothing was delivered for our state; there
agreement is the key component of moving this projecyvas_llp service in that area as well as lip se_rwce_for commut-
forward. | can assure the House that we will not rest until al"s in the southern suburbs and the Adelaide hills. They like
the papers are signed, all the questions are answered alusay they are bipartisan in supporting the projects we are
work is actually under way. | indicate to the House that | am?OW delivering, but when they were in government none of
confident that work should now start on site beforetN€se projects ever got near the delivery or implementation
Christmas. stages

This is another piece of crucial infrastructure for our state. Let us just take a snapshot of what one or two—or five or
It will immediately see some $220 million spent in our six—of them might be: the Adelaide-Darwin railway, the
economy in the next three years. The annual economic booSbuthern Expressway, the Crafers highway and the tunnels,
to our economy could be towards something likethe Convention Centre, the National Wine Centre, the Berri
$500 million. It is another driver for growth, for jobs and for bridge, the Hindmarsh Island bridge, Holdfast Shores and
opportunities for our state. It will underpin the growth that weMount Lofty Summit. The list goes on of projects put in place
are seeing in our tourism and hospitality industry—a veryand delivered for South Australia’s benefit and future. Along
significant employer in our state—and that will continue towith all these developments, the airport project demonstrates
expand. As a government, we are enormously proud of how South Australia is in the best shape it has been in for
number of key projects that we have been able to deliver fomore than a decade.
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HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM
TheHon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): Will

ago and | have been on my feet answering questions for the
best part of that.
Members interjecting:

the Premier name the ministers or members of his govern- The SPEAKER: Order!

ment who have been deliberately frustrating the completion TheHon. J.W. OLSEN: Mr Speaker, | will start again.
of the Auditor-General's Report into the Hindmarsh SocceiThis report was tabled—

Stadium; and will he name the members of his government Mr Conlon interjecting:

who have threatened to take legal action against the Auditor- The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the member for Elder.
General to prevent his tabling his long awaited report? Inan TheHon. J.W. OL SEN: | have got to three paragraphs

extraordinary and unprecedented interim report—

The SPEAKER: Order! The member is now commenting.

Do you want to explain your question?
TheHon. M.D. RANN: Yes, sir; | seek your leave to

on page 1. Mr Speaker—
Members interjecting:
The SPEAKER: | warn the member for Mitchell.
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting:

explain the question. In an extraordinary and unprecedented The SPEAKER: And | warn the Leader of the Opposi-

interim report tabled a few minutes ago—
The SPEAKER: The member is commenting.

TheHon. M.D. RANN: —the Auditor-General has

tion.
TheHon. G.M. Gunn: Why don’t you do something
about the—

reported that he has encountered substantial delays in the The SPEAKER: And the member for Stuart!
natural justice process, which means that he is now unlikely Members interjecting:
to be able to complete his report in time for the spring session TheHon. J.W. OLSEN: Mr Speaker, might |—

of parliament later this year. The Auditor-General has said The SPEAKER: No, you may not. | just caution mem-
that on 19 February this year he distributed for the purposesers. A sensitive issue has been raised here. If members want
of procedural fairness portions of his draft report, which heto stay for the rest of the afternoon, | suggest that they keep
has now finalised, containing tentative factual findings. Thejuiet. That applies to both sides. The honourable the Premier.
Auditor-General says that one person has provided submis- TheHon. J.W. OL SEN: | will treat the question with the
sions on a rolling basis since 5 July and he has received I€kriousness that it deserves. The Auditor-General’'s report
separate submissions from that person. The Auditor-Genenralas tabled at 2 o’clock today. In question time, | have been
says: responding to questions. | will give consideration to the

| have made repeated requests for a final submission. | hav@atters contained in the report—proper and appropriate
received no comment as to when that will be provided. consideration—and | am prepared to commit to come back
The Auditor-General has rejected a submission to excise ke the House before we rise today and respond to the report
chapters in his report. He has now been threatened with legBlat has been tabled.
action as a form of cover-up to prevent his bringing down his
final report, even when parliament resumes later this year and GAMBLING
before the election. The Premier would be aware that the

Auditor-General is an independent officer of parliament with

judicial status.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member is now commenting.

TheHon. M.D. RANN: Who is frustrating—

The SPEAKER: Order!

TheHon. M.D. RANN: —the Auditor-General—

The SPEAKER: Order!

The Hon. M.D. RANN: —in fulfilling his duties to this
parliament?

The SPEAKER: Order! | withdraw leave. The leader will
resume his seat. The honourable the Premier.

Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Scalz interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Hartley! The
honourable the Premier.

TheHon. JW. OLSEN (Premier): Mr Speaker—

Mr Foley interjecting:

The SPEAKER: | warn the member for Hart for the
second time.

The Hon. M.K. Brindal interjecting:

The SPEAKER: | warn the Minister for Water Re-
Sources.

The Hon. M.K. Brindal interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Careful! | caution the Minister for Water
Resources.

Mr SCALZI (Hartley): My question is directed to the
Minister for Human Services.

Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: | warn the member for Mitchell for the
second time.

Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order! If he keeps waving that item
around on display, | will name the member instantly. The
member for Hartley.

Mr SCALZI: | am glad that the member for Mitchell—

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hartley will get
to his question.

Mr SCALZI: Will the Minister for Human Services
advise the House about the results of the government’s report
on gambling and some of the measures that the state govern-
ment is taking to deal with problem gambling?

TheHon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human
Services): The Department of Human Services has carried
out at my instruction a very detailed survey of gambling
problems within South Australia. The survey itself covered
over 6 000 people, so it was extremely comprehensive. The
survey found that about three-quarters of South Australian
adults in fact gamble at some stage. The most frequent form
of gambling is through lotto and gambling games.

However, the survey found that approximately 2 per cent
of South Australian adults have a major gambling problem
as formally defined. That is the area that concerns me. The

TheHon. JW. OLSEN: | treat the question as a serious large number of other people who gamble on an interim basis
one, and | trust that the member for Hart would give me theand who do not have a problem are not of major concern.
opportunity to respond. This report was tabled 30 minuteslowever, with 2 per cent of adults with a gambling problem,
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that means that 22 000 South Australians have a serioudfice holder who is deliberately frustrating the Auditor-
gambling problem. General in fulfilling his duties?

The survey also found that most of those people with a In his report, Mr MacPherson has indicated that it is now
gambling problem have other problems. They have socialecessary for parliament to legislate to allow him to deliver
problems, such as the fact that they are unemployed. Invaritis report; effectively, to legislate to prevent him being
ably, they are single people in a single relationship andgagged. The House is due to rise tomorrow and may not sit
surprisingly, they are younger. We also know from the surveyagain if an election is called for October when itis due. Will
that they invariably have other problems, including healtithe Premier agree to extend the sitting or does he need to be
problems. They have poor or below average health and iforced to?
many cases have mental health problems. Members interjecting:

My concern is in terms of what can be done for those The SPEAKER: Order! The members to my right will
22 000 people with that serious gambling problem. Theemain silent.
survey showed that there is a very high recognition of the TheHon.JW. OLSEN (Premier): | would ask the
services available, particularly Gamblers Anonymous, Pokiekeader not to reinterpret what the Auditor-General has said in
Anonymous, and the Gambling Help Line. So, the advertisindpis report today.
is clearly getting through. However, only 7 per cent of people  Members interjecting:
with a gambling problem saw or felt the need to seek TheHon.J.W.OLSEN: No; we have become accus-
counselling assistance for the problem that they have. So, thismed to the re-presentation of circumstances in fact. | have
gambling problem needs to be combated in a different wajndicated to the House that | will come back and address the
and we need to make sure that people with a gamblinguestion you have raised with me in this question when |
problem are actively encouraged and assisted in taking ugspond to the House today.
appropriate counselling, because, clearly, without that Membersinterjecting:
assistance the gambling problem will continue to exist for The SPEAKER: Order!
those people and others who become addicted. Members interjecting:

| was particularly concerned to see from the survey that The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the Leader of the
the number of people with suicidal tendencies was three timeSpposition.
higher in the select group of problem gamblers. That is an
extremely high level and, in fact, 25 per cent with suicidal RADIOACTIVE WASTE
tendencies had that tendency because of their gambling . .
problem. The results show what we have suspected for some TheHon. G.M. GUNN (Stuart): I direct my question to
time: problem gamblers have a range of other problems d§e M|n|sterfor Environment and Heritage. Can the minister
well, particularly health and social problems, and they nee@dvise the House on the government’s response to proposals
strong support indeed. The survey found that the financidPr legislation to prohibit the medium level nuclear waste
cost to problem gamblers is extremely high. As a result oflump in the north of South Australia?
that survey, it is my intention to ask for a review of the ~TheHon.|.F. EVANS(Minister for Environment and
BreakEven agency services and particularly the way wéleritage): | have had to smile on the last few Sundays, when
approach and make available those services to individual§1e Leader of the Opposition has obviously discovered that
We need to ensure that problem gamblers are identified at ax+nday is photocopier day and that is the day that you get out
early stage—invariably, that can be done through their owignd release repeats of old policies or old press releases. | was
GP—and that they are then actively encouraged to take up tf@rticularly amused in mid-July when the Leader of the
support available to them from the gambling services. ~ Opposition reannounced the Labor Party’s supposed position

| am aware that this parliament, with the strong support of" relationto a m_edlum to high I_eveI radioactive waste dump
the government, has already introduced a two-year cap di South Australia where he said he had a plan at last; a plan
poker machines, and | am aware that the parliament hd§ stop, somehow, South Australia’s becoming a site for a
introduced a range of other measures. | believe that a numbgtedium to high level nuclear waste dump. _
of those measures will go some way towards trying to reduce | notice in his press release—I could not help but notice—
the gambling problems that exist. Clearly, there is a group ofhat the Leader of the Opposition gives credit to the govern-
peop|e who are unable to he|p themselves because of a ran@.@nt for already |nFr0dUC|ng |eg|S|at|0n to achieve that very
of other disadvantages that they have in life and they are th@im. So, he gets his photocopier out and goes out and says
people we need to work with very closely indeed in terms othat he has this master plan, and at the bottom of the press
their gambling problems. So, | assure the House that as'glease, tucked away in the corner, it says that the South
result of the survey we will be ensuring that we try to targetAustralian parliament has already passed state laws to block
those people more effectively in a more proactive way so thatuch a dump being set up in this state. The leader recognises

they can receive the counselling they badly need. the fact that the parliament has already acted on the matter
but it is interesting that, as we head towards a state election
PARLIAMENT, SITTING in March next year, the re-run of the old press releases has
started.
TheHon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): My Then he talks about the need to have a referendum and, of

question is again directed to the Premier. Will the Premiecourse, we had that debate on the legislation when it was
agree to extend the current sitting of parliament past tomombefore this House. The member for Kaurna, in his role as the
row, until both Houses of this parliament can pass the specishadow minister, rushed in legislation, trying to get the
legislation asked for by the Auditor-General this afternoorpolitical agenda, but forgot to put in his initial legislation the

in his interim report outlining attempts by two of his minis- need for a referendum. When the government did not support
ters to block the Auditor’s inquiry into the Hindmarsh Soccerthe need for a referendum, the Leader of the Opposition puts
Stadium fiasco, and will he dismiss any minister or otheout a press release that says that, if the Olsen government had
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been serious in its opposition to the nuclear dump, it woulglace to meet the needs of children residing in the rural and
have supported the need for a referendum. So, | put it to thisolated areas of our state?

Leader of the Opposition that, if he accuses us of not being TheHon. M.R. BUCKBY (Minister for Education and
serious because we did not want a referendum, then, ultimatehildren’s Services): This week, the national conference of
ly, what he is doing is criticising his own shadow spokesmanhe Isolated Children’s Parents Association will be held here
because he, when he introduced his own Iegislation, did Neh Adelaide. The conference is a very important forum to
see the need to have a referendum at that point. communicate the needs and the views of families that live in

The Leader of the Opposition says that, if Labor isour very remote rural areas around Australia. The Year of the
fortunate enough to win government after the next electionQutback is approaching, and it is even more timely that we
on the first day back it will race into parliament and move thislook closely at ways in which the community can support
master plan to somehow address this nuclear waste issueyal parents and, in particular, the students. The conference
which the leader admits the parliament has already addressesl; of course, also a good opportunity for South Australia to
and he suggests that a referendum would somehow stop askiow the excellent facilities and the programs that we have
federal government, whether it be Labor or Liberal, fromfor our isolated students, and also those which assist students
putting in a nuclear waste dump. and parents in remote areas.

We argue that a referendum will cost $5 million to  The government places great importance on ensuring that
$10 million and that, if you have an extra $5 million or all children in this state receive the education that they
$10 million to spend—rather than spend it on a referendundleserve, regardless of where they happen to live. We have
when you already know the answer to the question, theleveloped a very strong working relationship with the
parliament has already debated the issue, and every paddolated Children’s Parents Association and with that council.
indicates that South Australians are greatly opposed to it—+recently attended the association’s annual conference in
that money should go towards health, education or some oth&voomera, and | announced a number of innovations to
higher priority. But not the Labor Party—it has sat there forimprove the education and training available to remote and
seven years talking about the spending priorities of thissolated students in South Australia.
government— The government is establishing a rural education forum

Mr Hill interjecting: to give rural communities the opportunity to take a more

TheHon. |.F. EVANS: It was not even a priority when active role in the development of education programs in their
you brought your legislation in, and now all of a sudden itdistricts. Further, we are developing a scheme to support the
becomes a priority. What is happening here is that Labor ismployment and training of home supervisors of remote
just photocopying, re-running its old press releases and tryinghildren. We are extending the state education allowance to
to rework a policy, and this is just a classic example of theyear seven students to give them better opportunities, and we
fact that the Labor Party does not have any policies: it simplyre introducing a computer subsidy program to enable remote

has a photocopier. and isolated children to have access to computers and
software at a subsidised rate.
HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM These latest initiatives build on many programs which are

already in place and which are benefiting our isolated
TheHon. M.D. RANN (Leader of theOpposition): My  students. As members of the House would know, the sa.edu
question is again directed to the Premier. Will he make @roject, which placed the internet in the hands of schools
commitment to this House today, when he reports to parliaright throughout South Australia via the broad banding of
ment, to dismiss any minister or government office holdercabling to all our schools (and, in four areas via satellite
who is deliberately frustrating the independent Auditor-connection to the internet), has made a massive difference to

General in his inquiry into the Hindmarsh stadium fiasco? the speed at which our students can access the internet, and
TheHon. JW. OLSEN (Premier): Here goes the leader! also its availability. This has brought praise not only from

He is now going to interpret a whole set of scenarios and askiterstate education authorities but also from international

a question on every scenario. Well, | am not going to do thatuthorities to whom we speak.

We are going to take a very calculated, calm and deliberate— Indeed, this program has been so successful that the school
Members interjecting: at Tarlee (which is a town that many members would know
TheHon. J.W. OL SEN: There you go again. The leader in our Mid North) has, in fact, switched off its fax machine

again seizes on a word to try and reinterpret. What | want t@nd all communication between parents, the education
do, as | have said to the House, and let me repeat, is thalepartment and students is now undertaken by email. So, they
when | have an opportunity to read this report uninterruptedare at leading edge, certainly, in their communication.
I intend to do so as soon as question time is over. Thisisan | know that South Australia is ahead of many other
issue that needs to be addressed, and | will address it. Andhiations, particularly the United States of America and also
have indicated to the leader that | will not speculate on asolated students in Britain and Scotland, because of this
whole range of hypotheticals. | will look at the report, give technology and because of the other innovative programs that
it due consideration and respond to the House today. Iwe have here in South Australia. South Australians can be
addition, | will address components of the leader’s questiowery proud of the ongoing commitment to improve the

as it relates to the sitting schedule. education of our children in the state’s remotest areas, and |
am very pleased that the South Australian chapter of the
EDUCATION, RURAL INITIATIVES Isolated Children’s Parents Association is the convenor of the

national conference. We can look at ideas that other states are
MrsPENFOLD (Flinders): Will the Minister for initiating, take them on board and, if they are ideas we can
Education and Children’s Services provide details of anyse, certainly improve our delivery and also take on increased
initiatives that the South Australian government is putting inprovision of education to remote South Australians.
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HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM LOCAL GOVERNMENT FINANCE

Mr FOLEY (Hart): My question is directed to the TheHon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen): Will the Minister
Minister for Tourism. Is the minister one of the people thatfor Local Government advise the House on the validity of

the Auditor-General— claims made about the financial health of the local govern-
The SPEAKER: Order! There is a point of order. ment sector in South Australia?
Members interjecting: An honourable member interjecting:
The SPEAKER: Order! There is a point of order here. TheHon. D.C. KOTZ (Minister for Local Govern-
Members interjecting: ment): Yes; that is probably because the opposition has

TheHon. R.G. KERIN: The member for Hart should be absolutely no interest in the area of local government. The
totally aware that those ministers and members who hav@Pposition has not asked one question of me in over 18
appeared before the Auditor-General have had to sighonths. | thank the honourable member for this very

confidentiality statements. That confidentiality agreementmportant question that relates to the local government area
also covers this place, so the question is out of order. across South Australia. As all members know, there are 68

Members interjecting: councils across the board and it is most disappointing that the
The SPEAKER: Order! | am sure that, if any commit- CPPOSition has shown such complete and utter disdain for
ments were made, the minister can take that into account fg¢al government. _ _ _
giving her reply. In actual fact, the honourable member has ! @m very pleased to answer this question regarding the
not even asked his question, although we presume that tfiancial aspects of local government. | am well aware of

question will refer to the document that was tabled herd€cent reports regarding the financial health of the local
earlier today. But the Minister for Tourism has— government sector in South Australia. These reports have

Members interjecting: certainly concerned me because it would appear that they
The SPEAKER: | suggest that members listen to this. have been based on inaccurate figures and certainly inaccu-

The Minister for Tourism is not the ministerresponsibleforrate information. | would like to use this opportunity to

most of what the honourable member will ask: the Deput)ﬁ:a”%the S|tuf_at|on concer(rj]!ng Thesle Inaccurate r((ajp%rts Sg
Premier has responsibility for it. | will listen very carefully ¢ ?t the truelllgg)tljres rhegar bllng oca gov?rr:lmentl ebt ﬂh
to the wording of the question but the minister must also bed €S are available to the public to access. | have also read the

in mind commitments that were made to the Auditor-Genera>nday Mail article of 15 July which was entitled ‘It's debt
The member for Hart. city’, a headline which | must say gives the impression

Mr FOLEY: Prior to asking the question, sir, | can give (which | consider misleading) that the level of debt in the

you an assurance that my question is not about the content gPUth Australian local government sector is too high. Indeed,
the report. My question is directed to the Minister for e article itself incorrectly asserts that debt levels are forcing

Tourism. Is the minister one of the people the Auditor-C()legIIS (th !Pcretajebrtaltes.l . . if in fact
General has identified as frustrating the completion of his_ 'Nd€€d, I N€t AeDL IEVEIS WEre Increéasing, or It in fac
report into the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium fiasco? Has thiGterest rates were rising, there certainly would be a basis for

minister threatened the Auditor-General with legal action of1€ reporter's comments. However, as members are well
is it the member for Bragg, the cabinet secretary? aware, neither debt levels nor interest rates are increasing to

The SPEAKER: | call the Minister for Tourism to answer & significant extent. In any event, net interest costs

only that part of the question that is applicable to her. Th&UTently represent about 2 per cent of councils’ operating
Minister for Tourism " ' fevenue, and this percentage is lower than at any pointin the

The Hon. J. HALL (Minister for Tourism): On 17 May last two decades. In fact, at the current interest rate levels in

| gave a personal explanation to this chamber about athe community, it would be sensible to suppose that a

allegation made by the member for Lee which concerned th&oubling of net debt would result in net interest costs
9 y gbsorbing less than 4 per cent of councils’ operating revenue.

oSt e oes o s g he dovertment, g e Offceof Local Governmen
response. However, like the member for Hart, | have beethas been undert_akmg research mto this ma_tterfor some time,
reading the Auditor’-GeneraI‘s interim report ’today and Ide _ourconclusmns show_that eight coun_cns have a net debt
h - that is greater than $10 million; 20 councils have a net debt
understand that | am still bound by the undertaking | hav etween $2 million and $10 million: 18 councils have a net

given him. However, | would po”.“t out one a_spept of the ebt between zero and $2 million; and 22 councils have in
report, on page 1, where the Auditor-General indicates tha} ct no debt at all

the timetable envisaged receipt of all comments by 19 June . >

2001. He then talks about various individuals pursuing their $Ee non. \[/)v.(,:A.lg/loa_T_t;e-v_;_/hlst,thgt ﬁf '22 i t of

private interests in requiring more time to respond. qu 68600?1%(;”5 Have no deb?afar\:? » £ councils out o
| put on the record that if that statement relates to me | ca The Hon. WA. Matthew interjecting:

say that, yes, we were asked to submit our response by TheHon. D.C. KOTZ: No, I'm sorry, | can't answer that

19 June. | would contest that ‘private interests’ do not cover

a trip to the United States—for which the opposition SUIDIDOrt_question; I do not have that list, but | could probably obtain

ed me in granting a pair—in our bid for hosting the World the list for the member—

Police and Fire Games. My legal advisers— MsHURLEY: | rise on a point of order, sir. In view of
Members interjecting: the fact that the minister seems to be moving slowly through
The SPEAKER: Order! her answer, | move:

TheHon.J. HALL: —wrote to the Auditor-General That question time be extended for 20 minutes.

seeking two weeks additional time to respond, which he TheSPEAKER: Order! The view of the chair is that the
granted, and we submitted our response two weeks later. minister has the call and she is entitled to complete her
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remarks. If the member has a view to moving that particular

motion, she can do so at another time but not halfway through

the minister’s reply. | call the Minister for Local Government.  Mr CONLON (Elder): As someone who has sat in this
TheHon. D.C. KOTZ: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I think chamber for the last three and a half to four years and seen

ou will understand that the information | am imparting to theth€ lies on ETSA, two Motorola inquiries, and the origins of
I¥|ouse is rather detailed in terms of the specifics that arF'e Hindmarsh stadium debate, | would have thought | would
required to cover the financial aspects of local governmentiNd it difficult to be surprised at the depths to which this
The information that | have just given to the House in relatiordovernment would stoop. With the Auditor-General's interim
to the number of councils has been based on an audit 6Pport'tog1ay, th'.s government has lost its Iasftpretence toany
financial statements for the financial year 1999-2000. Clearly1tedrity in public administration. It has lost its last shred of
it is a matter for individual councils to determine the ap-uman decency and stands naked in its duplicity.
proach to be adopted to contain or reduce overall levels ([)L We have here an absolutely unprecedented act by an
debt. It probably is fair to say that this information does no uditor-General. What we have here is a plea from the

relate to rate increases. However, it does discount the theori@g!ditor-General to be allowed to do a job he was commis-
of financial hardship of councils across the state. sioned, properly authorised by parliament, to do. And who is
preventing him? Members of the government are preventing

the Auditor-General from doing a job parliament authorised
him to do. This is the latest and most scandalous in a series
- of cover-ups by a government which has no integrity or
TheHon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): | honesty.
move: The Auditor-General has made it plain. We have had
That question time be extended by 20 minutes, given thén|n|§ters—l must say there are now more crooked mlnls.te,rs
importance and seriousness of the Auditor-General's report it this government than any administration South Australia’s
which we have been presented today. history has seen—try to reinterpret this. But what has the
] Auditor-General said? He was commissioned over a year ago
The SPEAKER: Order! The leader cannot debate thep, yhe parliament to undertake an inquiry into a matter of
mation. public administration involving $36 to $40 million of
taxpayers’ money. What he has said is that members of this

GRIEVANCE DEBATE

QUESTION TIME, EXTENSION

The House divided on the motion:

AYES (22) government have at first put up every hurdle and blocked
Atkinson, M. J. Bedford, F. E. every attempt to proceed with the inquiry. They have done
Breuer, L. R. Ciccarello, V. everything in their power to prevent him from proceeding.
Clarke, R. D. Conlon, P. F. Having extended natural justice to them, and finally tired
De Laine, M. R. Foley, K. O. of their antics, he told them they would have to put up. What
Geraghty, R. K. Hanna, K. did they do then? They have threatened to shut down the
Hill, J. D. Hurley, A. K. Auditor-General with litigation. Members of this government
Key, S. W. Koutsantonis, T. have threatened by litigation to shut down the Auditor-
Lewis, I. P. Rankine, J. M. General on an inquiry authorised by the parliament. It is

Rann, M. D. (teller) Snelling, J. J. absolutely unprecedented in the history of the administration
Stevens, L. Such, R. B. of this state. It is incumbent upon this Premier, if he pretends
White, P. L. Wright, M. J. to any honesty and decency in public administration, to do a
NOES (22) number of things.
Armitage, M. H. Brindal, M. K. First, he must identify to this parliament who are the
Brown, D. C. Buckby, M. R. members of government frustrating the Auditor-General in
Condous, S. G. Evans, I. F. his properly authorised duties. Who are they? We have a fair
Gunn, G. M. Hall, J. L. idea. He must do another thing. If one of his ministers of the

Hamilton-Smith, M. L.

Ingerson, G. A.

Crown has stooped so low to litigate against the Auditor-

Kerin, R. G. (teller) Kotz, D. C. General in a properly authorised inquiry, they should be stood
Matthew, W. A. Maywald, K. A. down immediately. Understand completely what they are
McEwen, R. J. Meier, E. J. doing: having failed to delay it so that they could scurry to a
Olsen, J. W. Penfold, E. M. late election; having maximised their superannuation; and
Scalzi, G. Venning, I. H. having failed with every delaying tactic, they have litigated.
Williams, M. R. Wotton, D. C. What did they litigate? They have not once challenged any

The SPEAK ER: There being 22 ayes and 22 noes, | givemerit of the finding of the Auditor-General. They have not

my casting vote for the noes.
Motion thus negatived.

said he is wrong. What they have said is that he should not
be allowed to do it. He should not be allowed to look at the
truth. He should not be allowed to show the truth to parlia-

The SPEAK ER: | ask members to resume their seats andnent, even though parliament has authorised him to do it.

clear the floor. Would the member for Spence and thdhey have sought the last refuge of the wealthy scoun.drel.
Minister for Local Government have their conferenceThey have run to th? lawyers, not to shut down the Audltor-
somewhere else. Would the member for Colton clear th&eneral on the merits of the report, but to prevent him from

floor. telling the truth to this parliament on the expenditure of
public funds. As | said, this government has stooped to its
lowest form.

| just wonder whether the taxpayers of South Australia are
actually helping these crooks to frustrate the parliament and
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to frustrate the truth. As | have said, it is the most scandalousompeted for the harvest. Talks with Japan and New Zealand
cover-up in a government that has a history of dishonestygrought about a tripartite agreement that has stood the test of
secrecy and lies. To the best of my recollection, it is theime. However, the necessity to maintain income to maintain
lowest level to which public administration in this state hasthe profitability of the industry was the next hurdle. Tuna
sunk. There is no defence for the ministers who are doingarming became the next innovation to value add. This, too,
nothing except trying to avoid the truth. They were chargedvas a new venture where no advice of what to do or how to
with the responsibility of this parliament and the trust of thedo it was available. It was a matter of trial and error. It was
people of South Australia in connection with expendingnot even known whether tuna could be held and thrive in
public moneys. If they are not challenging the merits butconfined spaces.
simply trying to shut it down, what is it that they do notwant ~ The success of tuna farming is a tribute to the skill,
the Auditor-General to tell the parliament? What is it on theingenuity and commitment of Port Lincoln tuna fishermen.
expenditure of taxpayers’ money that they do not want thdoe Puglisi, by now joined by his sons Joe Jnr and David, was
Auditor-General to tell the parliament? What is it thata pioneer in this field. Living things require food to stay alive
Graham Ingerson does not want us to know? What is it thadnd prosper, and that became the next problem to be solved.
other government members do not want us to know? It i§Vhile progress has been made to supplement pilchards,
simply this: it is the truth about the misuse of public funds.difficulties have been experienced. This is where the
Time expired. international company, Stolt Sea Farm Holdings, came into
the picture. This Norwegian company has bought Australian
MrsPENFOLD (Flinders): If we were to believe the Bluefin, the tuna fishing and farming company founded by
opposition, South Australia would be a very sorry state, anghe Puglisi family. The family has retained some of its

it is certainly not. business interests, such as a portion of the southern bluefin
Members interjecting: guota. Stolt Sea Food Farming is the world leader in produc-
Mrs PENFOLD: All the indicators are showing thatitis ing turbot, halibut, sturgeon and sturgeon caviar, and is

quite the reverse. experienced in producing pellet feed for their fish. The latter
Members interjecting: gives promise of further positive developments in the future.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Flinders hasthe  Another thing Mr Puglisi has been considering for five

call. years or so is the need to process and package tuna to value

MrsPENFOLD: It has been rightly stated that one of the add before export. Stolt Sea Food Farm Holdings has the
few things that stay the same is change. Change is constagiperience and technology to do this as an extension of what
of all things, including successful businesses and successfitlalready does with its other fish species. Joe has said that
parliaments. Today, | pay tribute to a change in the tun#ort Lincoln has become a focus on the international scene
industry in Port Lincoln, and to one of its pioneers, Joenot only because of his company’s success but also because
Puglisi. Joe, who fished off the New South Wales coast, camef Port Lincoln. Port Lincoln has advanced with the tuna
to Port Lincoln in the early days of the tuna industry whenindustry, and it is the mutual support between the industry
fish were caught by the poling method. This method ofand the people of Port Lincoln that has contributed to Port
fishing is physically demanding and backbreaking work,incoln’s becoming the premiere fishing port in Australia.
given the size of the fish caught. The drama of those days has Time expired.
been captured by Colin Thiele in his bo&kuefin. Colin
Thiele made up afictional cast of characters to create a story Mr WRIGHT (Lee): The Auditor-General has taken two
based on real life incidents. There was the year when oppages—and two pages only—to tell us all about this seedy
companies refused to extend any more credit. However, thgovernment. For a long time, it has been well known that
state government intervened and companies allowed fuel fgovernment members have wanted to frustrate and stop the
one more trip. The boats began to catch the tuna that haiuditor-General—
elluded them, and so the collapse of what had become avery The SPEAKER: | remind the member that he cannot
lucrative industry was narrowly averted. display items.

In the early days, most of the fish were marketed through Mr WRIGHT: —from reporting on the Hindmarsh
SAFCOL, which began as a fishermen’s cooperative, and itSoccer Stadium. It is well known that that is the case. The
Port Lincoln cannery. SAFCOL also changed over the yeardAuditor-General has taken two pages only to tell us about this
Fishermen moved to doing their own marketing and canningcandal; to tell us about a corrupt government; to tell us about
in their own factories. The identification of the Japanese crooked government; and to tell us what a rort this has been.
sashimi market was a significant turning point. It broughtWe are told in those two pages how this government will do
added value to the industry, along with a new learning curvevhatever it can to delay, frustrate and stop the Auditor-
to present fish appropriate for the sashimi market. ThigGeneral from reporting. This is the Gettysburg report on the
change brought closer ties with Japan. Tuna is a migratoruditor-General’'s inquiry into the Hindmarsh Soccer
fish that covers the oceans of the world in a manner theBtadium, because never was so much said in so few words
would satisfy the most intrepid sailor. While the generalabout a government as what has been brought down in two
pattern of migration could be determined, the fish still had tpages by the Auditor-General today. This government is
be found. corrupt, crooked and rotten to the very core. It has no interest

As the years went by, leaders in the industry werdn parliamentary democracy, and it has no interest in allowing
concerned at the difficulty of locating schools and at thethe parliament to report back about the Auditor-General. It
decreased returns for increased effort. Joe Puglisi was oneants to frustrate this beyond the election, and it will go to
who recognised the need for sustainability in the industry andvery possible degree to ensure that it does that. After some
worked to that end. It was decided that the introduction oR0 months, right on the death door of this parliament rising,
quotas was the best way forward, but it was ineffective fowe have the Auditor-General finally telling us that he cannot
Australia to go it alone in an industry where several nationgop it any more, either.
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This is a cry from the Auditor-General for this parliament those who are accused and the effects on their families and
to do something about this: for the parliament to give thethe rights of spouses, parents, children, etc. | am pleased that
opportunity and the power to the Auditor-General—thein another place that has been considered and that something
independent financial watchdog—when it comes to the mattewill be done.
on which he is about to report. We have bullies in this Today, | wish to talk about our parliamentary privilege.
government who want to threaten the Auditor-Generalj was asked by a constituent to bring this matter to the House,
bullies who want to stop the Auditor-General from reporting;and | do so because of the effect that it has had on this family.
bullies who have frustrated it for so long that we are finallylt is a pity that the member for Peake is not here because its
at the stage where, as a result of the threat of litigation, theyoncerns him and because after one question time it was the
are going to the very final degree to stop the Auditor-Generahember for Peake who shouted like someone in a Roman
from bringing this important information to the parliament. crowd at the Colosseum that the opposite side were criminals.
We are talking about a government that does not believe ithe member for Peake should be careful what he says in this
parliamentary democracy or in the parliamentary systemplace. | will read the letter | received, as follows:

They believe in one thing only, and that is their jobs. They do pear joe
not care about the future of South Australia. I have enclosed a copy of an article published in the Adelaide
They knew from day one that they had botched thisAdvertiser on 12-7-2001 which makes allegations against my son

project. They knew from day one that there was no propeg'e'"y geoght-t' k”OWI thefa”egsltioé‘s are {‘Ot. trule la”d tE?ﬁeftoge
=Y B . : emand a written apology from Mr Koutsantonis. | also ask that he
accountability with regard to the way this project came 0N oo cts his statement and that he publishes that retraction in the

board. They are now doing everything they can to stop th@gvertiser.
taxpayers of South Australia from receiving the vital, 1 would also ask you, Joe, to make a formal complaint on my
important and essential information about this seedy goverrpehalf to the Parliament on the misuse of Parliamentary Privilege.

; ; y family and | suffer each time material such as this rubbish is
ment which the taxpayers deserve. All will be reported Whed[\)/lublished about my son. If Mr Brokenshire, the Police Minister, said

the Auditor-General finally gets the opportunity to bring v Koutsantonis was not telling the truth, then why in God's Holy
forward his inquiry and statement. name did Mr Brokenshire not insist on an apology not only to the
Itis all here in the document in two pages; it is flavouredCorrectional Services Department, but also to Mr Henry Keogh and
right throughout the document, when the Auditor-Generalis famﬂy.fT_h}ﬁn:Tyou Joe.
talks about how he has been frustrated, about encountering Eﬁg:esn aithtully
substantial delays, about wanting to remove chapters 5to 10, =~
and so it goes on and on. It does not take anybody very longfhink itis important that, whenever we make statements, we
very quickly to get a full picture of what this is all about: it 90 our homework. At the estimates committee which |
is an attempt by the government, by certain people within th@ttended, the member for Peake made other statements that
government, to try to make sure that the Auditor-General ig/ere found to be incorrect. | think we owe it to the public
not given the opportunity to bring forward this information, that, when we say something in this place, we make sure that
and we know that the Minister for Tourism and the membeMe do our homework and do not cause undue suffering to
for Bragg are at least two of those people (there may b8€ople who already have suffered enough. An elderly lady,
others) on the government side who will do anything to stog?ho has gone through so much in life, is going through it
this from coming down. again just for political gain by the member for Peake. | think
What we need is a Premier who is prepared to show sonf@at he should apologise in this place and let Mrs Keogh
leadership. We want to know whether we have in Soutf"oW that he is sorry and that he has made a mistake.
Australia a Premier who is prepared to show some guts, to 1 ne next time the member for Peake brings up a matter
show some leadership and to make sure that some truth agbch as this, he should do so in the public interest, and he
accountability is brought into this place, not a Premier whoshould make sure that he balances what is |n.the pest interests
is prepared to skunk away and allow some of his member@f the public anq make sure that. whatever is sg:ud dqes not
and ministers to use every possible opportunity to stop thadversely affect innocent people in the community, as in this
Auditor-General from coming forward with a vital document ¢ase. | ask the member for Peake to put on the record that he
that is in the interests of the taxpayers of South AustralialS Sorry, and that he made a mistake—as was pointed out in
You, sir, know, this parliament knows and the taxpayers ofhe qrt|cle in theAdvertiser by the M|n|§ter for Correctional
South Australia know that we deserve nothing less than theervices, the Hon. Robert Brokenshire, as follows:
best, and we are not getting it from this Premier. ... there was no substance to Mr Koutsantonis’s allegations and
he should apologise to the department.
Mr SCALZI (Hartley): Today | wish to talk about Time expired.
parliamentary privilege. We, as members, are very fortunate
that we have parliamentary privilege, but with parliamentary Mr FOLEY (Hart): This is a very tragic day here in
privilege comes parliamentary responsibility. South Australia’s parliament. We have witnessed an earth-
Mr Foley: Here comes a lecture from Joe. shattering report by the Auditor-General. It has delivered a
Mr SCALZI: | am glad that the member for Hart is message to this parliament that should shock all members of
listening. As members, we are well paid by the taxpayer tahis House. The Auditor-General today has said that he has

act in the best interests of the public. been deliberately frustrated by members of this government
The SPEAKER: Order! Would the member for in the handling of the draft report of his inquiry into the
MacKillop go into the gallery or resume his seat. multimillion dollar taxpayer funded Hindmarsh Soccer

Mr SCALZI: When we are able to express something inStadium. That in itself is a shocking admission; that govern-
this House, we should do so in the interests of the public, andhent members, ministers, cabinet secretaries—and, | must
we should ensure that the rights of individuals are nosay, it could even possibly be the Speaker of this House—
affected by our use of privilege. Members would be aware ohave frustrated the process of this report. Other than the
the crusade by Mr Peter McKeon about publishing names dPremier, you are talking about three holders of high office in
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this House: you are talking about the Speaker of this parliaspoken to the Auditor-General, and my solicitors have
ment; you are talking about a minister; you are talking aboutommented on the draft report. But, | repeat, | have not
the cabinet secretary. If it is not enough that one or all othreatened the Auditor-General with any litigation, and |
those members have frustrated the completion of this report-would like that to be clearly understood by all members.

if that was not enough—the bombshell, the very disturbing

fact, was further revealed that the Auditor-General is of the Mr FOLEY (Hart): Mr Speaker, may | make a personal
view that he would be threatened with litigation if he explanation?

proceeds. A member of this government—it could be the The SPEAKER: Yes.

Speaker, it could be a minister, it could be the cabinet Mr FOLEY: Sir, in my previous contribution | inferred
secretary, or it could be a combination of those members—that you may have been one of the members who had
has threatened the Auditor-General of this state with litigatiorthreatened legal action against the Auditor-General. |
if he proceeds. sincerely apologise and withdraw the inference, sir, that you

What of parliamentary democracy; what of good governimay have been one of those three members. | must say that
ance; and what of responsibility and respect for thehatwas avery brave move of you, as Speaker, and | applaud
community if we have executive members of governmenyou for that, and this parliament can be confident that, in the
potentially prepared to threaten the Auditor-General of thisSpeaker at least, we have a member of integrity.
state with litigation? And we know why—because they do
not want this report released. The Auditor-General has said Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): After the histrionics to
that one member wanted chapters 5 to 10 ripped up andihich we have been subjected by a very desperate opposition,
shredded; to be thrown in the bin. What is in that report that would like to talk about some rather good news, things that
so terrifies this government? We now see this governmer@® happening in South Australia—something that the
wanting to push through to March, wanting to steal anothe@Pposition never wants to concede or acknowledge. Some
six months in government: we see members and ministef@ntastic things are happening in South Australia, and | want
likely to lose their seats wanting to improve their parliamen-0 bring to the attention of the House a good news story that
tary superannuation. Those members would like to push th&@ppened in my electorate a couple of weeks ago, when the
report beyond the sitting leading up to Christmas so that iMinister for Human Services, Hon. Dean Brown, opened the
never sees the light of day before an election. How grubbyyew council offices, medical centre, tourist information
how smelly, how corrupt is that process? centre and IXL (Info_rmation Exchange and Learning Centre)

But we should not be surprised, because Liberal politiin the small township of Beachport in my electorate. | note
cians love to attack the Auditor-General; they love to deafhat the Deputy Speaker has come back into the chamber. It
with the Auditor-General in this fashion. How do we know Was very pleasing that he was able to accompany the minister
that? Because we saw Jeff Kennett do it in Victoria. We sav© that opening. | was delighted to have his presence in my
Jeff Kennett take away the powers of the Auditor-General€lectorate on this very fine occasion as well.
we saw Jeff Kennett sack the Auditor-General. This govern- An honourable member: It was a great occasion.
ment knows that it is in trouble, it knows that it is crooked, ~Mr WILLIAMS: Itwas a great occasion. The good thing
and it now wants to attack the independent financial umpir@bout what happened in Beachport a couple of weeks ago
of this state. What a grubby, corrupt government we hav&hen the minister opened the new centre on behalf of the
here in South Australia. Wattle Range Council was that it showed what can be

The Premier of South Australia must act today. He mus@chieved by partnerships between the three levels of govern-
immediately dismiss either the Minister for Tourism, thement. Local government, state government and the federal
cabinet secretary or, indeed, you, sir, as Speaker, should y@@vernment were all involved in various aspects of this
be one of those members. Action should be taken immediatéentre, which is delivering a full range of services to the
ly against those members of parliament who have deliberateommunity of Beachport.
frustrated the Auditor-General and the members whom | have | will very briefly speak about the community of
mentioned who threatened litigation—legal action—againsBeachport. Beachport is a very small town on the coast south
the Auditor-General. Make no mistake about it, they shoulcf Robe; it is the next town south of Robe along the coast. It
be sacked. Even if that does happen, the natural sequencel@fs a population of only about 400 people for most of the
events should be that this corrupt, crooked government mugear, but that number swells to somewhere between probably
fall. It cannot in any way, shape or form administer this state# 000 and 6 000 people during the summer months, as people
with any honesty, any integrity or any commitment to flock from the western districts of Victoria, the whole of the
delivering good governance, following the tabling of the mostSouth-East, and even from as far away as Adelaide and
shattering report that we have seen from an Auditor-Genergurrounding areas, to enjoy their summer holidays in an
in many years. idyllic coastal town in the south of our state.

If the dynamite contained within this report is any Beachport, prior to the recent council amalgamations
indication as to what we can expect when the final report i§which occurred three or four years ago), had a district
delivered, this government will be destroyed at the next stateouncil of its own, one on which, in fact, | had the good
election, because South Australians will finally realise thafortune to serve for some eight years during the 1980s.
the Liberal government in this state is a corrupt, crookedrollowing the amalgamation of that council with the Penola
government. and Millicent councils, the newly formed Wattle Range

Time expired. council became aware that it owned quite a few facilities,

buildings and assets in the town of Beachport which either

The SPEAKER: Can | assure the House from the chairwere no longer delivering the services the community wanted
that the Speaker of this parliament has not threateneadr were in excess of the town’s requirements.
litigation against the Auditor-General as regards this report. The council, therefore, because of the inappropriateness
In my private capacity, | was called up to the inquiry. | haveof some of the buildings that had previously been used and



Wednesday 25 July 2001 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 2099

because it had some excess assets (which also includedsgl ECT COMMITTEE ON PETROL, DIESEL AND
rather large works depot), was able to rationalise some of its LPG PRICING

assets, which provided the council with considerable sums of

money. The council is utilising that money to provide new Mr McEWEN (Gordon): | move:

faC|I|t|eS and SerViCGS to that Commun|ty The new bUIldIng That the time for bringing up the report of the committee be
has cost some $275 000. When | talk about joint funding—extended until Wednesday 26 September.

because the new building houses the tourist information otion carried.

centre—I point out that $50 000 of the capital cost came via

a grant from Tourism South Australia. SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE MURRAY RIVER
Also, because of the need to have a medical centre in the
town, $50 000 was provided from the Health Commission TheHon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen): I bring up the final
towards the capital cost of that part of the building. | talkedreport of the committee, together with minutes of proceedings
about the partnership between the three levels of governmer@nd evidence, and move:
certainly the state and local government assisted, but the That the report be received.
federal government—through Networking the Nation—  \iotion carried.
provided $50 000 towards the equipment, lines, etc., for an
information exchange and learning centre, which is also TheHon. D.C. WOTTON: | move:
housed within the same building. This now provides a full set

of services.
. . It is with a great deal of pleasure that | table the final report
Also, the community provided a further $40 000-0dd toof the Select Committee on the Murray River. The tabling of

This report completes the first comprehensive inquiry into the

a Dr Ken Westphalen came to Beachport. | think that hi .
original intention was to semi-retire but he provided outstandspe""lth and management of the Murray River conducted by

ing medical service to that community until the latter part ofthls House and is, without doubt, one of the most significant

last year. Now that it has a dedicated medical centre, the to ! F;g[fsgczhbeeezrtg%ﬁgﬁr?gr?trgftmissgggﬁég:nar%ﬁ;yekmg ts'rgffh
has attracted another doctor, Dr Trevor Birchall, who is g ’

S : ; . Australian parliament has, | believe, successfully managed
providing services from the medical centre to the communlt){ bring together members from various politicgl perSL?a-

of Beachport, and this is one way that partnerships betwee lons—to remove the politics—to prepare a consensus report

the state and local government—in rural localities in particus . o
. . . that outlines a direction for the future use and management
lar—can ensure that medical and health services are provid the Murray River in South Australia.

to their communities. The Murray River is vitally important to the quality of life
enjoyed by all South Australians and is undoubtedly the
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ADEL AIDE PARK state’s most important natural asset. Evidence presented in
LANDS PROTECTION this report clearly shows that South Australia would be in a
L . recarious position if we could not rely on a secure supply of
TheHon. J. HALL (Minister for Tourism): | move: \?vater fromp the Murray River. Dur)i/ng this inquiryp?h)(/e
That the select committee have leave to meet during the sittingommittee gathered together a substantial body of evidence.

That the report be noted.

of the House today. This evidence indicates that, while development of the
Motion carried. Murray River and the wider Murray-Darling Basin has
delivered and continues to deliver considerable economic and
SELECT COMMITTEE ON GROUNDWATER social benefits, these benefits have come at a very significant
RESOURCESIN THE SOUTH-EAST environmental cost at both a state and basin-wide level.
This cost is illustrated by evidence that, first, the Murray
TheHon. J. HALL (Minister for Tourism): | move: mouth now experiences drought-like flows 60 per cent of the

time as opposed to 5 per cent of the time under predevelop-
fhent conditions; secondly, water quality, particularly
increasing river salinity, remains a significant threat to

That the select committee have leave to meet during the sittin
of the House today.

Motion carried. riverine health and the consumptive use of Murray River
waters; thirdly, our wetland environments are degraded and
SITTINGS AND BUSINESS in need of repair; and, fourthly, fish stocks throughout the
basin are in decline, with some species already listed as
TheHon. J. HALL (Minister for Tourism): | move: threatened.
That standing orders be so far suspended as to enable the There can be no doubt that the Murray River and the wider
consideration of committee reports to continue until 6 p.m. Murray-Darling Basin are under stress. All the evidence

suggests that our current approach to the use and management
of the basin’s resources has moved us beyond the system’s
sustainable limits. If we want the Murray-Darling system,
especially the Murray River itself, to continue to provide into
the future the economic and social benefits we all currently
TheHon. R.B. SUCH (Fisher): | move: enjoy, we must change our curre.nty approach to the sharing,
management and use of the basin’s natural resources.

That the time for bringing up the report of the committee be  \while the select committee acknowledged that many
extended until Wednesday 26 September. significant changes have been achieved in recent times, there

Motion carried. is much more to be done. The select committee’s report, with

Motion carried.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON DETE FUNDED
SCHOOLS
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more than 90 recommendations that have relevance at botlenying that it is an era filled with risk. However, with risks
state and basin wide levels, marks the beginning of theomes opportunity. It is these opportunities that we must seek
process in making the changes that are necessary. to foster and develop.

The committee is of the opinion that action on allrecom-  The select committee would like formally to acknowledge
mendations is essential to improve the health and managghose organisations and individuals that have provided
ment of the Murray-Darling system and the Murray River,evidence or given their time to appear as witnesses before the
especially in South Australia. The select committee, havingommittee. Their contribution has been invaluable. May | as
also recognised that there are many demands to be met withairman commend all members of the committee for the
limited resources, has identified 10 priority areas to providabsolute commitment and diligence with which they have
a clear and immediate direction for future management of thaddressed the responsibilities regarding the preparation of this
region. South Australia must ensure that it acts on thossignificant report.
priority recommendations over which it has control ifitisto  The committee would also like to acknowledge the total
gain the high ground and demonstrate leadership for oth@fommitment, dedication and skills displayed by the commit-
basin states to follow. Demonstrating leadership will requiretee’s research officer Mr Mark Faulkner and parliamentary

among other things that: secretaries David Pegram and Paul Collett in preparing this

- that South Australia balances its salinity obligations undefeport. The commitment that has been shown by those
the salinity and drainage strategy; people—and | have to single out the research officer Mark
accelerates the development of targets for catchmemaulkner—has been quite remarkable, and the committee
health in the Murray River system; and commends Mr Faulkner on the way in which he has carried
accelerates the completion of the rehabilitation of theput his responsibilities and the commitment and dedication
Lower Murray irrigation areas. he has shown.

Clearly, achieving action on these aspects will require |0 commending this report to the House, | encourage all
considerable new investment—investment in capital angnhembers of parliament in this place to familiarise themselves
infrastructure and investment in expertise. However, it is aRyith its contents. Again, | say that it is one of the most
investment that we can ill afford to delay. _ significant reports to be brought before this parliament, and

Informulatlng Its recommendat|0n5, the SelectCOfnmltte@: is essential that all members take the opportunity to

identified a number of underlying themes. They are adaptiveamiliarise themselves with the contents of this significant
management, commitment, partnerships and investment, aport.

of which are of equal importance. Adaptive management
recognises that our current approach to the use and manage-Mr HILL (Kaurna): It is with great pleasure and
ment of the basin's natural resources is not sustainableonsiderable pride that | rise to support the noting of this
Resource management must undergo fundamental changeyportant report. When | moved the motion on Tuesday 18
and this can only be based upon the best available scientifigovember 1999 to establish the Select Committee on the
knowledge. As new information becomes available, there wilMurray River, | said:
be a need for further change. o | simply say that, with this motion, | extend the hand of
Commitment recognises that there are no quick fixesgooperation and bipartisanship to the government. The Murray River
Improving the health of the Murray-Darling system andis too important to our state. It is the lifeblood of South Aus-
moving towards sustainable development will require a |Ongtralia .. Itis tooimportant for anything less than the total commit-
term commitment by communities and by governments'.mem of all members of this parliament.
Partnership recognises that no one individual state goverham pleased, therefore, to report to the House that over the
ment, industry group, catchment organisation, research body8 months that the committee has been working all members
or conservation group has the necessary skills, expertise 6f the committee representing the Labor Party, the Liberal
resources to improve the health of the Murray-DarlingParty, the National Party and an Independent have worked
system. The forging of strong, transparent and accountabtegether in a consensus way to produce this unanimous
partnerships at all levels and across all jurisdictions will begeport. | think that in itself is a significant achievement which
absolutely essential. Investment recognises that the curreigtworth noting and which | hope has produced a result on
levels thereof are inadequate to combat the scale of th&hich we can build in the years and decades to come.
natural resource and environmental degradation impacting on | will, however, introduce one sour note at this stage. | was
the health of the Murray-Darling Basin. disappointed to see the media comment attributed to the
We cannot underestimate the magnitude of the challengeremier this morning in relation to the Murray River, wherein
and the scale of change required to improve the health of thae picked up at least a flavour of our recommendations in his
Murray River. Achieving this outcome will require that we expression about a 20 year plan. | thought this was a rather
enhance our capacity to respond to the challenges we aggude attempt by him to pre-empt the good work that this
confronting. Building our institutional capacity and the committee had done. | am pleased that he has picked up the
capacity of our community to embrace the scale of changlavour of this report: | just thought the way in which he
required will be essential. Achieving the ecologically chose to put it in the public record was unfortunate—but |
sustainable development of the state’s water resources is vitalust say it is typical of the man.
to South Australia’s future prosperity. Nowhere is this Atthe Saving the Murray Conference on 16 February this
outcome more important than in the South Australian sectiogear at the University of the South Australia, along with the
of the Murray-Darling Basin. minister and others | was invited to be part of a panel to talk
While the tabling of this report in the House brings theabout what could be done to save the Murray River. | thought
work of the Select Committee on the Murray River to an endyesterday, having finished the report, it would worthwhile
it also marks the beginning of a new era—an era focused ogoing back to look at what | said to see how that fitted in with
achieving the sustainable management and use of thhe report which has been handed down. At that conference
resources throughout the Murray-Darling Basin. There is nd made eight points which should form the basis of public
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policy. | would like to go through those eight points and In addition, the sixth recommendation is about water
compare those eight points, which | stand by in terms otonservation. We say that South Australia should have a
public policy, with the report before us. | think there is a strategy so that by 2004, there should be a reduction of 50 per
pretty good fit. cent of the water we rely on from the River Murray over a 20-

The first point | made is that there needed to be a bipartiyear time frame. That is putting the wood on water users in
san approach to deal with this issue. As | have already saiddelaide as well. In the seventh recommendation, we make
we have had that, and the symbolic signing of the report (andome fairly tough statements about water quality issues. In
that was a first, too—it was signed not just by the Chairmarparticular, we recommend that local councils should remove
but by all members of the committee) at a media conferenceemaining effluent ponds from the River Murray flood plain
at 1 o'clock this afternoon highlighted and underlined thatby January 2005.
point very well. We do have a genuine bipartisan approach In the tenth recommendation—and this is the way we will
to that in this House, and that is extremely important. ensure that we have strict control and have the best behaviour

The second theme that | said needed to be the basis af home in South Australia—we are recommending the
public policy on this was that we needed strong nationaéstablishment of a standing committee of this parliament to
leadership. Our report time and again emphasises the need figal with water issues. In all of those ways we are really
the commonwealth to take a strong role in leading the statdseing tough on ourselves. We are not just saying that the rest
in developing a comprehensive strategy for dealing with thef Australia has to clean up their act.

River Murray. | would emphasise that we do need strong The fifth point | made at that conference was that we need
commonwealth leadership in this issue. We are not calling iclear goals. There is a range of clear goals in here and the one
our report for a referendum to give the commonwealth all thehat | think is the most important is that we are calling on a
power. We are not saying that they should use their interdoubling of the water flow through the mouth of the river by
national treaty powers to do it. We are saying that they shoulthe year 2025—a 20-year plan. A 1 per cent increase in water
come up to the plate and deliver the leadership that iflow each year would equate to approximately 3 000
required. gigalitres of extra water that would come down. At current

The third point | made at the conference on 16 Februarynarket rates, it is about $3 billion worth of water. That is a
was that we needed cooperation between the states. Thistiigh call but one that is absolutely vital.
vital. Unfortunately, | believe that that consensus, that level The sixth point | made at that conference was that we
of cooperation, has been damaged somewhat by the ratheeeded a clear plan. We need a strategy in place. This is the
hostile approach taken by the government in this state ovetocument that does this, and in particular it emphasises the
the last couple of years. Hopefully that is a thing of the pastneed for integrated catchment management. | must commend
This report reinforces the vital importance of the cooperatiorthe minister, who has been courageous in accepting this
between the states. It is important that we do not attack theeport, because we certainly go against what the Deputy
other states. This report does not do that. We have to worRremier is suggesting in his Integrated Natural Resource
together. If we are to get them to change, they have to worklanagement Bill. We are recommending to the government
with us. that the catchment areas should be the basis of integrated

| point out to the House the eighth of the priority recom-management.
mendations, which is to do with the Snowy Mountain  The seventh point | made is that we should have a state
hydroelectric scheme corporatisation and environmentact. This report does not call for an act, but it achieves the
flows. This is obviously a tense issue for the states to dealame goal. | said we needed a state act to bring together all
with, and our recommendation is that a single body behe various powers of the government under one minister. In
established by a single agreement of all Murray-Darlingfact, | said at the conference that the opposition advocated an
partners instead of the current proposal for a joint governmeratct which would provide the minister with the authority to
enterprise. In other words, we are saying, ‘Let's workcoordinate the actions of the relevant government depart-
together, let’s be cooperative, let's try to deal with the issuesnents whose decision making impacted on the river. In
with respect to the Snowy and the River Murray at the samearticular, we refer to planning, primary industries, the EPA
time. Do not separate them out, do not create conflict”  as well as water resources.

The fourth point | made was the need for exemplary |am pleased to say that recommendations 5 and 6 of the
behaviour at home. This obviously goes without saying. lfreport on page 8 pick up those recommendations. We talked
you are going to ask other states to change their behaviouhere about the need for a lead minister and the establishment
if you are going to ask irrigators and water users in otheof a high level Murray River coordinating committee
states to change their behaviour, you have to make sure thedvering the areas | have talked about so that the lead
they cannot point the finger at you and say, ‘What about youthinister—hopefully, the Minister for Water Resources—can
Why aren’t you doing these things as well?’ Our report hadiave the power to make decisions so that we do not have a
been a warts and all report in how it has looked at whamishmash of decision making. The final point | made is that
happens in South Australia. we need expertise. | am pleased to say that priority 4, which

I refer to the first major recommendation which is abouttalks about the need for a skill based commission, picks up
salinity and about establishing strong targets for Soutlthat point and suggests that we need skills in the areas of
Australiain relation to salinity and setting some time framesecology, natural resource management, irrigation technology,
for that. | point to the third major recommendation which isengineering, finance and business administration, resource
about cleaning up the lower Murray reclaimed irrigation areagconomics, law, regional development and public administra-
and we are recommending there a demonstration swamp tion. So, we need expertise.
assess the capability and suitability of sprayline irrigation In conclusion, | thank all the witnesses who appeared. |
technology, and making the—I think—very tough recommen-especially would like to thank Mark Faulkner, the research
dation that the whole area should be completely rehabilitatedfficer, who did a mighty job, our two secretaries, David
by 2005. Pegram and Paul Collett, and all my colleagues on the
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committee and especially the chair, David Wotton, theAlice Springsin 50 years’ time, requiring water to be pumped
member for Heysen. | congratulate him on the way he did thén and never being able to get enough. Water arguably is and
job. This report gives South Australia a unique opportunitycertainly will be the single biggest inhibitor to the agricul-
to give united, informed, rational leadership on this issue. Weural, industrial and demographic growth of South Australia
must not let this report sit on the shelf. if we do not do something about it urgently. That does mean
reorganisation of some structures; it does mean putting in a

Mr HANNA (Mitchell): | agree with the other members |ot of money to make sure that the programs that we have
of the committee that this is one of the most significantproposed are actually put into effect.
reports to be brought into the parliament for a very long time. | would like to conclude by once again thanking my fellow
Personally, | have learnt a lot from being on the committeemembers on the Murray River select committee. | also thank
I'am one of the members of the committee in a metropolitamiark Faulkner, our research officer, for the hard work he has
electorate, and | suppose we have a particular perspectiygit in, especially in trying finally to compile the almost
from the suburbs of Adelaide where we rely on the Murrayinfinite strands of evidence and argument which we heard
for 40 per cent of our reticulated water supply, and up taover 18 months. | would also like to thank our secretaries to
90 per centin a drought year. The committee members have committee, David Pegram and, later, Paul Collett. We
worked very well together, and | would like to thank and payhave worked well together and it shows what can be done
tribute to the Hon. David Wotton, who chaired this commit-through the committee system of the parliament where, away
tee. | enjoyed the cooperation and frank discussions witfrom the glare of publicity and media attention, we can
every other member of the committee: the members fOémp|oy our commonsense to cooperate in a genuine way.
Kaurna, Norwood, Chaffey, Hammond and Unley. Of courseThat has been the hallmark of this committee, and that is a
the member for Unley is the Minister for Water Resources.genuine indicator of the significance of the work we have

Apart from being a multi-partisan effort and a sinceredone.
attempt to understand the problems facing the Murray and the
required solutions, the report is actually quite hard hittingand MrsMAYWALD (Chaffey): | rise today to support my
provocative in many respects. There are a few key issuelleagues in endorsing this report and also to highlight my
which everyone would appreciate hold the key to the futureviewpoint on some of the recommendations and the content
of the health of the Murray, such as salinity, water flow andof the report. We cannot underestimate the importance of this
pollution. Obviously, what we put into the river has areport at this time. It follows on from the Murray-Darling
significant bearing on what we draw out of it. There areBasin salinity audit, which has generated considerable public
procedural matters as well, such as the structure and compdebate. What we have been able to achieve with this commit-
sition of the Murray-Darling Basin Commission, which is the tee is a framework for the future and for future governments,
body through which the various relevant states and theot just for whichever government may be in for the day; this
commonwealth come together to exercise collective minds a document that can be utilised by both sides of the
on how to resolve Murray River issues. We have alsgarliament and it can be used as the blueprint to go forward
suggested that a standing committee of this parliamerfor the next 20 years. The member for Kaurna has referred to
monitor issues relating to water resources. That is important as a living document, which is exactly what | believe as
not just for the Murray because, as we have seen with issuegll. It sets some pretty good goals and pretty tough targets;
arising out of water in the South-East, there are many issueétlooks at the issues facing South Australia, warts and all. It
related to individual water consumption and agricultural angrovides us with an opportunity, though, to lead the debate
industrial uses of water which need to be addressed onia Australia to the next stage, and | think that is one of the
continuing basis. most important things about this document.

This report sets out what we need in terms of remedial Much has been said and reported, many committees have
action in respect of the Murray River. Admittedly, we havebeen established and there has been a lot of talk. The
not had the time or resources to cost every recommendatiarommunity itself is now crying out for action to be taken.
that we have made. The cost undoubtedly would run into th€ommunity groups and organisations are working their
billions to do everything that needs to be done, but the firstingers to the bone out there in the community trying to do
step—and | believe it is a courageous one—is for thisvhat they can. They now need leadership and the basic
committee and the various parties represented through tEmework to be putin place, and they need governments to
individual members on the committee to say, ‘This is whatdopt the recommendations of this report to take them where
needs to be done. These are the targets; these are the spegific need to go to ensure that this valuable resource is
deadlines for achieving certain specified goals.’ If we do nosustainable into the future.
meet those deadlines, the penalty lies on the community, | commend the member for Kaurna for moving the motion
those who require water from the Murray to come througtto establish this select committee. It has been an incredibly
their taps for their household use and those on farms and imorthwhile committee to be a part of. | also commend the
industry who also require water from the Murray. The penaltygovernment for supporting the establishment of the select
will also be a political one on the government of the day if thecommittee and considering it to be of such great importance
deadlines are not met, because if this report is put on th® appoint to the committee the Minister for Water Resources
shelf, ignored and put into the too-hard basket, we will suffeand your good self, Mr Deputy Chair, as a former minister
as a community. Although the effects may not be immediateand one who has had a significant role to play in the direction
today or the next day, they will be startling and chilling in athat this state has taken in relation to the sustainability of our
few decades’ time if we do not do enough, dither or dowater resources through your involvement with the Murray-
nothing. Darling Basin Commission and the Water Resources Act that

If we do not address the issues in the ways that we hawee now have before us.
suggested through the recommendations of the report, we This is a unanimous report which was approached in a
could see the City of Adelaide become more like the town obipartisan fashion when it was initiated, and throughout the
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course of its 18 month life it has worked extremely well for over the next 20 years there is a 1 per cent increase in the
the benefit of the state and not for any particular pointmedian flow every year. It is important not only to have water
scoring. As | have said, because of this effort and the worklowing down the channel but, if it is to improve the environ-
of individual members and the committee as a whole, this cament of the riverine area and the quality of the water for our
be a blueprint for future governments. irrigators and for domestic use, we also need to manage that
The report also identifies our key achievements to dateyater saving. We need to ensure that that water saving is best
and that is a very important aspect. Often in the debate, weffected at the right times. Just to have extra water running
lose sight of the fact that over the past 15 years or so we hawown the channel will certainly not benefit anyone.

achieved significant inroads into dealing with the scourge of - 5q, there are all sorts of issues dealt with in the report in
salinity, but we need to go further. We need to actually buildre|ation to environmental flows, how we meet the targets of
onthose, and | believe that this report sets the framework fofchjeving wetland health, biodiversity health, and putting in
that building. It addresses the significant issues facing Souiflace provision for us to deal with meeting targets in relation
Australia and also identifies the many challenges that arg rehabilitating the riverine as a whole. No one recommenda-
ahead for our state. It puts in place some pretty tough targetgen in this report is a stand-out recommendation; all the
which are now there in black and white to be adopted by thisecommendations should be looked at as a collective whole.
parliament and for governments to work towards achievingeach and every part of the report refers to the sustainability
From a South Australian perspective, because the parliamegs a whole, and it needs to be recognised that you cannot pick
has determined to do this in a bipartisan way, | feel confidengyt one recommendation and say, ‘That is the magic wand
that we can now expect that governments of the future wilthat will solve the problems of the river for ever and a day.
see these recommendations as the future for South Australiguyill take a huge commitment from the state government
Many of the recommendations also refer to the basin agnd the other participating states in the Murray-Darling Basin
a whole and, if they are to be implemented will requirejpitiative to ensure that we can turn back the clock somewhat
cooperation right across the basin. I think there is now afg ensure that this asset is sustainable into the future.
opportunity for South Australia to lead the way by saying, For my part, it is the lifeline of my community in the

iSHgrgéiﬁrggﬁ?mg?wgag;%/\f‘e"\;g?;Vgﬁ tavrvig?wg Lon?jg'rggr iverland: without the river there would be no Riverland. |
lieve that we are making the hard decisions in the River-

,r\lﬂeuerfj '[-(E)gfligon;afsoigﬁzesaes?;i%;ttzi ?;Sé?]éoa?]?;ﬁ%%agﬂgnd at the moment. Very proactive communities have been
y-barling . ) orking towards rehabilitation of the irrigation areas. The
the benefit of Australia as a whole. We need to understan

. . S oxton irrigation scheme is a perfect example of that. The
that cooperation comes from accepting responsibility for th%ommunity has worked with federal and state governments
future and that it is important that we do not unnecessaril

o ¥ind local regional boards to achieve an extremely good
expend effort on apportioning blame.

. . .outcome and to achieve some very good benefits for the
__ The report also recognises that the Murray-Darling Bas”?:ommunity by ensuring that their community will be
is the largest integrated catchment program in the world. Th Ustainable in the future

committee also recognises the importance of the past efforts =~ . . .
of the Murray-Darling commissioners. However, we have Likewise with the Qualco Sunlands Drainage Trust, where

recommended some changes to the structure of the Murra‘glere was seven years of debate amongst the community on
Darling Commission, not as a criticism of the efforts of past’oW t0 go forward to fix particular local problems, in.
commissioners but as a way to further enhance the ability donjunction with state and federal governments in partnership

the initiative to take the debate and the solutions to the nexX¥ith the community, we are now seeing some results on the
stage. ground. If we can emulate that and hold them up as examples

Implementing change is never easy; it is often veryor the restof the basin, South Australia will be leading the

difficult for communities. All those who benefit from access Way t0 the next level of investment into what can only be
to the waters of the Murray River feel justifiably threatenegS€en as the future of South Australia and the basin.
when we talk about what is needed to ensure sustainability.
Most people in the basin would say that it is someone else’s MsCICCARELLO (Norwood): | am also pleased to
fault, and most of them would say, ‘Yes, we need to put mor&Upport this report by the Murray River select committee. |
water back into the river, but you cannot have mine. | havdave welcomed the opportunity of being a member of this
alegal right to what | have.’ That s a fair enough argumentcommittee, which for the last 18 months has examined in
In fact’ past governments have apportioned water licensin et.a” what we thlnk. and, In faCt, .|S the mOStJmpOftant ISsue
well and truly above the river system’s capacity to deliverfacing our community. I do not think we can impress enough
As future governments, we need to work out how we carihe seriousness of it, and | sincerely hope that the many
fairly and equitably claw that back to ensure that we havéecommendations we have made will be acted upon both in
sustainability throughout the basin and that the economithe long and short term.
wealth of that basin is not undermined in the future years for | am not generally in favour of point scoring in parliament,
our children and grandchildren because we were unable taut | feel that the member for Kaurna, Mr John Hill, must be
make the tough decisions now. complimented on his initiative in proposing the establishment
No-one wants to say that it is their problem and no-oneof the select committee. He recognised the urgency of
wants to pay for it. The South Australian parliament has donaddressing the Murray River and its concomitant issues long
just that with this report. The report, whilst it does not set outbefore it became fashionable. | well remember the catcalls
costings, recognises that a significant investment will havand cries of derision from many of the government members
to be made. It talks about establishing targets, time frames Wwhen he presented his motion to the parliament. However,
which those targets will be achieved, how water managementhen it was then picked up by the media, we saw people
should be apportioned in the future, and recommends thatwhose only interest prior to this appeared to be barefoot
water program should be put in place which will ensure thaskiing on the water suddenly claiming ownership for its
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salvation. We saw many photographs of premiers and Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: Mr Speaker, | draw your
ministers in front of the river. attention to the state of the House.

On a more positive note, our committee, led very ably by A quorum having been formed.
our Chairman, the member for Heysen, Mr David Wotton, .
has worked exceptionally well together and he has been able TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL (Minister for ~Water
to bring together many ideas and points of view from theR€sources): Along with my colleagues (and | apologise to
diverse political spectrums of all of those people who werdhe€m; | was following the debate in my office but | also had
part of the committee. | think it has certainly been a veryd Meeting, so | was half listening), | also wish to congratulate
rewarding example of just how productive the parliamentary’® Deputy Speaker on his chairmanship of this committee.

process can be when there is good will. But enough of self-know that it is not entirely usual for a member of the House

congratulation. other than the minister to chair a select committee, but |
: . . believe that the committee showed great wisdom in electing
ma\tlgtla kgzw tg?tggﬁt N(')l]fr;ﬂZ_DAirsll[?gliiﬁs'lgﬁgvrirjsipgrno dX'; st,he Deputy Speaker as its chair, because | do not believe that
y , P . - - _any other member of this House could have chaired the
Qus_tral\lss (Ijargesé and most kl? rodgctnqg a_mdhlmpr:) rtgnt r'lvercommittee as well and as fairly as he did. As the member for
asin. We depend very much on it, albeit that the develop; . - : : L .
ment has occurred with environmental costs, and to a gre%ﬂgtcﬁ;?"asr%gan?_n d it was an unusual expression; he did not
degree we depend on the water and its produce. However, yMr pHanna' Multivartisan
with all the problems associated with the commission, it is ’ P ’

. ) X TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL : Multipartisan support, yes;
recognised around the world for its best practice and we AEwas intrigued by the expression '?’here was ICr)rl?ultip><;1rtisan
fortunate to have many experts involved. | would just single ’

out two—not to diminish the abilities and skills of many support. | think that that level of support was achievable only

others: Don Blackmore and John Scanlon whose knowledgf%ecause there was a person in the chair who was respected

and skills are often called upon by other countries in helpin %ualﬂy gy gzlalkZ?rct)lr?i i?éﬁ:ﬁsirﬁ]arlga;rg‘inéol n?r%rilt?égtmate the
them to find solutions for their own river basins. puty Sp g of th ) .
| also, as have my colleagues in this matter, commend this

to its source, and to see first-hand some of the degradatigp
which has occurred. But in consulting with the many nqnihg | think, in the making and has involved a consider-
individuals and organisations who are doing their best, with, ;1o amount of time and effort on the part of all members
commitment and passion, to address the result of years of bagl,qyeq. It is not easy to bring seven members of parliament
practice, we have been able to see a wide range of diverse

! . A . . . ether at any time—and for days at a time. But, indeed,
innovative activities which are both commercially viable andevery member of this House who was a member of the
are seeking to lessen the impact on the resource. The

o e ) Bmmittee made the commitment and put in many hours of
ranged from laser levelled irrigation fields to cotton fields an

. . A ard work. The staff who assisted us are also to be com-
olive plantations being irrigated by state of the art computef,anded for the hours of dedication that must have been

controlled technology which is now being made available tq,qping every meeting, and also the members of Hansard, who
other countries, to the salt farms making use of every singleame along time afte,r time, hour after hour, to record V\’/hat
by-product, which has led to the establish_ment of nichg,ust be a tome of evidence presented by experts. That
export markets for gourmet salt flakes. The list goes on ar%?/idence, and this final report, will stand together as a most
one can only but marvel at the new pioneers on the land;,aple record of the deliberations of this parliament and the
facing enormous obstacles. state on the health of our river system into the future.

It was also gratifying for us to hear how pleased the |t would be interesting to speculate that, in 100 years, if
witnesses were that we had been prepared to take the tildgholars were looking to understand this part of the natural
and interest to examine the facts for ourselves first hangnvironment of our nation, they could do no better than go to
rather than listening solely to the findings of others. We havenjs select committee report and to all the evidence presented
come up with a wide range of recommendations and W@ecause, if one could not glean, from the distillation of this
acknowledge that the recommendations may be difficult teeport and all the evidence presented, an absolutely factual,
enact. We understand that there are serious financial implicghultifaceted and complete picture of the river system and its
tions in carrying out these recommendations but | think thagealth at this stage, | would be most surprised.
the goodwill not only of our state government but of all  There are 90 recommendations, and | am quite sure that
governments around Australia is required to ensure that Were will be those who will criticise the committee for having
look after this very valuable resource. We have set targets argh recommendations. But | would challenge them, or anyone
deadlines and we now have a framework within which t0e|se, to come up with any fewer on a matter as important as
work. this. If anything, | think that members of the committee

I would also like to acknowledge Mr Mark Faulkner who showed great restraint in limiting ourselves, as much as we
has worked very hard and diligently. He has been able toould, to what we saw as the principal recommendations
synthesise all of our discussions over the last several montl&ross such a wide range of topics, including things such as
and he certainly needs to be complimented, as well as owvater use, irrigation, water savings, drought management
secretaries David Pegram (who is now in Canberra) and alssirategies, biodiversity, land management, research and
Paul Collet. Itis, | think, a brave and wide ranging report. Itdevelopment, investment in the Murray River and, of course,
has been innovative in that it is the first time that a governthe structure of the commission and environmental and
ment or a parliament has come up with such a wide rangingngineering concerns, not only in South Australia but also
report and | certainly commend the recommendations to thalong the length of the river. However, being cognisant of the
community. fact that 90 recommendations was a considerable number to
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read, we also made sure that we detailed priority recommersouth Wales, Victoria, the ACT and the commonwealth take
dations and, of those, there are 10. The one that | think shouttiis report and read it carefully. By all means, examine its
most readily draw the attention of this House, and perhaps déilings and its weaknesses, if there are any—although | think
the people of Australia, is the recommendation on watemembers of the committee would perhaps be vain enough to
conservation. | will read it intélansard: hope that we have not made too many mistakes; we tried to

The committee recommends that: be careful with it. But, if there are faults, let them find those

By 2004, the South Australian government develop and comfaults and letthem tell us what the faults are, because then we

mence implementation of an integrated water managemerf@veé moved the debate on again.

strategy for metropolitan Adelaide that will reduce water If there are no faults, or if there are things with which they

diversions from the River Murray for Adelaide’s water supply agree, | hope that they will use it as a blueprint as equally as

E%g?rgﬁ:gem of the current level of diversions over a 20 yeagne government of South Australia—whatever its complex-

' ion—should use it as a blueprint for the next decade, or so,
| think that that is a significant recommendation. The othein South Australia. It should not be seen as an end. It should
recommendation which I think is a significant call to actionnot be seen as something to put on a shelf and gather dust.
is the recommendation which states that, by achieving offhis should be seen as a living document—the work of seven
average a 1 per cent saving in efficiency of water use acrosaembers of parliament. It will probably be one of the
all the mechanisms of the basin, the goal should be that, in 2fchievements of which those seven members will be most
years’ time, the health of the Murray River at its mouthproud in their parliamentary careers, | would venture to say.
should be at least double what it is today. | use the words ‘at It is a living work of seven members of parliament given
least’ because I think every member of the committee wouldo this House in the hope that it will continue to be a living
passionately argue in this place that that should be outocument, and the hope that it will continue to be something
minimum goal. If we can achieve that, we will have doneon which not only this parliament and successive govern-
well. If we can achieve more than that, and in less time, wenents in South Australia will build but on which the peoples
will have done extraordinarily well. But that is, | think, the of this nation can also build so that in 30 and 40 years we
line in the sand. have a healthier and better river.

The shadow minister, in describing this matter over a )
number of issues, said that it was necessary to understand thatMr LEWIS(Hammond): | trust that | may be permitted
the committee had felt it necessary to draw lines in the sand® SPeak for more than 10 minutes. | have no idea how |
that all those goals might not necessarily be achievablB1ight go about seeking approval of the House for that
exactly on the date that the committee recommends. Hopefupurpose and would therefore, sir, immediately seek your
ly, some of them will happen more quickly but some,advice about that. _
unfortunately, may be a little slower. | think that all members 1 he DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honourable member will
of the committee were strong in their view that, if we did notn€ed to seek to suspend standing orders at the end of his 10
start to put goals, if we did not start to put in time frames, ifMinutes if he wishes to continue.
we did not start to put realistic expectations on this basin, all M LEWIS: Thankyou, Mr Deputy Speaker. The reason

we would do was endure a talkfest for the next 20 or 300 My making that request was, of course, because of my
years. strong feelings about one element in the report to which I will

come in my explanation a little later. | need to say, though,
hat that element is simply the area covered by the Murray-

arling Basin drainage area in South Australia and now to be
ncluded in the Murray River Water Catchment Management

shadow minister who said that this is a ‘warts and all’ re or'[Board area of control, and that is the area which has been
A . nd all' report,, tended to cover all of the Mallee. | will come back to that
It speaks quite calmly and quite clearly of our limitations in in a little while

this state, the things which we have to address and the things In the first instance, though, so that people who may read

which we have to fix up. Itlooks equally fearlessly across thgy <o 1o marks sometime later and who may not have on hand
basin .and, where there is faqlt, where there is error, \_Nher t the time they read the remarks made by members about this
there is a need to change or improve, we try to say, witho

malice and without apportioning blame, ‘These are the thing eport the report |tself_, I_would therefore like to incorporate
that need to be fixed’ ' th my remarks the statistical table which appears in the report
. L . ~and which is known as table 1. | assure you, sir, that it is
No other parliament in this nation has yet devoted the timgyrely statistical and it sets out the area and mean annual
and effort to this sort of study. So, until anyone else comegater outflow of the Murray-Darling Basin as a percentage
up with a better document, | would say that this is thegf each basin state.

definitive document on the state of health of the Murray River The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the member for Hammond
for this nation, for its academics, for its governments and fogeeking leave?

its people into the foreseeable future. Therefore, | hope that, Mr LEWIS: Yes.
in the spirit of Australian nationalism, the parliaments of New Leave granted.

I hope, more than anything else, that this committee’
report, in which so much time and effort has been investe
will be taken seriously not only by South Australians but alsoI
by those living in other jurisdictions. Again, | think it was the

Table 1—Area and mean annual water outflow of the Murray-Darling Basin as a percentage of each Basin State
Source: Crabb, 1997

State Total areas of Area in MDB| % of states i % of the ared % of mean
states (k) (km?) MDB of the MDB | annual outflow
New South Wales 802 081 599 873 74.79 56.65 46.6

Victoria 229 049 130474 59.96 12.32 36.6
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Table 1—Area and mean annual water outflow of the Murray-Darling Basin as a percentage of each Basin State
Source: Crabb, 1997

State Total areas of Area in MDB| % of states i % ofthe areg % of mean
states (krf) (km?) MDB of the MDB | annual outflow
Queensland 1776 620 260011 14.63 24.55 14.9
South Australia 984 395 68 744 6.98 6.49 0
Australian Capital Territory* 2367 2367 100.09 0.22 1.9
Totals 3794512 1061 469 - 100.0Q 100.00

*—excludes Jervis Bay

Mr LEWIS: Members will, of course, have access to thethe owner of the land. We in South Australia have that
report. This table, as table 1 in the report, sets out the areggoundbreaking legislation, and it is a credit to this
of the states in total, and the area in the Murray-Darlinggovernment and the ministers that we have it. It is important
Basin, as a percentage of that state which is covered by the recognise the consequences of not having it, because it will
Murray-Darling Basin, is then the next column of informa- mean that we will find landholders in the upper catchments
tion. The percentage of the area in the Murray-Darling Basirtontinuing to deplete the system by withholding run-off in the
is the next column and the percentage of the mean annusireams such that any water that might run down that stream
outflow is the next. Whilst New South Wales is not quite aswill first go into the catchment storage owned by the land-
big in land mass as South Australia, having only 800 000-od#iolder—if we do not do something about it—with disastrous
square kilometres as opposed to nearly one million squamonsequences.
kilometres, nonetheless, New South Wales has well over half It is, as other speakers have said and this report says, the
of its state (56.65 per cent of it) in the nearly 600 000 squarenost significant piece of South Australia’s natural eco-
kilometres that are drained in the Murray-Darling Basin bysystems as far as water supply is concerned. Without it, the
direct surface run-off. state would simply be stuffed; it would not be able to survive.

Queensland, however, has an area of 260 000 squafdere would be no capacity to sustain anything like the
kilometres, which is only 14 per cent of the state and whickcurrent population we have in this state if we did not have it,
represents, notwithstanding that, the second largest statelgave alone the effect it would have on such substantial
the whole system of almost 25 per cent. Yet Queensland, uniitdustries as exist in the Iron Triangle and even further afield,
very recently, is outside any involvement in discussions ands well as here in the metropolitan area and, indeed, much of
deliberations on the future of the Murray-Darling, and that isthe agricultural area on Yorke Peninsula.
really quaint because it is a quarter of the whole area, and | want also to draw attention to the parlous state of the
what they do in Queensland has a very dramatic impact oimland fishery. The government must accept the recommenda-
the rest of us because of the incredible impact it will have antions made by the ER&D Committee which we, as a select
does have on the Darling. committee, found were also valid, namely that commercial

If we look, then, at South Australia, with about one fishing of native species in South Australia should be banned,
million square kilometres, we see that the area which is in thand that the use of nets to catch fish of any kind ought to be
Murray-Darling Basin is just under 70 000 kilometres, orbanned because they do not discriminate between the species.
about only 7 per cent of the total state and about the santeven though the target species might be small carp, for
proportion of the Murray-Darling Basin itself—in fact, it is example, you will catch small cod, and they will drown, and
6.49 per cent. The percentage of the mean annual floywou will not be able to restore them to the population of living
contributed from South Australia—because the streams atdurray cod in the system.
so erratic, so small, or both—is insignificant in total impact | would like to wax eloquent about that matter, but | would
and is registered as zero, whereas the Australian Capitegéfer everybody who may be interested in it to the report
Territory is registered at 1.9 per cent of the mean annual flowwvhich was made by the ER&D Committee and by this

New South Wales contributes 46.6 per cent of the meanommittee itself on those matters and the evidence that has
annual flow, with Victoria contributing 36 per cent. Queens-been presented to it. The government is dragging its feet, if
land contributes 14.9 per cent of the total system but, whenot some other part of its anatomy, in not dealing with that
one considers that that is in the Darling alone, one realisagght now.
that that is a fairly substantial part of the Darling’s total flow. | turn now to water allocation use and metering. That is

They are important figures, because they determine hoa problem that we have in South Australia that we have been
some people upstream think about the river and what thegddressing systematically, more responsibly for 20 years than
believe ought to be the case downstream, and that brings neecurs in any other part of the riverine drainage system. We
to my next point, namely, the debate about who owns thare now on the point of having all but one of our diversion
rain. In my judgment, this nation needs to lead the world nowndustries properly metered and supplied. | seek leave to
by proclaiming that if there are ephemeral streams in whicltontinue my remarks.
there is run-off, once the water reaches the stream, it ought The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the member wishing to
not to be seen as belonging to the land-holder. | am talkinguspend standing orders to do so?
about surface streams in run-off. Mr LEWIS: Yes, sir. | move:

If the water has not yet reached the stream and the land- That so much of standing orders be suspended as would
holder seeks to intercept the flow, using contour banks anctherwise prevent me from continuing my remarks for a further 15
dams to hold water for use on their property, | do not have &inutes.
problem with that. | have a problem only with damming a The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There not being a
stream in the system to catch it and hold it at the pleasure ahajority of the whole number of members of the House
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present, ring the bells. Accordingly, notwithstanding the fact we could not find
While the bells were ringing: engineering fixes which would ignore some of the elements

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | have counted the to which I have just alluded, if you pipe the freshwater and
House and, as there is an absolute majority of the wholletthe river become a salt drain or, alternatively, pipe the salt

number of members of the House present, | accept th& an attemptto keep the river fresh, it would be an enormous
motion. Is it seconded? expense and destructive of certain aspects of the river

An honour able member: Yes. environment as we know it. It is most important to my mind

TheDEPUTY SPEAKER: The question before the chair that the Murray-Darling Basin Commission take up this
is that the motion—that the member for Hammond be grantefff¢Ommendation, which | trust will be directed to it by the

extra time to speak to this particular matter before th urray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council. If that does not
House—be agreed to. appen, then the general level of understanding and the

Mr HANNA: On a point of order, Mr Deputy Speaker, bigoted ignorance that exists in some communities in the

was that up to a particular period, for example, for another 16/Iurray-parl|ng Basin will continue to be a problem for us
minutes? as a nation. Those of us who live in the system cannot

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The chair understands that continue to expect to live there ignoring the interests of all the

.~ others who either live in it or, as is the case in South
the member for Hammond has requested an extra 15 minutes, . . e S
The question before the chair is that the motion be agreed t&ustralla, depend upon it for their lifeline in the water they

%o

As | hear no neqative voice. the motion to suspend is aqre et. Broken Hill, though not in South Australia, is one such
to 9 ’ P 9 mmunity; there are others.

. . Let me now talk about water allocation and metering. This
Motion carried. state has a great duty to put secure diversions in place to stop
Mr LEWIS: | thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker, and the e \vaste of water which seeps from channels, and that was

House for its indulgence. | immediately then move on t0yiscovered in evidence and acknowledged by this committee.

those matters which | wish to address that arise in CONS§yowever, what we saw and what we learned about the

quence of the great work that was done by the select commifactices interstate are very disturbing. They are at best very
tee in canvassing all the issues which could have beefimitive and, because they are so primitive, they are very
canvassed in coming to the conclusions it has, and making theciryctive in many instances. They lose water not only
recommendations which it has made, the whole 71 of themy,rq,gh seepage but also unnecessarily through evaporation.
in consequence of the evidence they have received and alsotney are very inefficient ways of distributing water across
Members interjecting: landscape for irrigation purposes. It is far better to do it
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! | apologise to the scientifically, as is done in South Australia, using tools such
member for Hammond. Would members please take theis neutron probes, and so on, to determine how much water
seats or leave the chamber? The member for Hammond. js required and apply precisely that amount—and no more
Mr LEWIS: It was a great committee to work on. That than that amount, because any more than that amount is a
is one thing | will say. Members were able to state their mindvaste; not only is it a waste but also it creates a problem.
plainly in deliberative sessions and matters were considered That brings me then to the next category of recommenda-
on their merit. It was a great committee to work on becauséons about which we sought to make remarks, that is, salt.
it not only comprised Liberal and Labor members but also aMobilising salt by such irrigation practices and allowing it to
opportunity was afforded me, as an Independent—althougtio the damage that it will do to ecosystems and economic
| think at the time | became a member of the committee, | wagrops that rely upon freshwater is not just senseless, or indeed

a member of the Liberal Party—to continue as a member ofvorse than that, stupid: it is grossly irresponsible, as we in the

the committee without demur, | think. Likewise, the membercurrent generation have a responsibility to future generations

for Chaffey. Both of us have substantially, but not necessarin stewardship of everything we have while we are here on
ly, identical interests in seeing the problems of the Murray irthis planet. | want to draw attention to the fact that salt need

South Australia properly addressed. Those problems cannabt necessarily be seen just as a problem. Where it arises as

be addressed unless they are addressed across the entire bagiroblem we should use it as a resource, rather than see it as

system. incapable of being dealt with in any other way than to try to
The final recommendation relates to the community forunshift it from where it is causing immediate damage.

matters, and the Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council, Let us use it as a resource. The technology exists. Even

we recommend, should direct the Murray-Darling Basinthough it might be necessary to subsidise the application of

Commission to convene a basin-wide forum to consider théhat technology, at least in the first instance, the kind of work

recommendations outlined in this report. It is my personathat has been done in research at Lake Tutchewop clearly

belief that the Murray-Darling Association and the indicates that in time, if not almost immediately, the use of
organisation of which it is a derivative (the old Murray Valley the salt as a resource and mining it can be economically

League) ought to be the medium through which we could/iable. Let me conclude by saying that it will be the cheapest

most effectively succeed in doing that, although we did notvay to get rid of tens of thousands of tonnes of salt annually.

recommend it as a committee. | strongly hold the view thaExtract it from the liquors and turn it into a commercially
the river is, as the minister has said, a national treasure. It saleable commodity.

amultiuser resource. It is not just for the people who wantto Addressing the problem of salinity brings me to the next

use it for recreation, whether fishing or water sports; it is notopic | wish to discuss, that is, the incorporation, referred to

just for the irrigators; it is not just for those who want to on page 25, ‘South Australia’s portion of the Murray-Darling
watch birds; it is not just for those who want to preserve theiBasin’. We have shaded in a whole area of land that extends
connections to it as indigenous Australians and the sacresbuth of the Pinnaroo railway line and said that that is part of
sites along it: it is all those things and more. Itis an economithe Murray-Darling Basin. That is utter claptrap, and |
engine for the entire nation of Australia. strongly disagree with the committee on that point, because
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the waters which fall on that land cannot and do not runvoluntarily to provide it with evidence it needed to come to
through any river or stream into the Murray River. There iswhat | consider to be one of the most important reports the
no stream from the Mallee anywhere into the Murray Riverparliament has ever received from a committee of itself at any
More importantly, we know now that the water that istime since | have been here and maybe at any time since it
underground in the Mallee is moving, albeit very slowly, was established.
north-westwards from the Grampians through the western
districts of Victoria and through the aquifers, that is, under- Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): | am somewhat at a
ground, in the South-East. disadvantage to previous speakers, because | think | am
Itis no different when it arrives in the Mallee at Pinnaroo probably the first member of the House to speak today who
or Lameroo than it was as water when it arrived at placewas not a member of the select committee. | remember that
such as Bordertown, Keith or Coonalpyn. Why on earth theivhen this select committee was set up there was quite a flurry
we arbitrarily decide to put the Murray-Darling boundary around the House. It was one of the few select committees |
somewhere just south of Pinnaroo is beyond me. It makelsave seen set up in my short time in this place where there
even less sense when we recognise that, through the strategs an excess of members desirous of being on it. | was one
which is to be and is being adopted and the policy to exploief those members who would have liked to be on the
that underground water, when it arrives at the Mallee asommittee, and | believe the committee was increased at that
freshwater and rises to the surface or close to the surface ige to accommodate those members who wished to be onit.
a consequence of the discontinuity of the Hindmarsh clays ifhat in itself indicates the importance of this topic not only
that area, we are depleting the level, the elevation, the altitud® this parliament and state but also to the nation.
of the surface of the water in that aquifer by a planned rate The Murray-Darling Basin—the Murray River—impacts
of 10 centimetres a year; if not 10, it is five. We are certainlyon my electorate. The lower lakes—the Coorong lake, Lake
exploiting it. We are drawing down the water so that thereAlbert and Lake Alexandrina—adjoin and are part of my
will be less head pressure on that aquifer pushing the wate@lectorate and, with the Coorong, form an important part of
north-westwards towards the Murray where it is likely the economy in that part of my electorate around the lakes
ultimately to end up in a few hundred thousand years. based on Meningie. There is a very viable fishery based on
For people to be saying in henny-penny fashion that théhe lower lakes and the Coorong, and quite a few of the
sky is falling in if we do not incorporate Pinnaroo, Lameroofishermen who participate in that fishery are constituents of
and the underground water exploitation industries that argine.
arising there under the control of the Murray River Catch- Extensive irrigation is also carried out, particularly south-
ment Water Management Board and that it will fall in west of the town of Meningie on the Narrung Peninsula, and
because by not incorporating them in some magic way thethat enables a very sizeable and viable dairying industry to
will contribute to the saline ground water arriving at the riveroperate in that area. Like a lot of other members, | am very
is silly, improper and unnecessary. It complicates the job ofnterested in what occurs at the bottom end of the river.
that Murray River Catchment Water Management Board For many years | have also had a relationship with the
unnecessarily. It is not part of any catchment run-off networkupper reaches of the river in South Australia. | have holi-
| repeat that with emphasis, and | am disappointed that dayed with my family on the river consistently for probably
could not convince my committee colleagues of the logic othe past 12 or more years, using the river for recreational
my argument, especially when one looks at the fact that opurposes. Having close family ties with the Loxton area, |
page 25 (and this is the only mistake in the whole reporthave many contacts amongst the irrigators in the Loxton area,
there is run-off from the eastern Mount Lofty Ranges and aso | have considerable first-hand knowledge of the issues
the fact, too, that there is a huge area north of the river thavhich have been looked at by this committee. | look forward
is now included, extending to Yunta and quite inaccuratelyto the opportunity to read the report and study its recommen-
If that area on page 25 is included, | know from my owndations but, even without reading the report, | would like to
expert knowledge, derived from mining and reports | havenake some comments to the House with regard to the noting
commissioned in the Yunta area, that the run-off that comesf this report.
through the Yunta Creek and ends up running out into the The first thing that needs to be said is that we have indeed
plains south of Netley Gap Station, about 60-odd kilometreshanged the environment. The environment of the whole of
south of Yunta, comes from 60 kilometres north. That runghis state is considerably different from what it was less than
into the basin, yet it is not included. That is irrational. It is 200-odd years ago when the white man settled here. | know
just as irrational as considering the water that goes into thihat in the heart of my electorate, in the mid and lower South-
aquifer in the Grampians and moves north-west towards theast, we have changed the environment considerably by
river as being water which is part of the Murray-Darling draining that area. It was basically one huge wetland for
Basin. If it is, then all of it ought to be included in the much of the year from Salt Creek almost to the Victorian
Murray-Darling Basin, not some of it. The policies which border, and principally dry land farming is now carried out
ought to be adopted in the development of appropriatever that area. We have changed the environment incredibly
exploitation of that underground water in the Mallee oughtin that area. We have done the same in the Murray-Darling
not to be confused with the policies that are absolutelBasin. If we concentrate on just the South Australian portion
essential in, for instance, the Bremer Angas Basin area on thud the river, the river trade with the paddle-steamers plying
plains around the Strathalbyn, Langhorne Creek and Milangp and down the river changed the environment considerably.
part of the river in our state. One of the first things that had to be done to allow the river
Whilst there are many others things that any and all of usrade with the paddle-steamers up and down the river was to
could have said, | have used the time the House was kindear the river of logs, and that has had an incredible impact
enough to give me—and | thank the House for that. | agaimon the river.
commend all the members of the committee, the staff and the Just from anecdotal evidence that | have picked up over
people who came before the committee to give their timehe years, | think that one of the biggest things that has caused
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the demise of the native fish stocks in the river has been thhat are exported all over the world by the Israelis for a whole
clearing of submerged logs from the river. | remembewariety of uses.
reading in some books that in one area up towards Echuca As the member for Hammond pointed out, we must not
thousands of tonnes of logs were pulled out of one smalbok at all the problems we have with the river as being
section of the river to allow the paddle-steamers to galownside problems. With a little lateral thinking we can
through. Prior to that time that would have been a fantastiactually see an upside to a lot of the issues. | believe that by
breeding ground for Murray cod. management of, say, the water flows and irrigation practices,
Through the extraction of water from the river we haveand by continuing best practice in salt interception schemes,
changed the amount of water that flows through its entireve can, in fact, get many hundreds of years of use out of the
length. We have probably changed the nature of the flow dfMurray River in South Australia. It will continue to be one
the river more by installing weirs and locks in the river thanof the most important resources that we have in this state.
anything else. To some extent, prior to white settlement of
this country, the river could be described almost as ephemer- The Hon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen): | want to take this
al, because at times it consisted of not much more than @pportunity to thank all members who patrticipated in the
series of waterholes and lagoons, whereas at other timesdebate today in the tabling of this very important report. | am
would have been a raging torrent, spreading kilometres ifelighted that all members of the committee have spoken to
width across the flood plains. That is how the flood plainsand expressed support for the report. | would like also to
were developed. thank the member for MacKillop, who was not a member of
Now, neither of those things occur. Neither does the rivethe committee but who | know, as he said during his contribu-
level drop substantially and go back into forming a series ofion, would very much have liked to have been. | would like
linked or connected water holes; nor does it flood out acros® thank him for his contribution as well.
the flood plains. Both those things would increase the health As members of the select committee, we regarded
of the river if they were able to happen. | do not think that theourselves as very fortunate to have had the opportunity to see
substantial lowering of the river level on a regular basis willfirst hand the unique natural beauty of the Murray-Darling
ever happen again. | hope that the flooding of the flood plaifBasin and to gain an appreciation for the complexities
does happen at least on a semi-regular basis. associated with the management of this multi-faceted
| believe that we are technically and physically able toresource. In particular, | think we have all appreciated the
manage floods across the flood plains, certainly in the Soutppportunity to meet with the large body of people who
Australian sector of the river, without impacting on the provided evidence in one form or another and have made
economies of the towns and people who live along the riveisuch an important contribution to the preparation of this
and the sooner we move to do that sort of thing the bettereport. On numerous occasions in this place, | have said that
Obviously, in the past 10 years when we have been moree are so fortunate in this state to have the commitment and
attracted to some of these ideas throughout this part of théedication of so many people in the community who are so
basin, and even in the upper stretch, we have not had hugelpportive of what we are trying to achieve through this
storages of water. We may not have had the capacity to deport.
that on a regular basis, but if we put that into part of the During the inquiry, the select committee became increas-
management plan it can be achieved, and it will substantiallingly conscious of the fact that whilst development of the
lower the amount of salt. basin’s resources has delivered considerable economic and
Obviously, the first couple of times it will, in fact, increase social benefits, we have become very much aware that these
the amount of salt in the river. However, | think if we benefits have come at a very significant environmental cost
continue that, over a period of time, we will start to flushat both a state and basin-wide level. | know that | said this
some of that salt off the flood plains and out of the river,when tabling the report, but | want to say it again, because the
because, eventually, the salt goes back into the river. Everpagnitude of this cost is well established in South Australia
time there is a heavy rain event—and they do occur on thand the middle reaches of the basin, but only now is it really
flood plains—more salt washes into the river. Work has beehecoming apparent in the upstream reaches. As all members
done along the river with salt interception schemes. | heardf the committee have indicated, if we really want the
amedia release last week that | think said that the success ratirray-Darling system to continue to provide economic and
of salt interception schemes in the South Australian sector gfocial benefits into the future, we have no alternative at alll
the river have been remarkably successful. | think they havbut to change our current approach to the sharing, manage-
talked about 90 per cent of the salt being intercepted beforment and use of the basin’s natural resources.
it flows into the river adjacent to Waikerie in the Wilpunda | think most members of the committee have also referred
area. | know the Public Works Committee visited that areato the ongoing responsibilities that governments will have in
We visited the Stockyard Plains area where the highly salinearrying out the recommendations of this report. In fact, |
water is pumped away from the river into an evaporatiorknow at least two members have referred to this report as a
pond. That area has become quite an important wetland fdiving report. In other words, for decades there will be
bird life, but it also carts highly saline water away from therecommendations that will need to be recognised and picked
river and largely allows the water to be evaporated, leavingip by governments of whichever persuasion. It is good that
the salt behind. that is recognised. It is important that we continue to monitor
As the member for Hammond quite rightly pointed out,and review what has been raised in this report and in other
there are opportunities for us to recover and use that salt iareas.
many ways—not only sodium chloride but a whole range of ~Thatis why | am pleased that one of the recommendations
salts in the river. If members have had the opportunity tove have not referred to is that the South Australian
visit, say, the Dead Sea, which is nothing more than a giarmparliament establish a standing committee for water resources
evaporation pond that is landlocked some 450 metres belot® ensure that the parliament has oversight of issues associat-
sea level, there is a huge industry there of recovering salesd with the management and use of all water resources in
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South Australia and that the new standing committee for TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | move:
water resources be required to provide the parliamentwith @ That the report be noted.

bi-annual report on the implementation of this committee’s
recommendations and other matters. | will not be here t
participate in that review but | commend that recommenda:

t the outset, | thank the members of this select committee
for the work they have put in over the last couple of months,
: : d also the Clerk, who gave us great assistance. What we are
tion to the parliament and to the House, and | look forwar na ; 29 X
to continuing to be informed about matters relating to this2Ping today is actually an interim report, and we will be
very vital report. inviting further submlsspns on just a couple of issues,
Motion carried |nv0IV|ng'est|mates committees and the referral of legislation
' to committees.
HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM The interim report presents a range of recommendations
for the consideration of House of Assembly members. These
TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | seek leave  are primarily aimed at increasing the efficiency of debate in
to make a ministerial statement. the House. Part of the purpose of this is to review speaking
Leave granted. times to free up special time on four days per year to debate

The Hon. R.G. KERIN: The Auditor-General’s interim Matters of public importance. .
report on the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium raises several issues The committee considered at what stage it would most
that the government will address as a matter of priority. In hi$uitable to introduce a trial of whatever is agreed as the
report, the Auditor-General indicates that an amendment ihanges to be put forward, and it was agreed by the commit-
required to section 32 of the Public Finance and Audit Act td€e that the changes recommended be considered as a package
remove doubt about his authority to conduct his inquiry. Theand trialled for the first session after the election before a
government believes that any uncertainty about the legalecision is made on permanentimplementation. So, that will
authority of the Auditor-General to complete his inquiry b€ the first session next year.
should be removed. That being the case, the government will No doubt members will read the report with interest and
introduce legislation tomorrow to specifically empower thethere will be many and varied views on the proposals which
Auditor-General to undertake and finalise his investigatiorhave been put forward. The committee spent much time
and report. grappling with the much raised issue of sitting time.s. and the

The interim report also indicates that the Auditor-Generanumber of sitting days. There has been a lot of criticism of
envisages that his report will be finalised in August forsitting times over the years. Once you sit around in a group
tabling in the spring sitting of parliament. In order to ensureand try to discuss possible changes, those criticisms are
that this timetable is met, the legislation will impose aShown to be somewhat simplistic as to when else the House
deadline on the reporting date: at this stage, it is likely to b&an really sit: on Mondays the government has cabinet and
at the end of October. The legislation will require that thethe opposition has shadow cabinet, on Tuesday mornings
report is tabled irrespective of any legal action then pendingParty meetings are held, on Wednesday mornings committee
The government does not believe that access to the cour@eetings are conducted, on Thursday mornings we are
should be denied to any individual—be that private citizenalready sitting and on Friday members need to be in their
member of parliament or public servant. The legislation willlectorate offices and, of course, country members also need
seek to ensure that this principle is maintained within théo get back to their electorates.
constraints of the restriction that the report must be tabled by | think that many of the suggestions and criticisms from
the legislated deadline. To avoid any suggestion that the legaPn-political sources really ignore the fact that members of
processes may delay the tabling of the report, the legislatioparliament have a great many duties other than just spending
will provide that the report shall be tabled irrespective of anytime on North Terrace. There is no doubt that the role of an

pending or contemplated proceedings. MP extends pretty broadly nowadays and, because of
increasing electoral demands, members are kept pretty busy
SELECT COMMITTEE ON PARLIAMENTARY for most of the year. That is certainly relevant when we come
PROCEDURESAND PRACTICES to talk about the number of sitting days.

If, in fact, there is X amount of legislative work to do

TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): I bringupthe  during the year, that should really determine the number of
interim report of the select committee and move: days on which the parliament needs to sit, because there are

That the report be received. many other jobs that both members of parliament and

ministers can attend to. | know that, in the case of ministers,

Mr LEWIS (Hammond): | am not sure at what point | there are more requests for meetings than they can attend, and
can move that the report be referred to the Standing Ordegxira sitting days would certainly reduce the number of
Committee but | would like your advice on that, sir. groups that ministers would be able to see in a year.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Hon. G.A. Ingerson): The There are many recommendations in the report, on which
advice is that at this stage it is a procedural motion and wewill leave it to some of my colleagues to comment, and |
need to proceed with that, and then there can be anothgjok forward to what comes back. One of the suggestions put

motion to refer it if you so wish. forward relates to question time, where a limit of five minutes
Mr LEWIS: Will that be debated in private members’ and a minimum of eight questions for the opposition is
time or will it be debated— recommended. A change to sitting times on Wednesdays also

The ACTING SPEAKER: We are dealing with commit- has been put forward for discussion. A lot of these points
tee reports at the moment. If you wish to debate it in privatdhave been raised for discussion, and | would encourage all
members’ time that is your desire but | will take instructionsmembers to read the report, to consider what has been put
from the Deputy Premier and report to you. forward and, when we come back in the spring, let us have

Motion carried. a debate about what we should take forward and, hopefully,
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we can trial it in the first session of next year, with a view tothey are merely tinkering around the edges. But | think there
reforming some of the aspects of parliamentary procedureare some important reforms that will cut out a little of the
time wasting and unnecessary formalities and enable us to get
Mr HANNA (Mitchell): | thank my fellow members of  to the point more quickly more often.
this committee for a fairly frank and interesting passage of The exception to those remarks is the suggestion that we
proceedings. This was another committee where membersve a series of public debates, with topics suggested by the
from three different parties were able to discuss issuestanding Orders Committee which ultimately would come
common to us all in a frank and open manner. We had thgrom the initiatives of the major parties, one would think, and
benefit of some of the more senior members of the House—ie therefore seek to have a series of genuine public debates,
particular, the member for Bragg, who has been here for and maybe get away from the day-to-day petty politics that
very long time—through to the fresh eyes of the member foko often characterises debate, even on awesome issues in the
Chaffey, the member for Norwood and me. And, of courseHouse.
we had the valuable input from the Deputy Premier, who has | commend to the House the interim report of the Select
acritical role to play in the operation of our current standingCommittee on Parliamentary Procedures and Practices. | look
orders. forward to the deliberations in the Labor party room, and we
The report that has been brought up today is an interinyill see how much agreement we have after consideration of

report, as was suggested by the Deputy Premier. The issuetpfe various reforms after this session of parliament ends.
estimates committees was seen as too hard, in a sense: we just

could not come up with an agreed position on that matterin  MrsMAYWALD (Chaffey): | rise to support the interim
the time that we had available. | expect that the final report—eport of the Select Committee on Parliamentary Procedures
if we have a final report from the committee in the currentand Practices. It has been an interesting committee to be
parliament—will address that issue in some detail. involved in. Often the parliament is criticised for the way in
I thought it was more important for me to talk today aboutwhich it handles its business. When we have a committee that
what is notin the interim report rather than what is in it. Theis sitting down and talking practically through the issues
report that we have brought down today is easy to readather than through the media, the complexities of the issues
concise and sets out in a series of points those reforms theecome evident, and the ability to change the system is not
we suggest would make this place more relevant and momecessarily as easy as members of the public would have us
efficient. However, we have not addressed the procedurdhink.
issues that might arise from the abolition of the upper house. The major areas of reform that have been suggested in this
Itis no secret that | would prefer a unicameral parliament ofnterim report will affect mainly practices and procedures
South Australia. However, that reform could only everwithin the parliament in relation to debate, committees, some
successfully take place if we were to introduce procedurathanges to sitting times, the order for business in private
safeguards to prevent a party with a narrow majority runningnembers’ matters and various other practices that | believe
riot procedurally over the other parties represented in theiill streamline the management of business within the House,
parliament. So, we have left that thorny issue for another daynd | think that is a very important step forward.
I think that reform along those lines would make parliament | am pleased that the committee has determined to do this
more relevant and more efficient and would renew theas an interim report to give us an opportunity to further
confidence and respect of individual members of parliamerdeliberate on a number of the other issues about which we
and of the democratic institution itself. | suppose the fact thatvere unable to reach a conclusion. That is a very important
we have not addressed that issue will be of comfort to mangecision that the committee has made.
of the current members of the parliament. A couple of the areas on which | believe we need further
We have largely left alone the issue of sitting times. It isdeliberation are committees and the relevance of committees
a frustration to many members, particularly those withto the parliament, and the referral of legislation to those
families, that occasionally we have very late nights. Thereommittees to enable more effective examination of bills in
should be no need for it. After 10 p.m. is not the best time fora forum where more members can participate in finding out
doing business for most of us. Yet, as the Deputy Premier hasformation about what a bill really means and how it will
said, when we sat down to look at alternatives, there wergnpact on their constituencies. | think it is a better way to
problems every way we looked. So, minimal reform isdeal with legislation than just looking through the initial
suggested in that respect. submissions that are received. There seems to be some
The whole committee agreed that the best time for trialingconfusion as to how it may work, and the committee definite-
procedural reforms, such as we have suggested, would belynneeds to deliberate further on that.
the first session of a new parliament. At this pointintime, we The other issue is the estimates committee process, and
do not know who will win the prize of government, so both that has proved to be a difficult one also. Nobody seems to
parties can look at these suggested reforms. However thdike the way the estimates process operates at the moment,
calculate that certain reforms might benefit governmenbut nobody seems able to come up with a better way to do it
members and certain reforms might benefit opposition, oto provide the opposition an opportunity to effectively cross-
Independent, members, the fact is that we are taking owexamine the government on matters of the budget. We need
chances if we agree to the implementation of the reforms oto deliberate further on those and | am pleased that the
a trial basis, because we do not know who will be able to takeommittee will be continuing its efforts along those lines.
advantage of any of the changes from the point of view of We need also to be looking at parliament and perhaps
being in government. looking at having an independent assessment of what it is that
That is all | have to say about the interim report. It haswe do in here. Once we are elected as members of parliament,
been a worthwhile process to look afresh at the way in whichive get tied up in the procedures, the processes and the
we do business in parliament. Really, these are a fairly mingorecedents that have been set, and we seem to lose track of
procedural series of reforms. Indeed, one could even say thtite fact that there may be other ways of looking at things.
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Perhaps we need someone who is independent and naimmittees have been a cause of frustration for many
looking at it from a party perspective and who may be ablenembers and, again, we have criticised the estimates process.
to give us advice on how things may work more effectively,However, as for legislative reasons we cannot involve
equitably from both sides, rather than trying to determine ilmembers of the upper house in the process, it would be very
one side would lose an advantage that it would like to retaindifficult to make changes.

That mlght be another issue that we can discuss further as the That has been h|gh||ghted as an area where we will be

committee continues to deliberate. asking for further submissions and suggestions in terms of
The other area that we discussed at length during theow that process can be improved, in addition to providing

deliberations of the committee was the issue of the publigreater scrutiny. It is a farce at the moment. For some

perception of the parliament. This is a very important issueportfolios we are allocated half an hour and, if we get dorothy

We have a very poor image out there in the public—some oflixers from the government, it makes it very difficult for an

it deserved, some not so—but it seems that we do not do gpposition to address issues seriously. | would commend the

very good job of telling the public what it is that we do. This report to members and ask that further submissions be made

is reflected in the very public debate on sitting times of theg the committee so that, at the end of the day, we can have

parliament, and the assumption of most of the community tha much better system for the parliament.

if we are not sitting in this place then parliamentarians are not | \,. 514 agree with the member for Chaffey that the

actually working. erception of the parliament is not good in the eyes of the

I 'support the recommendation to have a community li2iS0i o mmunity, that we are not very relevant and that we do not
officer who can work with the parliament and with the 4, very much. However, | point out that members of

community to actually effectively get the message out aboyl jiament do a lot of work outside this place, which is very
what it is we are actually doing so that people can see that tl Fportant to the community. It is very important that we

parlri]ament does provigerinpqt into the daily lives of evleryﬁnqmprove this public perception. | believe that the media plays
In tl_e community aln tveth'llt IS ﬁ very important role t ﬁta very significant part in promoting this negative image of
parliamentarians play. Whilst the scepticism out In the,,jjamentarians and also the parliamentary process. | think

community indicates that the majority of people thinkya¢ the media are remiss in this respect and are actually
otherwise, we really need to do a lot on our image and get oytischievous in the way in which they portray us.

there and be actively promoting what it is we do and the Thev k tiv how th i N ¢ dth
importance of what we do. There is an opportunity for that ey know €xactly how the pariiament operates and the

particular officer to liaise through the education officer alsodmount of ime avallable to people to be ablg to participate
ebates, taking into account all the other things that go on

and ensure that our young people have a better understandll his chamber. However, rather than looking positively at

! has beon an Inieresting committce, and I thank tnd legisation we do pass and what happens, they highiigh
members who have been involved, as well as our resear&ply the negative aspect. Ithlnk.thatone of the issues—which
officer, Geof Mitchell, for his efforts in putting it together. Is not really part O.f _th_|s report—is _the fact that m_embers have
Itis certainly not easy to effect change but we are moving i{ECENUY been criticised for having the temerity to travel
the right direction with this interim report and | look forward overseas to investigate partlc_:ular ISSUES In ano.ther country,
and this is seen as a bad thing. We expect chief executive

to the further deliberations of the committee. : ; . .
officers of companies and people in all facets of industry to

MsCICCARELLO (Norwood): | rise also to support the train themselves to improve their knowl_edge in_many
interim report. Since being in this place, | have been stronglflifferent areas, yet, for some reason, parliamentarians are
critical of the parliamentary process, and | agree with thé*Pected not to participate in these things.
other members of the committee who have already spoken We come into this place not being expert on every area.
that the issue of how this parliament runs is quite complex!n fact, most of us are lucky if we are expert in one or two

It is easy to criticise; however, once we get down toareas, and we are required to make decisions on very complex
examining how the parliament runs, it is very difficult to legislation in terms of introducing new things to the
make substantive changes. Those that have been highlighté@mmunity, yet when members try to avail themselves of the
are the sitting times and how we can possibly vary thos@pportunity to open their eyes and see what is happening in
sitting times when we have the constraints of major partie§ther places and to bring initiatives back to South Australia
having their party meetings, caucus meetings and cabind&tey are criticised. The fact is that, as parliamentarians, we
meetings, as well as the parliamentary standing committeare entitled to $8 500 annually to improve our knowledge. If
meetings. However, we have looked at making some chang#é compare that to what many other industries and com-
in those areas. panies provide to their employees it is really a drop in the

We have recommended substantive changes to tHeucket.

Address in Reply debate. It is recommended that it be held | would hope that, through this process, the media does
only in the first session of parliament. It is recommended alstake note of the parliamentary process, what we do and what
that the time available for the Address in Reply debate behanges we are recommending to ensure that we can continue
reduced. to make legislation that is relevant to our community. By

Regarding question time, frustrations have been expressatteamlining the processes of parliament, we have included
by whoever happens to be in opposition. We saw today ththe opportunity for members to debate issues of importance
frustration of not being able to ask many questions during théo the community. | think that some of us are often frustrated
allotted hour and, so, a recommendation has been made ttthait we must make decisions on particular issues when we do
a time limit of five minutes be placed on ministers’ repliesnot have a lot of time to research the issues that we will be
and that the opposition of the day be permitted a minimundebating. This will certainly be an opportunity to ensure that
of eight questions. That surely should make oppositiorwe can participate in some meaningful debate on issues of
members much happier about the procedure. Estimateslevance.
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Sometimes new initiatives, such as gene technology an@learly, if a person has been directly involved in the accusa-
biodiversity, are already happening and in place in thdion they should not be on that committee, and we have
community, yet we have never had the time to look into it insuggested an amendment to overcome that. | hope that that
the parliament and we are passing legislation that is naecommendation will be considered by the House.
keeping up with what is happening in the community. I In relation to bills, as a previous Deputy Premier | think
recommend the interim report to the parliament and lookt is probably the area in which | had most involvement, and
forward to the final report. these recommendations, on the whole, will make the working

of the House better for members of parliament. Let us face

TheHon. G.A. INGERSON (Bragg): | have very much it, at the end of the day that is really what this process ought
enjoyed being part of this working committee. It is not anto be about: it ought to be about making it more efficient for
issue that | have spent a lot of time studying over the 18 yeaisiembers of parliament. The fact that we traditionally have
that | have been in the House but, having been a Deputywo sides—a government and an opposition—is irrelevant.
Premier and Leader of the House, many of the issues raisetlis a members’ House and we should make the process of
were fairly common and I think that the committee has, withhandling bills simpler; and I believe this process will do it.
good intent, given some practical consideration to certain The other area in which | had a little involvement was the
significant issues. The view that we should have an Addressuggestion that we have regular debates on matters of public
in Reply debate once a session is, | think, is a good thing. limportance. The biggest single issue facing those members
will still enable all new members to have the privilege of who will go on after | and others retire is the relevance of
expressing their views when they come into the parliamenparliament in the community. One of my views that might
but it will free up a lot of general time in the other three yearschange that is if we are seen to be debating issues and have
to debate other issues. | think that is a good recommendatiagtbncerns about issues that are of major importance to the
and one that, hopefully, will be accepted. community. Probably the best example of that at the moment

The question of sitting times is always a major issue. ltis the Murray River. We have had a select committee, but in
seems to me, though, to be driven by the media and peopfay view we need to have continued debates on such subjects.
outside this House more so than by the members themselves. The Hon. R.B. Such interjecting:

When we look at the problem concerning sitting times we see  The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: The member has recom-
that it really occurs only three times a year, and that is at thenended drugs. A whole range of other issues clearly are
end of each session. It occurs usually because of the lack afatters of public importance. It is my view that if that is to
organisation of business that arises not necessarily in thise handled properly we need a yearly program so that
place. We have that problem at each end of session, andriembers know when debate will occur, can prepare them-
think that we ought to be dealing with that as a process quiteelves, and can ensure that this opportunity is carried out; that
separately from sitting times. We have suggested, as \&e are seen as a parliament that is interested in the future of
committee, that consideration be given to starting earlier oour community; and that we are not seen by the community
Wednesday and finishing at 6 o’clock. as a group of squabblers who fight in question time, who play

| think that anything we can do to make this place morepolitical games and who do not care about the community. |
family friendly and to encourage members to get out of thisknow that is not the case and | know most members in here
place at a reasonable time is a good thing, and | commendb not have that view, but it is the perception in the public
that recommendation. In terms of question time, | supposarena and my view is that we need at least to look at how to
that | was the member who took away the 10 questions frormake those sorts of changes. | suggest that, when the final
the opposition, having been in the position | was in during theeport is done and when the new parliament decides what to
previous term. It was a bit of a farce, because we alwaydo, that issue should be considered.
ended up going over time. Clearly, at the moment, itisnota Several members also raised the issue of how we better
good session and the limitation of time taken during questiocommunicate with the community and how we get the
time by those concerned, in my view, will be an advantagedemocratic process and its pluses and minuses better
I know that opposition members will always think it is an communicated. We are recommending that we should have
advantage but one day they will sit on this side of the Houseomeone in the parliament who, purely and simply, looks
and they will see it as being a disadvantage but, on balancefter that role and helps on a parliamentary basis, not on a
I think it is an issue that ought to be considered by thebipartisan basis, purely and simply selling the role and the
parliament, and a guarantee to the opposition of at least eighted to have a good, strong democratic system which is
questions in question time is, | think, a suitable compromiseheralded through our parliament. It is an issue which all

I had a specific involvement in the view that we shouldmembers of the committee, in essence, recommended and in
have a special privileges committee. While it does not happewhich the committee believed strongly.
very often in the life of parliamentin general, it was my view  The only issue that created a lot of discussion—and we
at the time—and still is my view—that if that committee can have not yet finalised our view—is in relation to estimates
be set up independent of the action that requires the settirand what we do with that whole stage of seeing a budget,
up of a privileges committee, it is a fairer way to go. We haveinvestigating its role and getting some process that not only
suggested that the Standing Orders Committee, which isnables parliamentarians to be better informed but also is less
established by the parliament, be given an ad hoc committg@litical and less hopeless, in my view. It is something that
role in terms of privileges. That would obviously be set uphas deteriorated dramatically in the time | have been in the
each session so you would not have the concerns that | h@grliament. Its effectiveness has long gone. | think many of
at the time in relation to that committee. That is not in anyus will need to put our heads together to work out where we
way suggesting, apart from the politics that we all know wago from here. The return to the old days where you just got
played, that there were any other problems with the commitup and asked a question of the minister is as hopeless.
tee, but | have a view that it is better to make things on th&&omehow we have to come up with a process. It has been
surface look fair right from the start and work from there.suggested that we look at the senate process in relation to
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committees to see whether that is something that could bieems such as the Address in Reply be cut down, so that will

adapted to the estimates committee in total, and we will dcompensate to some extent.

that in time for our final report. In respect of question time, | notice the suggestion of the
With those few comments, | support the tabling of thisminimum of eight questions. We would remember that some

report. | hope that it will be seen by members of parliamenfour years ago there were a minimum of 10 questions from

for what it is, that is, a well-intentioned document from which the opposition. | cannot see any real reason why 10 questions

hopefully we will achieve some good outcomes. Clearly,could not be reintroduced, because | do believe that from time

everyone will not agree, but | think it has been excellent work0 time ministers continue on too long. However, to limit a

from the committee. minister to five minutes is somewhat unrealistic at times. In
most cases it would be quite in order, but there are occasions
[ Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 p.m] where the minister would need to use more than five minutes

of time. Perhaps something could be worked out there to
provide that a minimum of 10 or eight questions occur each
SITTINGSAND BUSINESS day, and therefore it is up to the ministers to determine how
TheHon. D.C. KOTZ (Minister for Local Govern- long they speak. | have certainly seen other parliaments
. . where questions are asked and answers given in rapid fire
ment): | move: . : . .
) succession, and | believe it is far more effective than the
That Standing Orders be so far suspended as to enable dEbateIBﬁg-winded answers.
committee reports to be continued. Other items addressed include the naming of members,
The SPEAKER: | have counted the House and, as thereand I think that is a sensible suggestion. At present the whole
is an absolute majority of the whole number of the memberparliament has to determine it. The Speaker has been elected

of the House present, | accept the motion. by the parliament and given that power, and the Speaker
Motion carried. should therefore be able to exercise that power. Therefore, if
the Speaker names a member that member automatically
SELECT COMMITTEE ON PARL IAMENTARY Ieavc_es the House for the rest of that day and the same penalty
PRACTICESAND PROCEDURES applies for the second naming. However, on the third offence
it is a three-day suspension and for any subsequent offence
Debate resumed. it is 11 days. That would again save quite a lot of time

wasting and perhaps it would also prevent the bickering
Mr MEIER (Goyder): | will be fairly brief. | would like between both sides of parliament, S|mp_ly be_cause they feel
to compliment the committee on the work it has done on thi@S though they should take an alternative view to what the
interim report of the Select Committee on Parliamentary>P€aKer has suggested. In fact, it would help overcome the
Procedures and Practices. Certainly, for as long as | haJgSue of the sin bin, which | personally was opposed to when
been in this House there has been discussion and from tinfgVas brought up here some years ago. | did not see it as a
to time debate on reforms that should occur to the procedur&§nsible option, but this is a good halfway house in that
of this House. Certainly, in the previous parliament there wa&€SPect. _ _ _
an attempt to try to reform the parliamentary hours of sitting There are various other recommendations, and | think they
and other matters, but nothing ever eventuated from thaf€ed to be considered further. | note that there are no
There were some minor adjustments to the standing Orderg@commendaﬂons with respect to estimates committees, but
however, basically we have continued on very much as thihere is some reference to that further on in the report. The

parliament thought to enact its day-to-day activities 20 year&pPOrt identifies that the committee had many representations
ago. about the unsatisfactory process of estimates committees. The

ommittee agreed that, while change was desirable, it decided

So, this committee has now put forward a series of sugges-". . o
tions which | believe deserve full consideration, and | believe invite further submissions from members on whether the

that many of e wilcertanly mprove the cay-0-day COMPOSLEn of e commitees should e Legiiatve,
functioning of this House and hopefully will ensure that more, 1P y hav
for many years now that the estimates committees should

time is spent debating relevant legislation rather than debatlnl clude Legislative Councillors. | think it is quite hypocritical

at we do not have all the members who are normally able
guestion the ministers—whether they be in this House or
e other place—being part of estimates committees, and |

matters that are not of critical importance to the day-to-da
running of the state. | refer in the first instance to the Addres
in Reply for which, in essence, the committee has suggesti]ﬁ

that the time of speaking be reduced. | have no problem wit
that at all. I note also that it recommends that the sitting timeg\'OlJId hope _that th(_a sooner we proceeq to @ha}t, th_e better. It
s the one disappointing development in this interim report

be reduced in one sense and extended in another sen&e

namely, that e start at 1 am.on a Wednesday—curenths 12 SSIates commitess have o been speciical
we start at 2 p.m.—but at the same time that we would finis ‘ Y y gntup port

at 6p.m. Again, if you think about what the federal With those comments, | thank the committee members and

parliament is doing, they have much more realistic hours olf hope that fu_rther changes will be made as a result of this
report on parliamentary procedures and practices.

sitting—
Mr Lewis: They have no debate whatever; they guillotine  The Hon. R.B. SUCH (Fisher): | commend the select
40 bills in 20 minutes. committee for its efforts in this matter involving parliamen-

Mr MEIER: The member for Hammond has said thattary procedures and practices. My initial reaction is of mild
they have no debate whatsoever, but the member faisappointment,in asense, because, although | know that the
Hammond would recognise that at least this committee hasommittee was constrained somewhat in time, | do not
suggested that the amount of time set down for debate ibelieve that it went far enough in terms of advocating
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significant reform of the way we conduct ourselves in thisopposition simply to get out a press release during the many
place. | do commend the committee at least for recommendiours that people are required to sit and supposedly question
ing the possibility of starting earlier on Wednesday. | thinkministers and senior public servants. A lot of money and
that the idea of a time limit on ministers’ replies is worth effort goes into preparing answers to possible questions, but
while; I think it is only three minutes at the federal level. Of | think there are other ways that we could use parliament’s
course, the issue is whether there is any substantive answténe more effectively to question ministers, rather than
and not simply the length of time. The parliament has ndaving the drawn-out procedures of estimates committees.
power to compel an answer from a minister so, sadly, we |ooking at time limits is an issue that | think has merit. |
have question time, but we rarely have answer time. guess we are all guilty of talking out our time and of seeing

| agree with the member for Goyder that we could quiteit as a challenge to actually speak for the time we are allowed,
easily have a situation where 10 questions are the minimungather than only speaking when we have something meaning-
That was the case several years ago and | think it worked vemyil to say. | hope the restriction on times does not backfire,
well, and every now and again it avoids the need for thavith members seeing it as meaning that they have to speak
opposition to raise the issue of extending question time. for that time rather than saying what they want to say in a
think the issue of matters of public importance has meritmeaningful way and then sitting down—which is what |
although | question whether four debates per annum igtend to do shortly.
sufficient; it sounds rather constrained. On the matter of The final point | make is that | think it would be worth

topics chosen by the Standing Orders Committee, | think thatonsidering allowing members to speak only briefly, say, for
is a bit of a complicated procedure and | think membersyo or three minutes, in respect of the subject matter of a
should be able to initiate issues of public importance in a |ezﬁetition. At the moment, the public believes that the petition
restrictive way than that. | have advocated—and, indeethas a lot of political weight, but members know that, sadly,
indicated in my submission to the committee—that we shoulghat is often not the case. When petitions are presented to the
be looking at issues that do not occur through the normalioyse, many members would not even hear the substance of
course of bills, and so on, where we have adequate time e petition. If it is important enough for people to have a
canvass issues such as, say, the Murray River, Sa“n.'txb@etition presented to parliament, | think it is important enough
employmentissues, drugs, and so on, and really get stuck infgr 3 member presenting that petition to explain briefly the
and canvass such topics and have genuine discussion agghstance and the context of the petition, rather than simply
exchange of ideas. _ _haveitread out. | think that is somewhat dismissive of what
Obviously with the approval of the House, | like the ideapeople see as one avenue of having their concerns raised.
of bringing in people from outside who may be experts, agjith those brief remarks, | once again thank the committee
has happened in the case of the Victorian parliament whefigy its deliberations. | was hopeful that it would have been a
Professor Pennington was broughtin to give an address to thigle more fundamental in its recommendations, but I realise

whole parliament on the issue of drugs. I think that wouldihat reform comes gradually in our society, which is probably
need to be handled carefully because, clearly, we cannot haygt a bad thing.

everyone coming to present a point of view. However, | think

that in special circumstances there should be a provision so M VENNING secured the adjournment of the debate.
that the parliament could be addressed by someone of

outstanding reputation and knowledge to offer words of g ECT COMMITTEE ON ADEL AIDE PARK
wisdom and advice to the parliament. LANDS PROTECTION

Mr Lewis interjecting:

TheHon. R.B. SUCH: The member for Hammond TheHon. D.C. KOTZ (Minister for Local Govern-
obviously disagrees. ment): | move:

Mr Lewis: Strongly. . That the time for bringing up the final report of the committee be

TheHon. R.B. SUCH: Well, that is good. When he gytended until Wednesc?ayQZGpSeptemberP
retires, he may wish that he had not rejected my suggestion.
I think the concept of a speaker’s panel has merit. | have to
plead guilty to never familiarising myself in the way | should
have in terms of detailed procedures. We all get caught out SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE FUNDING OF
when we are asked at some stage to take the chair, and | think THE PUBLIC HOSPITAL SYSTEM
that the notion of educating us all and requiring us to get up . .
to speed on rulings and so on is good. | think that we could Mr MEIER (Goyder): | move:
go further with the notion of introducing technology in the  That the time for bringing up the report of the committee be
chamber and use the latest electronics to ensure that we §gended until Wednesday 26 September.
represent our community and constituency more effectively. Motion carried.
We are not far away from a situation where people in our
electorates can indicate by electronic means their views on STATUTORY AUTHORITIESREVIEW
awhole range of issues; that is probably a few years down theCOMMITTEE: ANIMAL AND PLANT CONTROL
track. BOARDS AND SOIL CONSERVATION BOARDS

The member for Goyder mentioned estimates committees,
which is an issue that is very dear to my heart, although | Adjourned debate on motion of Mr Venning:
notice that there is no strong recommendation there. Mention That the 26th report of the Statutory Authorities Review
is made of allowing Legislative Councillors to participate, Committee, on the Inquiry into Animal and Plant Control Boards and
which | think has merit. | have argued for a long time thatSoil Conservation Boards tabled in the Legislative Council on 11
estimates committees could be much more productive, rathéril. be noted.
than be used as an opportunity for the government or the (Continued from 4 July. Page 1979.)

Motion carried.
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Mr LEWIS (Hammond): | am not as enthusiastic as the to make independently well informed decisions from the
member for Schubert is about his belief and opinion as state@commendations obtained from bureaucrats. However, the
on the last occasion this matter was before the chamber thiaiberal Party has gone down the same path as the Labor Party
the pests in our society ought to be all lumped together in onim this regard. Ministers come in here day after day and tell
single and simple organisation. What he has advocated ang that the expert opinion that they have from people who
what he quoted Arthur Tidemann (who was Chairman of th&now more and more about less and less is the best thing for
commission at the time) as supporting will not necessarilyus. And how foolish that is, because it frustrates the ordinary
deliver more efficient, better informed, less expensive anditizen in the impact which it has on the ordinary citizen’s
more sensitive administration of these laws and regulationsipproach to life in an endeavour to do something.

In fact, it establishes a platform where those egocentric We are making it so much more difficult for any individ-
ignoramuses in the community can get themselves involvedal person to do anything that pretty soon individual enter-
in these organisations and allow the bureaucrats to rule. firise will be a thing of the past in our society if we continue
will be Yes, Minister all over again. Already, we have seen down this pathway. You will need to have a corporation
the idiocy of amalgamating local government in Southcomprised of people making the decisions on behalf of that
Australia which we were promised would deliver greatcorporation who have the specialised areas of knowledge
savings. Yet in no one instance has there been any reductioecessary to be able to argue with the bureaucrats who are
in rates whatever. telling them what the corporation’s interest is and what the

An honourable member interjecting: corporation will have to comply with to get approval to do

Mr LEWIS: We could have easily predicted that. | tried what it wishes it do. So we will have corporations running
to warn those people who were my colleagues at the time th&rming, plumbing enterprises, dentists’ practices and
the proposition was fraught with danger and that the arguegharmacies—and, sir, that is something that should be close
outcomes in terms of savings and efficiency would not resultto your heart. We already have corporations taking over
Itis now clearly demonstrable that they have not resulted. Wenedical practices so that they can all have within that
have been delivered into the hands of experts who areorporate company structure someone who is sufficiently
insensitive to the wider interests of the community to theexpert to deal with the experts in the Public Service where
extent that the citizen affected by the decisions that are madehat the public servant—whether it is local, state or federal
is now even further and more greatly alienated from thatevel—tells them can be discussed, debated and understood
system, and angered by it, because they can find nobody wiy that corporation. It is a reinterpretation process.
understands the way they have been affected by the decisions It makes the administration of the business enterprise top
that are taken, nobody who cares one jot how inconvenieriteavy with experts who know more and more about less and
it is, and how unpleasant the consequences are when thess, so that they can deal with the experts who are imposed
decisions of the bureaucrats in local government, made agon and their decision making processes by law and who are
recommendations to the elected representatives, are adopiedtalled in these local government and/or in quasi regional
by those elected representatives, fewer on the ground igovernment arrangements. These people know more and
number and less sensitive to the consequences of theimore about less and less, and have their authority given to
decisions to the point where the citizen is frustrated, angereithem by a parliament which accepts the recommendations of
and annoyed. experts, so-called, from the bureaucracy that knows more and

The Liberal Party wanted it, and the Liberal Party has gomore about less and less. If that is the kind of society that the
it. The Liberal Party will wear it, and the Labor Party loves member for Schubert and the Liberal Party think is ideal for
it, because it would have done the same if only it could havéustralia, good on them, because that is exactly what the
got away with it without a debate of the kind that | believe wesocialist model and the Marxist model believe is appropriate
ought to be having about those matters and this matter. Thégr society, and it is the anathema of what | believe. It is
all lead to less and more difficult accessibility to electedentirely different from the direction in which we ought to be
representatives. They all make understanding the consgeing. It is an insensitive, overly bureaucratic, overly
quences of the decisions that are made by the electddgalistic and, indeed, unnecessarily expensive approach to
representatives, and therefore given the imprimatur of lawgetting the things done that we all want to see done every day
less understood by the elected representatives. so that we can continue to live here. It simply says that you

The member for Schubert knows very well what | amhave to pay more money to get to where you are going
talking about. He may have spent his life understanding whatecause you have to feed all these so-called professionally
weeds and rabbits mean to him in the area in which he farmsjualified people at high salary levels to make decisions that
However, what he has done now is ensure, by the amalgamesll not be in the interests of commonsense, anyway.
tion of local government and the expansion of the borders of | note the fact that | am restricted in my remarks by this
the pest boards—be they plants or animals (and now we had&® minute rule and, in consequence, when | hear and see the
them amalgamated anyway)—that such people are less likelgcommendations which have come from that committee and
to find their way onto those boards than the egocentrigvhich duplicates the standing orders committee that we
ignoramuses whom | spoke of and who come from urbarshould further restrict the ability of backbenchers to speak on
lifestyle backgrounds and want the power, the glory and whamatters at length and further explain in greater detail what
they think will be the honour of having their name up in they are concerned about, it clearly illustrates the point | am
lights. Yes, Minister will prevail at even local government making. There are too many people in this place who do not
level to a far greater extent that was hitherto possible. have the guts to accept responsibility for the decisions and the

With the separated rather than the integrated naturalpinions they advocate and who want to hide behind the
resource management proposals, there was the possibility siirts of party machines and do things which are in the
having a smaller amount of time that somebody involved irinterests of those organisations and to hell with the interests
the business of farming or whatever could spend to bringf the individual and the public they are elected to serve in
themselves up to speed with the knowledge base necessdhys place in the process.
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I have an entirely different view to that of the member for everything that we did not want to have there. They have seen
Schubert about these matters, and | think it inappropriate that huge change. These sorts of people are valuable on these
we have integrated natural resource managements, especidilyards. But as they retire it is very difficult to replace them,
now that it is being proposed to lump that together withbecause the younger ones (my sons included) do not have the
management of water resources. The people who are electtihe or the resources to serve on up to three boards, as | used

will have no knowledge of anything. to do. They are not putting their names forward, because they
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member’s time cannot afford it—in monetary terms or in time. | believe that

has expired. putting the boards together is a very efficient way of doing
Mr Lewis interjecting: things, particularly with our modern electronic communica-

The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Hammond! tions. Not only is it the most efficient way, but it is also the

most effective way.

Mr VENNING (Schubert): | note the member for When | was chairman of the local Weeds Board, | was
Hammond's comments. This motion purely supports thealso chairman of the Vertebrate Pest Board, and | thought that
report of the Statutory Authorities Committee which is ait was a nonsense that we were travelling the same distance
committee of the other house. | note the honourablen separate days with a different officer. In those days, we
member's comments this evening, and | have some sympatligrmed the first Animal and Plant Control Board; we put it
with what he has said. | remind the member that | amtogether, and we did it with our own resources. But, as time
supporting the report of this committee. Itis not opinion thatwent by, it became a state-wide thing, and now we have the
| am expressing. In this instance, | am purely saying | amwo combined. It is not just the Weeds Board any more or the
agreeing with them, because it has always been my point afertebrate Pest Board: it is the Animal and Plant Control
view, and | agreed with this committee’s findings long beforepoard, and we now should include soils. | can remember in
I came to this place. | am on the record as addressing sadine instance going out to Willochra Plain to look at the
boards in the city on this very issue, and this would have beepermin problem there and also the boxthorn problem—that
15 to 20 years ago, because | was the chairman of an animgllace is or was full of boxthorn weeds. But we were looking
and plant control board. | held that point of view then. | haveat the fact that, if we removed the boxthorns, we would create
not changed. As a practising member, | did not know them problem with soil denigration. But we could not discuss
that | would be in this place, certainly not discussing a motiorthat, because we were not the Soil Board. So, we had to go
such as this. back, prepare a report, and the Soil Board came out and had

My opinion was placed on the record during debate whem look. | thought that all that travelling was nonsense and a
| first came in here in 1990 (and | have made this poinivaste. It really was inspiring to have Mr Arthur Tidemann
before), and nothing happened then, and nothing has hapeme out, as a commissioner, and agree with me. | certainly
pened since, to make me change my mind. | think this is theupport the motion.
way of the future, because it is already happening out there, Motion carried.
particularly in some of our outside and more remote areas,
because there are not enough people to serve on a multitudeCRIMINAL LAW (LEGAL REPRESENTATION)
of boards. | have always supported the concept that, where BILL
existing individual boards are operating effectively and they
wish to continue that way, they should do so, as long as the Second reading.
relevant local government authority agrees. That is what is ] )
happening, and | think that, over time, we will see this Mr MEIER: Sir, | draw your attention to the state of the
gradually increase. | do not believe that it should be compultiouse. )
sory, or forced upon them, in any way whatsoever. If there A quorum having been formed:
are people who are prepared to serve on these boards—  TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | move:

Mr Lewis interjecting: That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr VENNING: They are all voluntary. If there are people | seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
who are prepared to serve, | believe that they should remaifn Hansard without my reading it.

Butin all the areas in which | am involved (and this includes  The SPEAKER: Is leave granted?

now the Barossa, which one would not say was remote) we Mr Lewis: No.

are finding that we are having great difficulty in filling the =~ The SPEAKER: Leave is not granted.

positions on these various boards—that is, the Animal and The Hon. R.G. KERIN: Members may be aware of the
Plant Control Board, the Soil Board, the Landcare Board an#éiligh Court’s decision in the 1992 case of Dietrich v. R, to the
the Water Catchment Board, to name four of them—and thereffect that serious criminal trials may be stayed indefinitely
are more. It is very difficult to fill these boards with people where the trial might be unfair, because the defendant is, due
with the expertise and the time to spend carrying out thesto indigence, unable to secure legal representation. This
duties. decision has resulted in several serious criminal trials being

The problem is that, in many areas, some of the long- terratayed in this state until funding was provided by the
members retire—and some of these members have been gavernment to pay for representation.
these boards for 30 years. | served with them when | was As a matter of policy, the government considers it unde-
younger, and some of these members were 30 years ngyrable that such trials should be indefinitely stayed. It is
senior. Some of them are still there, and they have givennfair to the accused person, who is entitled to have the case
tremendous service for many years. | do not want to denigratgetermined, and also to the community, which is entitled to
them for one second, because of their expertise and what thexpect that trials will proceed and that the guilty will be
know. They have seen the changes in land practices from th@ought to justice. This bill is intended to resolve this
days when we just raped and pillaged our land, when we justituation by removing both the entitlement to a stay and the
poured on the fertiliser and worked it to death and burnheed for it.
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The bill provides that, with a few exceptions, anyoneaccountant or stockbroker, the trustee of a family trust or an
charged with an indictable offence against state law, whiclnstitution with which the person has financial dealings.
will be tried in the District Court or the Supreme Court, can It will be able to require such persons to produce docu-
getlegal aid. It does not matter whether the person meets tmeents and answer questions. This should help the commis-
legal aid means test. In general, this grant of aid is similar t@ion to find any resources which have been hidden or have
an ordinary grant of aid under the Legal Services Commisbeen put beyond the defendant’s control, such as by means
sion Act 1977. Conditions can be set. Financial contributionef a family trust or company structure. If the commission
can be required. A statutory charge can be taken over tHinds assets which could be used to pay for the defence, it can
person’s real estate (if any). apply to the court for orders to preserve the assets and to
The ordinary solicitor/client relationship arises betweenapply them to the cost of the case. It can also apply conditions
the aided person and the assigned solicitor. However, thete the legal aid, such as conditions that the person make an
are some important differences. First, the person will baip-front payment or reimburse it in full.
required to pay for his or her representation to the full extent Further, not only can the commission apply for orders
of his or her means. Secondly, the commission’s usuabout the defendant’s current assets: it can also inquire into
practice of assigning the solicitor of the defendant’s choicevhat has become of past assets. (At present, the commission
will not apply to defendants who would otherwise becan refuse legal aid if it can see that assets which could have
ineligible for legal aid: instead, the commission will choosebeen used to pay for representation have been dissipated.
the lawyer. It should also be noted that this aid is limited toBecause the commission has no power to refuse aid under
the trial and associated proceedings: it does not extend tais bill, it needs to be able to recover those assets to pay for
cover any appeal that the defendant may wish to make againgpresentation.) Transactions entered into during the five
conviction or sentence. Aid for that purpose is in the commisyears prior to the alleged offence, or at any time since, in
sion’s discretion and the usual tests will, no doubt, apply. which the defendant has disposed of property can be exam-
The bill tries to ensure that the question of legal represenned.
tation is sorted out well before the trial. It is a waste of If the property was not disposed of in a genuine transac-
everyone’s time and money if trials have to be adjourned afon for value, the commission can ask the court to undo the
the last minute because the defendant does not have a lawygansaction and make orders about the resulting assets. The
For this reason the bill requires the court to address this isswasset can thus be retrieved and used to pay for legal aid. This
as soon as practicable after arraignment—at the first direds to catch the person who sells assets for obviously inad-
tions hearing. The court will check whether the defendant hasquate sums, gives them away, or removes them from his or
a lawyer who is willing to see the case through to conclusionher control by transactions, such as setting up trusts, in order
or has obtained legal aid. If neither is the case, then the couid avoid the assets being used up in legal fees. Of course,
will direct the defendant to apply for legal aid. some cases will be so expensive that they exceed the
If he or she does so, legal aid must be granted. In this waynaximum which the commission would normally pay for any
no-one will be able to complain that his or her trial will be one case—called the ‘funding cap’.
unfair for want of legal representation. The only exceptionis In that case, the commission is not expected to cover the
where the defendant wants to represent himself or herselfull cost of the case because to do so would unfairly divert
Every defendant has this right. In that case, the court will nofunds from other deserving cases. The bill intends that the
direct an application, and the case will proceed with thecommission will enter into an agreement with the government
defendant unrepresented. However, he or she cannot then satyout the funding of these cases. Under the agreement, the
that the trial will be, or was, unfair because of a lack ofgovernment will provide funding for these cases to the extent
representation. Of course, most people charged with seriodisat they exceed the cap but will require the commission to
crimes prefer to have a lawyer and, under this bill, they willmanage these cases effectively consistently with giving the
be able to have one. defendant a proper defence. For example, the agreement may
Once aid is granted in these cases it may only be terminainclude principles about when senior or multiple counsel are
ed by the commission if the defendant later secures privat® be instructed, about the agreement of non-contentious
representation (for instance, where the defendant comes intoatters or requirements about not taking technical points
money), or decides to represent himself or herself; or, if thevhich have little or no prospect of success.
offence is a minor indictable offence, the defendant decides, The purpose of the agreement will be to ensure that the
after all, to be tried summarily. The commission may alsadefendant has a proper and adequate defence and also that
apply to the court to terminate aid where the defendant failpublic funds are used responsibly and not wasted. When an
to comply with the conditions of aid or cooperate with theexpensive case arises, the commission will prepare a case
assigned lawyer. Obviously, if the Legal Services Commismanagement plan for approval by the Attorney-General. The
sion is to be required to grant legal aid to people who are ngtlan will identify the work to be undertaken in defence of the
currently eligible, this will entail significant expense. charges. If the plan conforms with the agreement, the
Some serious criminal trials may be complex and expenAttorney-General must approve it. The commission is then
sive. The bill therefore intends that the defendant will pay forentitled to reimbursement by the Treasurer for the amount by
his or her legal aid to the full extent that he or she is able. Itvhich the net cost of the case exceeds the funding cap as long
provides several avenues by which the commission caas it conducts the case in accordance with the approved plan.
achieve this. The commission has always had the power to Of course, the amount due from the Treasurer is reduced
require an aided person to contribute to the cost of legab take account of any money recovered or recoverable from
representation, and it usually does so. However, under ththe defendant’s resources. Further, the bill will also permit
bill, it will have new powers to investigate the person’s some recourse to the resources of a person who is financially
financial affairs. It will be able to require information about associated with the defendant. It is important to understand
the defendant’s finances not only from him or her but alsdow the bill will affect such persons. Under the national legal
from third persons, such as the defendant's employegid means test, the Legal Services Commission, like other
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legal aid commissions, takes into account the financialvealth cases. Instead, funding for those matters will remain
situation of a person who is financially associated with thea matter for negotiation between the commission and the
defendant. This can be an entity, such as a family trust cfommonwealth.
which the defendant is a beneficiary, or a family company of  This bill will, therefore, address the problem of serious
which he or she is a director or employee. criminal trials being stayed for want of legal representation.
Equally, it can be a natural person, such as a spouse, dtwill enable all persons charged with serious crimes against
in the case of a minor, a parent. It might even be a persostate law to be represented and all such trials to proceed. It
who is not related, but who provides financial supportregularises the process by which the revenue may be called
However, not all companies, spouses or parents will ben to fund these matters, and it ensures that the aided person
financially associated. This depends on whether a relationshfgays, to the full extent that he or she is able, for the cost of
of financial support exists; that is, whether it is reasonable tthe case. It addresses, as far as possible, the hitherto difficult
regard that person’s resources as being potentially availabfgroblem of the person who has structured his or her affairs
to the defendant (for example, because he or she has receivealas to protect assets which ought rightly to be available to
support from that person before, or has involved his or hepay for legal representation.
financial affairs with those of that person). Perhaps it will prove to be the case that the remedy afford-
Persons who will not usually be regarded as financiallyed by this bill is not often used. Those defendants who can
associated under the means test include separated spouseseatly afford to pay for legal representation will, perhaps,
persons who have a contrary interest in the legal case. Alsprefer to do so, rather than incur the consequences of a grant
the commission always has a discretion not to treat a persasf aid under the bill. Those defendants who are really without
as being financially associated if, in all the circumstances, ineans to pay for the representation they need may qualify for
decides that it would not be fair to do so. The commissioraid in the ordinary way. There will be some, however, who
will be able to inquire into the financial circumstances of acannot otherwise obtain legal representation and whose trials
person it regards as financially associated, or possibly so. tight otherwise have been stayed. Their cases will now
will be able to apply to the court to decide whether, and tqproceed with proper representation and without delay. |
what extent, a person whom it identifies as financiallycommend this bill to honourable members, and | seek leave
associated should be required to contribute to the cost of the insert the explanation of the clausesHansard without
case. (The financially associated person can also make thisy reading it.

application should he or she wish to.) Leave granted.
This is a decision for the court and not the commission. Explanation of Clauses
The court must do what it considers just and equitable in the PART 1: PRELIMINARY

circumstances. No doubt, it will consider such matters as the Clause 1: Short title

extent of the associated person’s resources, how the relevant Clause 2: Commencement

assets were acquired, what is the relationship of suppo?ﬂqeéle C'ag§‘eosbaé§tf°rma'-

between the parties, what are the other claims on the asse{g, O?)Lj‘gf:ts' of tJhis measure are—

and so on. The bill does not set any constraints on how the . " to ensure that legal representation is available to a person
court is to make this decision. It must do what is just. The charged with a serious offencas(defined in clause 4) and,
rationale for this aspect of the bill is twofold: first, where two thus, to limit the application of the rule under which the trial
persons have a relationship of financial support or merge their O Such a person may be stayed on the ground that the trial

fi ial affairs. it is oft h h hich i would be unfair for want of legal representation; and
iInancial affairs, it is often the case that an asset which is to ensure that trials are not disrupted by adjournments arising

legally the property of one of them has been acquired by their  because the defendant lacks legal representation and defend-
joint efforts, or by the efforts of the other, and should be ants who obtain legal representation pay for it to the extent
regarded in fairness as shared and available to both. their means allow.

Clause 4: Interpretation
Second, the law generally expects parents to suppo is clause contains definitions of words and phrases used in the bill.

children and spouses to support each other to the extent that', harticular, an assisted person is one for whom legal assistance
they are able to. This is why, for example, the spouse of &, or has been, provided in connection with the trial of a serious
fully employed person will not generally be eligible for offence, whether or not the case actually proceeds to trial.
unemployment benefits during periods out of work. No doubt, Assézttzgé’rifionge?;g gg’r'gggs'gﬁ%ﬁ)l‘;a]}gﬂgggfgsistance under
it may be a (_1|ff|cult question in some cases whether one thelegal Services Commission Act 1977 (the LSC Act); and
person or entity should be expected to contribute tothe legal . category 2—being persons not eligible for legal assistance
costs of another. This is why the bill gives that decision to the under the LSC Act.
courts. A serious offence is an indictable offence under the law of the
It should be pointed out that the bill does not intend thes’%ate that is to be tried in the Supreme Court or the District Court

decisions about financial matters to be made as part of t T:?] |2r<1:|gggﬁgg%/nstlﬁrg?:geo;%rézzgﬁéS.to be tried together with

trial of the accused. Under this bill, there will no longer be " Trial means a trial of a serious offence before the Supreme Court

any need for the trial court to concern itself with questions ofr the District Court. _ _ _ _

whether the defendant is indigent or how much the trial will o f\SSOCIatI_ed _proceedmgs_l,l in f(‘tﬂaﬂfnttf} ?(t_nall, n(;_eans procede_dlngs
7 R at are preliminary or ancillary 1o the trial (Incluaing proceeaings

cost. They are unrelated to the trial and should not hold it ug® B P T Rey & e a o e O i does. ot

For this reason, the bill provides that they are to be made by| de—

ajudge or master other than the person who presides attrial. - any such proceedings that commence before the first direc-

Finally, it will be noted that this bill is limited to offences tions hearing after arraignment; or

against state law. This is because under the present funding g?oigggﬁlégfunder this measure

arrangements for legal aid state money is used to pay for the Clause 5. Territorial application of Act

defence of state charges and commonwealth funds fof,e measure will apply—

commonwealth charges. It would not be appropriate thatthe . to property within or outside the State; and

state incur liability to cover the cost of expensive common- - to transactions occurring within or outside the State; and
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outside the State—to the full extent of the extra-territorial court certifying as to an undertaking that the defendant will be
legislative capacity of the Parliament. provided with legal representation for the duration of the trial.
PART 2: ENTITLEMENT TO LEGAL ASSI STANCE Certain limitations on fees for the lawyer’s services are imposed in
Clause 6: Entitlement to legal assistance those circumstances.
The Commission must grant legal assistance by way of legal Clause 10: Certain costs may be awarded against defendant
representation for the trial and for certain proceedings associategersonally
with the trial of a person charged with a serious offence if the persolf the court adjourns a trial or an associated proceeding to allow the
applies to the Legal Services Commission (the Commission) for suctiefendant to make an application for legal assistance, or to obtain
assistance. legal representation in some other way, and the adjournment is
Subject to this clause, the LSC Act applies to an application forattributable to some failure of the defendant to make proper
or grant of, legal assistance under this clause, but the Commissioregrangements, or to the defendant’s change of mind about legal
obligation to grant legal assistance does not prevent it from imposinggpresentation, the court may make an order against the defendant
conditions under the LSC Act on the grant. personally for the costs of the adjournment and the costs of the pro-
The Commission must not terminate legal assistance grantegeedings thrown away by the adjournment.
under this clause unless— PART 4: MODIFICATION OF COMMON LAW RIGHTS
the assisted person obtains privately funded legal represen- Clause 11: Modification of common law
tation for the trial or an associated proceeding or notifies thelhe fairness of a trial (or a prospective trial) cannot be challenged
Commission of an intention to do without legal representationon the ground of lack of legal representation unless—
at the trial; or the Commission has refused or failed to provide legal

the assisted person contravenes or fails to comply with a

condition on which the legal assistance was granted and the
court authorises the Commission to terminate legal assistance
because of that; or

the assisted person refuses or fails to cooperate with the legal
practitioner assigned to provide the legal assistance and the

assistance for the defendant, contrary to this measure; or
the Commission has withdrawn legal assistance for the
defendant on the ground that it has been unable to reach
agreement with the Attorney-General on a case management
plan (see below).

PART 5: RECOVERY OF COSTSOF

court authorises the Commission to terminate legal assistance LEGAL ASSI STANCE
because of that; or DIVISION 1 NVESTIGATIONS AND INQUIRIES
the defendant is charged with a minor indictable offence and INTO ASSETS

legal assistance was granted on the basis that the defendant Clause 12: Commission’s powers of investigation

was to be tried in the Supreme Court or the District Court butThe Commission may conduct an investigation into the financial

it now appears that the trial is to proceed before the Magi-affairs of an assisted person, a financially associated person or a
strates Court. person who may be a financially associated person. This clause sets

If legal assistance has been so terminated and a further applicaut the powers of the Commission for the purposes of conducting
tlon for legal assistance is made— such an investigation.

the Commission has an absolute discretion whether to grant A person is financially associatesb¢ clause 4) with an assisted

or refuse the further application and is under no obligation toperson if—

grant it; and a financial association exists between them under criteria
if the Commission grants the application, it has an absolute generally applied by the Commission for determining
discretion to terminate the legal assistance on any ground it whether a financial association exists; and

considers sufficient (and a decision to do so cannot be the Commission has determined that a financial association
challenged in any way). exists between them.

Clause 7: Commission to choose legal practitioner by whom DIVISON 2—CONTRIBUTION BY FINANCIALLY
legal assistanceisto be provided ASSOCIATED PERSON
The Commission will choose the legal practitioner by whom legal  Clause 13: Contribution from financially associated person
assistance is to be provided for a category 2 assisted person, havilige court may, on application, determine the extent to which it is
regard to (but not being bound by) any preference expressed by theasonable that a person who is financially associated with an
assisted person. assisted person of category 2 should contribute to the costs of

PART 3. REPRESENTATION PROCEDURES providing legal assistance for the assisted person and may make

Clause 8: Procedures to be followed at directions hearing consequential orders providing for contribution by the financially
At the first directions hearing to be held after the defendant'sassociated person reflecting the determination and/or dealing with
arraignment, the court must consider whether a direction is requiretthe assets of the financially associated person under this proposed
under this clause and determine the question at that hearing, or Bart.
soon as practicable afterwards.

Where the defendant is represented legally, his/her lawyer must,
at least 7 days before the day fixed for the first directions hearing,
file in the court a certificate certifying that— This clause applies to assets of an assisted person of category 2 and

the defendant is an assisted person; or of a person who is financially associated with an assisted person of
the lawyer undertakes that the defendant will be provideccategory 2.

with legal representation for the duration of the trial; or On the Commission’s application, the court may make orders in
the defendant is not an assisted person and the Iawyer will naklation to an asset that it identifies as being available for application
give any such undertaking. towards the costs of legal assistance. The clause sets out the type of

At the directions hearing, the court must direct the defendant t@rders that the court may make.
make an application, within a fixed time, to the Commission for legal  Clause 15: Power to set aside transactions
aSS|stance unless— An examinable transaction is liable to be set aside by the court unless

the defendant is already an assisted person; or the parties to the transaction satisfy the court that the transaction was
the defendant’s lawyer has given an undertaking in the aboventered into in good faith and for value.

terms; or An examinable transaction is one involving a disposition of
the court is satisfied, on the basis of the defendant’s writterproperty entered into after the relevant date (as defined in subclause
assurance, that he/she does notwant to be legally represent(azj) by—

at the trial. an assisted person; or

Clause 9: Representation of certain defendants a person who is financially associated with an assisted person
Clause 9 applies to a defendant who is not an assisted person and of category 2, or an assisted person who would fall into
who— category 2 if it were not for the transaction or a series of

has given the court a written assurance that he/she does not transactions of which the transaction is one.

want to be legally represented at the trial; or PART 6: MISCELLANEOUS

has been directed by the court to make an application for Clause 16: Exercise of jurisdiction

legal assistance and has failed to comply with the directionThe court’s jurisdiction under this measure may be exercised by a

Such a defendant may only be represented by a lawyer at the trifaster or a Judge with the proviso that a Judge who deals with any
or in an associated proceeding if a lawyer’s certificate is filed infinancial aspect of the proceedings must not preside at any aspect of

DIVISON 3—POWER TO DEAL WITH ASSETS
AND TRANSACTIONS
Clause 14: Power to deal with assets
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the proceedings that determines the guilt or innocence of a defendant

(b) a fee payable to the Minister under section 122A(5).

or has the potential to dispose of the charges. The funding issues are |nsertion of s. 122A

to be kept separate (as far as possible) from substantive issues.
Clause 17: Periodic accounts and final accounts
The Commission must give to a person who is financially associated
with an assisted person and liable to contribute to the costs of the
legal assistance—
periodic accounts showing the total cost of the legal assist-
ance provided to the date the account is made up; and
at the conclusion of the assignment—a final account setting
out the total cost of the legal assistance.
Clause 18: Reimbursement of Commission
The Commission is entitled to be reimbursed by the Treasurer an
amount by which the net cost of providing legal assistance for an
assisted person exceeds the funding cap fixed undéibensive
Criminal Cases Funding Agreement (an agreement between the
Attorney-General and the Commission).
That right, however, depends on—
the Attorney-General's approval of a case management plan
in relation to the relevant trial under the Agreement; and
compliance by the Commission with the approved plan and
other conditions of the Agreement.
The Attorney-General must approve a case management plan if
it complies with the criteria for approval fixed in the Agreement.
The Commission may withdraw legal assistance if, after making
reasonable attempts to reach agreement with the Attorney-General
on a case management plan, the Commission fails to obtain the
Attorney-General’s agreemerse¢ clause 11 above).
Clause 19: Protection for Commission against orders for costs
An order for costs cannot be made against the Commission in
proceedings under this measure.
Clause 20: Service
A notice or document required or authorised to be given to a person
may be given personally or by post, or be transmitted to the person
by fax or e-mail.
Clause 21: Transitional provision
The new Act will apply to a person committed, on or after the
commencement of the new Act, for trial of an offence whenever the
offence is alleged to have been committed.
Clause 22: Regulations
The Governor may make regulations for the purposes of this
measure, including a regulation providing that contravention of a
g;egulation is a summary offence punishable by a fine not exceeding
10 000.

Mr ATKINSON secured the adjournment of the debate.

WATER RESOURCES (RESERVATION OF
WATER) AMENDMENT BILL

The Legislative Council agreed to the bill with the
amendments indicated by the following schedule, to which
amendments the Legislative Council desires the concurrence
of the House of Assembly:

No. 1. Page 3—After line 8 insert new clause as follows:
Amendment of s. 35A—Water (holding) allocations
2A. Section 35A of the principal Act is amended—
(a) by striking out ‘At’ from subsection (7) and substituting
‘Subject to subsection (7a), at’;
(b) by inserting the following subsection after subsection (7):
(7a) Where a water (holding) allocation in relation to which
section 122A applies is to be transferred subject to a condition
(referred to in section 122A(2)(c)) that the allocation—
(a) be converted to a water (taking) allocation; or
(b) be endorsed on the transferee’s licence as a water (taking)
allocation,
the application to the Minister to approve the transfer of the
licence or to vary the transferring and receiving licences will be
taken to include a request under subsection (7) to convert the
water (holding) allocation to a water (taking) allocation.
No. 2. Page 5—After line 13 insert new clauses as follow:
Amendment of s. 120—Interpretation
3A. Section 120 of the principal Act is amended by striking
out the definition of ‘levy’ in subsection (1) and substituting the
following definition:
‘levy’ includes—
(a) an instalment of a levy; and

3B. The following section is inserted after section 122 of the
principal Act:

Provisions applying to water holding allocations in declared

water resources

122A. (1) This section applies in relation to a water

(holding) allocation if the water resource to which the
allocation applies has been declared by the Minister by notice
published in the Gazette to be a water resource in relation to
which this section applies and the declaration has not been
revoked.

(2) Where this section applies in relation to a water

(holding) allocation the following provisions apply:

(a) subject to paragraph (b), a levy in respect of the
allocation is not payable until the end of the financial
year for which the levy is declared;

(b) if the allocation, or a part of it, is transferred to
another person during the financial year, the levy or,
where part only of the allocation is transferred, a
proportionate part of it, is payable by the transferee at
the time of transfer;

(c) the levy for a financial year is not payable if the
licensee, on application to the Minister, satisfies the
Minister that he or she made a genuine, but unsuc-
cessful, attempt throughout, or through the greater part
of, the financial year to find a person who was willing
to buy the water (holding) allocation subject to the
condition that the allocation—

0] be converted to a water (taking) allocation;
or
(i)  be endorsed on the transferee’s licence as

a water (taking) allocation.

(3) Paragraph (c) of subsection (2) applies in relation to
the whole or a part of a water (holding) allocation and where
it applies to part only of a water (holding) allocation a
proportionate part of the levy is not payable in pursuance of
that paragraph.

(4) Where the transfer of a water (holding) allocation is
subject to a condition referred to in subsection (2)(c), the
Minister must not—

(a) approve the transfer of the licence on which the

allocation is endorsed; or

(b) vary the transferring and receiving licences,
to effect the transfer unless he or she—

(c) converts the water (holding) allocation to a water

(taking) allocation; or
(d) endorses the allocation on the receiving licence as a
water (taking) allocation,
(as the case requires) in accordance with the terms of the
condition.

(5) Where a levy is not payable by virtue of subsection
(2)(c) the licensee is liable to pay to the Minister a fee instead
of the levy.

(6) The amount of the fee referred to in subsection (5) is
either—

(a) $25; or

(b) such other amount as is declared by the Minister by

notice published in theGazette on or before 31
December in the financial year in relation to which the
fee applies.

(7) An application to the Minister under subsection (2)(c)
must—

(a) be in a form approved by the Minister; and

(b) be accompanied by such information as the Minister

requires; and
(c) be made before the end of the relevant financial year.
(8) The Minister may, by subsequent notice published in
the Gazette, vary or revoke a notice under subsection (1).
Amendment of s. 124—Liability for levy

3C. Section 124 of the principal Act is amended by striking
out ‘A levy’ from subsection (10) and substituting ‘Subject to
section 122A(2), a levy'.
No. 3. Page 6, line 15 (clause 4)—Leave out ‘and’.
No. 4. Page 6, line 19 (clause 4)—Leave out ‘and’.
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SOUTHERN STATE SUPERANNUATION on cessation of service. The current provisions in the act which
(INVALIDITY/DEATH INSURANCE) require police officers to have the highest level of insurance pre-
scribed by the regulations is also proposed to be amended to provide
AMENDMENT BILL that police officers shall have additional insurance at a level as
. L . . prescribed. This amendment is proposed because it will no longer
Received from the Legislative Council and read a firstbe appropriate to require police to have cover at the highest level
time. available because this could result in these members being compelled
TheHon. M.R. BUCKBY (Minister for Educationand have a level of ir;\surance that isdfarlin exceﬁs of their needs.
; ) : . . In respect to the provisions dealing with insurance, certain
Children’s Services): | move: transitional provisions are also incorporated into the bill. These

That this bill be now read a second time. transitional provisions ensure that no person will be disadvantaged
| seek leave to have the second reading explanation insert@drelation to the amount of basic and additional invalidity/death
in Hansard without my reading it. insurance they are provided with as a consequence of moving to the

new arrangements.
Le'aV('a granted. . The actual details of the levels of insurance to be available at
This bill seeks to make a number of important amendments to thepecific ages, and the cost of the insurance will be prescribed in
Southern State Superannuation Act 1994, which establishes and regulations under the act. As | have already stated, the proposed
continues the Triple S scheme for government employees. The Tripiasurance arrangements will have no impact on government costs.
S scheme provides benefits based on the accumulation of contribu- The second category of changes are of a technical nature and deal
tions paid into the scheme. ) i i with administrative issues. The act currently provides that members
The amendments fall into two main categories. The first categorwho contribute to the scheme from cash salary may make one-off
of amendments deal with the changes required to provide for thRimp sum contributions “over the counter” rather than through salary
restructuring and introduction of simplified insurance arrangementsieduction to increase retirement savings. The Superannuation Board
The second category of amendments are of a technical nature whiglalieves it is discriminatory to restrict this option to only those
deal with several administrative procedures which are being changgskérsons who contribute from salary. Accordingly, the Board has
under the bill. . _ requested that the option be made available to all members of the
The current provisions of the act provide that members of thescheme, including those who make no contribution from salary and
scheme (excluding a few exceptions) are automatically provided witenly accrue the Superannuation Guarantee benefit.
a basic amount of death and invalidity insurance cover. The amount The second of the administrative issues which is being changed
of cover is calculated at any point in time by multiplying a setin the bill deals with the time in which employers must pay the
percentage of the member’s annual salary by the potential years efployer contributions to the Treasurer. The amendment will pro-
membership to age 60. Members also have the option to purchasfie for the Superannuation Board to determine the period within
“supplementary” death and invalidity insurance cover to providewhich employers must pay the employer contributions. This will
additional or higher amounts of insurance cover. The supplementaghable the Board to fix a time for payment which is more appropriate
death and invalidity insurance is also calculated at any point in timgyith the new e-commerce business systems being introduced to inter-
by multiplying a set percentage of the member’s annual salary by thgce agencies with Super SA.
potential years of membership to age 60. At the present time less The Public Service Association, Australian Education Union (SA
than 2 per cent of the members of Triple S have taken out supplesranch), Police Association, South Australian Government
mentary death and invalidity insurance. That is, very few membersyperannuation Federation and the South Australian Superannuation
have elected for a level of insurance over and above the basic levgbard have been fully consulted in relation to these amendments,
provided. The reasons given by members for the low take up rate @fnd have indicated they have no concerns in respect to the superan-
the supplementary death and invalidity insurance is that it is difficulinyation provisions proposed in the bill.
to have a clear understanding of the prevailing level of basic Explanation of Clauses
insurance cover. As a guide, the “average employee” currently has ¢jause 1: Short title
cover for invalidity and death at the basic level, varying from about  ¢j53,52 2: Commencement
$48 000 at age 20, to around $26 000 at age 45. With supplementagy, e clauses are formal
insurance, the maximum cover available for the average 20 year old 5,52 3. Amendment of s. 3—Interpretation

is about $168 000, and for the 45 year old, $91 000. As the currenfy;is cjause amends the definition section of the principal act to

arrangements are related to salary, those employees on highgi,idje new terminology for the new insurance provisions in the act.
salaries have higher levels of basic insurance.

It is therefore proposed to restructure the insurance arrangeme Clause 4: Amendment of s. 9—The Southern State Superan-

. Oropos . 1eSation (Employers) Fund

itg g’lg?)vr'ggrfeoégsﬁ;r?ﬂgggtggg gloéee%tggfstf\?hgr;)?gggsg%q;gjhrg le clause makes a consequential change to terminology in section
arrangements will enable employees to purchase multiples of fixed'
amounts of insurance cover at specified ages, with the cover n
limited by a member’s salary. The package under consideration wi
enable all members$up to age 35 to have a basic level of death al
invalidity cover of $50 000. If a member takes up additional '
insuran)ée, the cover will be able to be increased to $p500 000. The Clause6: Amendment of s. 12—Payment of benefits
$500 000 cover will be available for a full time employee at any age, , C12use 7: Amendment of s. 13A—Report as to cost of invalidi-
The arrangements are more akin to those found in industry funds. A¥/death insurance benefits .
a result of the restructuring it is expected that the percentage of Clause8: Subsiitution of heading
members taking out additional insurance will substantially increase_r Clause 9: Substitution of heading

Whilst the number of members taking out voluntary additional I hese clauses make consequential changes.
insurance is expected to substantially increase, members themselves Clause 10: Insertion of s. 21 ) o ) )
will be meeting the costs of satisfying the increased liabilities. Thel his clause inserts new section 21 into the principal act. This section
premiums to be payable by members will be actuarially determineg§€ts out the right of each member to basic invalidity/death insurance
and set by the South Australian Superannuation Board. It is expectéggardless of the member’s state of health. .
that the premiums will also be more attractive than the current rates. Clause 11: Amendment of s. 22—Application for additional

To enable the restructuring of the insurance arrangements, the bifivalidity/death insurance o
proposes a series of amendments which replace references to theis clause amends section 22 of the principal act. Most of these
specific concepts of the current arrangement, with the more generamendments are consequential changes to terminology. Subsection
terminology that will support the new arrangement. The bill also(3) provides for the compulsory level of insurance for members of
proposes that the invalidity insurance be available until age 60 rathéie police force to be set out by regulation.
than age 55 as at present. This is possible because the scheme has &lause 12: Substitution of s. 23 _
fully funded insurance pool fully financed by the members them-This clause inserts new section 23 which allows a member to
selves. As members pay the required insurance premiums for baditcrease or decrease the level of his or her insurance. This section
and additional invalidity/death insurance, it is also proposed tccovers the subject matter of existing sections 23 and 24.
remove the current restriction which denies an insurance benefit to Clause 13: Substitution of s. 24
a person who becomes entitled to a workers compensation paymehhis clause inserts new sections 24 and 24A.

Clause 5: Amendment of s. 10—Accounts and audit

ﬁlhis clause inserts a requirement for the financial statements to
lude information on insurance premiums. This will assist the
porting process under Part 2 Division 5.
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Section 24 provides for the fixing of premiums for insurance.the Consumer Price Index are appropriately amended by the bill to
Premiums will be debited against each member’s employer contrireflect the fact that pensions will be subject to adjustment twice a
bution account. If the balance in a member’s account is in debit botlgear as from April 2002.

basic and additional insurance are suspended. The adjustment to apply to pensions in October this year will still
New section 24A enables a member to voluntarily suspend (ande based on the movement in the Consumer Price Index over the

reinstate later) his or her insurance. twelve months to 30 June 2001, as there has been no adjustment to
Clause 14: Amendment of s. 25A—Other Contributions pensions since October 2000.

This clause makes an amendment that will enable a member whose The proposals contained in this bill will bring South Australia
employment has not terminated to make contributions under sectidnto line with the States of Victoria, Tasmania, and Western
25A even though he or she is not making contributions from salaryAustralia, who already provide twice a year adjustments for

Clause 15: Amendment of s. 26—Payments by employers superannuation pensions. The commonwealth government has also
This clause makes an amendment that will enable the timing ofecently announced its intentions to introduce similar changes.
payments by employers to the Treasurer under section 26 to be more Explanation of clauses
flexible. Clause 1: Short title

Clause 16: Amendment of s. 27—Employer contribution accounts Clause 2: Commencement

Clause 17: Amendment of s. 30— nterpretation These clauses are formal.

Clause 18: Amendment of s. 33A—Disability pension Clause 3: Interpretation
These clauses make consequential amendments. Clause 3 is an interpretative provision.

Clause 19: Amendment of s. 34—Termination of employment on Clause 4: Amendment of s. 4—Amount of pension
invalidity Clause 4 makes amendments to section 4 oBivernors' Pensions

This clause makes amendments to section 34 of the principal act thact 1976 that are consequential on new section 5A inserted by clause
are consequential on the introduction of the new insurance systerf.

Clause 20: Amendment of s. 35—Death of member Clause 5: Insertion of s. 5A
This clause makes amendments to section 35 of the principal act thélause 5 inserts new section 5A into tGevernors' Pensions Act
are consequential on the introduction of the new insurance systeri976. This section provides for twice yearly adjustment of pensions
New subsection (4) provides that insurance benefits are not payabl@der the actin terms similar to the terms (after amendment by this
in relation to a person who takes his or her own life within 12 monthsact) of adjustment provisions in the other superannuation acts.

after commencement of membership of the scheme. Clause 6: Amendment of s. 14A—Adjustment of pensions

Clause 21: Amendment of s. 36—Information to be given to ~ Clause 6 amends the adjustment provision ofltiiges’ Pensions
certain members Act 1971 to provide for twice yearly adjustment of pensions in line
This clause makes consequential changes to section 36 of thth changes in the Consumer Price Index.
principal act. Clause 7: Amendment of s. 35—Adjustment of pensions

Clause 22: Amendment of Schedule 3—Repeal and Transitional Clause 8: Amendment of s. 42—Adjustment of pensions
Provisions Clause 9: Amendment of s. 47—Adjustment of pensions
This clause provides transitional provisions in respect of the newhese clauses amend tRarliamentary Superannuation Act 1974,
insurance scheme. the Police Superannuation Act 1990 and theSuperannuation Act

1988 in a similar manner.

MsWHITE secured the adjournment of the debate. )
Mr FOLEY secured the adjournment of the debate.

STATUTESAMENDMENT (INDEXATION OF
SUPERANNUATION PENSIONS) BILL DEVELOPMENT (ADULT BOOK/SEX SHOPS)

AMENDMENT BILL

Received from the Legislative Council and read a first ) o ) )
time. Received from the Legislative Council and read a first

TheHon. M.R. BUCKBY (Minister for Educationand ~ time.
Children’s Services): | move:

That this bill be now read a second time.
| seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
in Hansard without my reading it.

Leave granted.

This bill seeks to amend th&overnors' Pensions Act 1976, the Mr ATKINSON (Spence): This is yet another govern-

Judges' Pensions Act 1971, theParliamentary Superannuation Act ; ; ; ;
1974, thePolice Superannuation Act 1990, and theSuperannuation ment bill which was drafted and brought into the parliament

Act 1988, so that twice yearly indexation of pensions can bel® Pre-empt a private member's bill. The initiator of this
implemented. measure is not the government, still less is it the Attorney-
The government announced in May that it proposed to introduc&eneral, the Hon. K.T. Griffin: the initiator of this bill is the

Govermment superamuation pension Lol nave el pensions AcDer for Fisher. The member for Fisher has very good
justed twice a year in accordance with the movement in th?ﬂldgme.nt as tp What measures the ,peOpI,e of South AL,JStra“a
Consumer Price Index. Twice yearly adjustments will ameliorate thavould like their parliament to be deliberating upon, so it was

current indexation lag for those persons in receipt of a superarthe member for Fisher who brought the Summary Offences

nuation pension. Under the proposed legislation, the first adjustmey§ale of Spray Paint) Amendment Bill into this chamber some

of pensions reflecting movement in prices over a six month perio ;
will occur with the first pension payable on or after 1 April 2002. onths ago. It was in a desperate and rather unseemly

The current indexation provisions applicable to persons in receittempt to pre-empt the member for Fisher’s bill and to get
of a superannuation pension provide for pensions to be adjusted ontie before it was carried by the House of Assembly that the
ayear in October. The adjustment in October reflects the movemegiovernment in another place introduced the bill before us,
in the Consumer Price Index over the twelve months to the previoughich is the Graffiti Control Bill
30 June. h incipal aspects to the Graffiti Control Bill;

The bill provides for the twice a year adjustments to be made in | Nere are two principal aspects to the Graffiti Control Bill;

October and April each year. Under the new arrangements, th@ne is that it takes the dedicated graffiti offences out of the
adjustment in October will reflect the movement in the ConsumeSummary Offences Act, where they have been since they
Price Index over the six months to the previous 30 June, and thgere introduced by the person who is now the Leader of the

adjustment in April will reflect the movement in the Consumer Price o, . . .
T o ovar tho Six months to the previous 31 December. Opposition, and puts them in this dedicated act to be the

The current arrangements that enable the Treasurer to prevefraffiti Control Act. Now, that is just legislative symbolism.
pensions from being reduced as a result of a negative movement dhat gesture has no merit to it and is just window-dressing

GRAFFITI CONTROL BILL

Adjourned debate on second reading.
(Continued from 4 July. Page 1987.)
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for the public, but it is one principal aspect of the bill. | see(b) the person makes a written record of the minor's name,
no difficulty with the anti-graffiti provisions remaining in the the date of the sale and the colour, brand and quantity of
Summary Offences Act; that seems a sensible place for theapray paint sold to the minor. In this case, having initially
to be. Nevertheless, as part of pre-empting the member fampposed the member for Fisher’'s bill, the government
Fisher, the government has decided that it will take thosactually goes further than the member for Fisher and says that
provisions out of the Summary Offences Act and put them irwe just will not sell cans of spray paint to minors. That has
a dedicated act. the virtue of simplicity, and the opposition is willing to
The second aspect to the bill is that it introduces three newupport that also.
offences with respect to graffiti. The first is that cans of spray The third aspect of the government’s bill is something that
paint on sale must be safely secured. So, the government biltlo not think the member for Fisher contemplated, and that
provides that, if a person wants to buy a can of spray paint iis making sure that a sign is displayed in a prominent position
South Australia, he or she will have to seek the assistance of the shop from which cans of spray paint are sold. The sign
a shop assistant to get access to the can of spray paint. Tivuld read:
paint manufacturers oppose this bill, because the modern it is unlawful to sell cans of spray paint to a person under 18.
method of retailing will no longer be possible. The modernPersons may be required to produce evidence of age when purchas-
method of retailing is to leave items around the shop freelynd cans of spray paint.
accessible to members of the public so that shoppers can pidkat also seems a reasonable provision and the opposition is
them up, inspect them and then take them to the counter arthppy to support it.
purchase them or, as was happening in South Australia from Before going further on deliberation on this bill, | want to
time to time, steal them. Let’s face it, many of the spray cansnake this point. It will be very hard to track the level of
that were used for graffiti vandalism were not purchased: thegraffiti vandalism in South Australia and very hard to assess
were shoplifted. the rate at which offenders are charged with graffiti vandal-
But retailers of spray cans, like retailers of all other goodsism, because of the policies of the Director of Public
find that it is more efficient to cop the shoplifting losses, Prosecutions. You see, if they are nicked, most graffiti
because the public finds it attractive to buy in the modervandals in South Australia are not charged with the dedicated
way—to pick up the item and take it to the counter. Retailergraffiti offences in the Summary Offences Act: they are
could eliminate or almost eliminate shoplifting by having all charged with property damage. If they are charged with a
the goods behind the counter, and the customer would hageneral property damage offence, you cannot track how many
to ask for those goods. Sir, | imagine that in some generadre the ordinary form of property damage and how many are
stores in your electorate that would still be the method ofyraffiti vandalism. It so happens that that suits the Attorney-
retailing, and | imagine that those general stores have veri@eneral down to the ground; and why does it suit the
low rates of shoplifting, but as a form of retailing it just does Attorney-General? He does not really want us to know what
not work. So, the paint manufacturers are very annoyed abothe incidence of graffiti vandalism charges and convictions
this provision, but it is a sensible provision to regulate theare in South Australia; he would prefer us not to know that
sale of spray cans, which are the principal method of markinghnformation because, if we had reliable information on the
unlawful graffiti in South Australia. incidence of graffiti vandalism in South Australia, it could be
The paint manufacturers say that it will cost retailers gpolitically awkward for him, especially if it goes up sharply.
fortune to set up the secure glass cases in which these spray So, whenever the crime statistics come out on graffiti
cans are to be displayed, but the truth of the matter is that neandalism, the Attorney-General can say, ‘Oh well; you don't
retailer has to invest in these display cases. A retailer cahave to take any notice of that, because the vast majority of
simply store the spray cans behind the counter, or the retailgraffiti vandals are charged with property damage, and we
can advertise that cans of spray paint are available and theannot tell from the property damage statistics how many are
the shop assistant can retrieve them from the back of the shaypaffiti vandals.’ That will not change by bringing in this bill.
and provide them to the customer. But, let us face it, th&'he only way that will change is if the Attorney-General of
retailers will want to put these cans on display, because it ithis state gives a direction to the Director of Public Prosecu-
by putting them on display that they manage to sell them. Ifions—as the Attorney can under the DPP Act, although out
they have to secure them, the only way to do that is a lockedf ignorance our Attorney has denied it—that, in cases of
display case. In that case the customer would point out to thgraffiti vandalism, the dedicated graffiti vandalism offences
shop assistant the kind of can he or she wants and the sheyjll be used.
assistant would have to unlock the cabinet. That is the first | now move on from that to other aspects of the Attorney’s
provision of the bill, and it is a straight lift from the member bill. | notice that the member for Stuart has had some
for Fisher’s private member’s bill. That is a sensible provi-influence on this government bill because there is provision,
sion, and the opposition will support it. under the clause ‘Appointment and powers of authorised
TheHon. R.B. Such: It’s like cigarettes. persons’, that an authorised person—that is, an inspector
Mr ATKINSON: The member for Fisher says it is like under this bill—must not address offensive language to any
cigarettes, and there is some merit in that comparison, excepther person or, without lawful authority, hinder or obstruct
that in this case the harm is done not to the purchaser but tr use or threaten to use force in relation to any other person.
society in general, when the goods are used in the way that As members well know, the member for Stuart, over his
the purchaser intends. 31 yearsin parliament, has had very little influence on public
The second aspect of the bill is to prohibit the sale of sprapolicy in this state. Time and again, he has been overruled by
cans to a minor, a person under the age of 18 years. Thministers, especially the Attorney-General, in the party room.
member for Fisher was actually more liberal in the way heHowever, after 31 years, it is nice to see the member for
approached this matter. The member for Fisher’s bill provideStuart having some influence on the statute book of the state,
that a person must not sell a can of spray paint to a mindnowever minor, because clause 7(6) has the member for
unless (a) the minor produces evidence of his or her name @tuart's name written all over it.
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Another provision of the bill is that local government will political graffiti on the side of his house without his consent
have power to appoint inspectors—or authorised persons asid then send him the bill for obliterating the graffiti.
stated in the bill—to enforce the three principal offences—However, on a closer inspection of the bill, | am pleased to
new offences—that are being introduced. | do not think thasee that the owner or occupier may, prior to the day on which
local government is very keen to become the graffiti policethe council is due to obliterate the graffiti, tell the council that
men of South Australia. They would far rather leave that dutyhe or she objects to the council taking the proposed action,
to the police, but the government is determined to give locaand as a result the council will not take the proposed action.

government that authority. The Local Government Associa- | am also informed by the Local Government Association
tion has told me that, whereas local government wouldhat under the Local Government Act there is provision for
acquiesce in appointing local government officers to policeouncils to enter onto private property and to do certain
the offence of cans of spray paint not being secured or thghings authorised by the Local Government Act without the
offence of the notice not being displayed in retail premisesgonsent of the householder. | was also concerned about
local government is pretty reluctant to appoint authorise@ouncil having authority to obliterate graffiti on private
persons to police the offence of selling spray cans to minorgyroperty without the consent of the owner for another reason.
I sympathise with local government about that because it iff you walk around the streets of suburban Adelaide, you will
not inherently a function of local government to ensure thabften see the sad sight of an abandoned or disused set of strip
certain items that are not to be sold to minors are not sold tghopS, perhaps Shops that were a de”, a hairdresser’s or a
minors. That seems to me to be inherently a police functiongundromat, all in a row. Owing to the pressures of retail
The opposition suggested to the Attorney-General that hgompetition, all those shops are disused and have been
might amend the bill to exempt local government fromdgisused for a long time. Of course, those strip shops become
appointing authorised officers to enforce clause 5—sale o target for graffiti.
cans of spray paintto minors. As is the wont of the Attorney,  tpqre is nothing really the owner of the shops can do to

he d'S'{!'Ssed our antlhendmel_nt bectauseL, Og cogrs?, we 3”3 g\févent graffiti being written on those shops because they

opposition, we areé ine parliamentary Labor Farty, and weg, o a pavement frontage, and a wire fence cannot be placed
should have no role in the public policy or statute law of the; 5 ;n'them. So, | was concerned that the owners of those
state. However, having dismissed our amendment, he candg;, shops might be subject to compulsorily obliteration of

to hrif Selnses iné)rre]twr?en the bill codmingdfron? the otEer Placg atfiti by the council if some of the neighbours complained
to this place and he has now introduced a clause that woullth,, ;; the graffiti, and the owner of the strip shop who,

glf\f/.e IOCT govfernmelntthe dsls::retlolr(ljrgotto appomt.aut(;yc;nse oodness knows, is not getting any rent from those shops
otficers 1o eniorce clause >. I would beé Very Surpris€ad it any,, ;14 pe forced to pay the council to obliterate the graffiti.

of the 68 or so local government bodies in South Australig yiny that would be unfair, even though | admit that these
would appoint inspectors to try to police the law that a persorghopS are a public eyesore.

must not sell a can of spray paint to a minor. It is not in the T . .
pray p They are the principal provisions of the bill, and the

nature of local government inspectors to hang around for halfpposition supports the government bill while acknowledging
the day in retail premises waiting to see if a can of spray pai ) o .
y P g prayp r} at the true author of this policy is the member for Fisher.

is sold to a minor. . .
Another aspect of the bill is that the government wants toThe government bill was drafted in haste to get ahead of the

give authority to councils to remove or obliterate graffiti memgerfor_ﬁishgrt.hlntttk;]e course ofdrflfting the bi"'cljth]l?k
where that graffiti is on private property and is visible from members will find that the government made some drafting

: - : . One of those drafting errors was that in transferring
a public place. | was originally concerned that this clause ma rrors g
give council authority to remove graffiti from private t1eS€ offences from the Summary Offences Act to the Grafiit
property without the consent of the owner. Members may b&2niro! Bill the government failed to include a very import-
interested to know that a householder in Young Avenue, wedt provision on burden of proof. o
Hindmarsh, in my electorate, has graffitied his own premises Under the Summary Offences Act, itis up to the prosecu-
over the last 15 years or so. He graffities the side wall of higion to prove that the alleged offender was carrying graffiti
cottage, which faces onto Gawler Avenue, West HindmarsHmplements. But, having established that the offender was
His house is on the corner of Young Avenue and Gawlefloing so, there is then a provision that it must be established
Avenue, West Hindmarsh. This householder does not graffithat the graffiti implements were being carried without a

the side of his house with just any old meaningless graffiti ofawful excuse. It is important (and it was provided in the
tags. He writes political slogans on the side of his house. Summary Offences Act) that the onus of establishing that the

The Hon. R.B. Such: ‘Vote for Michael’? alleged offender was carrying the implements with a lawful
Mr ATKINSON: Well, no he does not actually write €xcuse was on the offender. That is just a normal burden of

“Vote for Michael’ on the side of his house. When | was first Proof provision. But, in transferring the offence from the
a candidate campaigning for the electorate of Spence armmary Offences Act to the Graffiti Control Bill, the
doorknocking that area, he was writing on the side of higgovernment, in its drafting haste, left out that burden of proof
house ‘US bases out. Close Pine Gap’ and those kinds @fovision, and this would have meant that it was almost
things. He has moved through a series of issues of the daijnpossible for the prosecutor to establish these graffiti
such as ‘Food Irradiation’ and ‘US bases’. | have not beefyandalism offences. So the government has moved an
down there lately, but— amendment to say that:

TheHon. R.B. Such: ‘Open Barton Road'? Where this part provides that an act done without lawful authority

Mr ATKINSON: No, he has not written ‘Open Barton or lawful excuse constitutes an offence, the onus in proceedings for
Road’ on the side of his house. | think that he is more intcsuch an offence lies on the defendant to prove lawful authority or
bigger issues than Barton Road. | was concerned that this blfi*/ful €xcuse.
may empower the Charles Sturt Council to enter onto hiFhe opposition supports that amendment, and it only wishes
property and, with due notice to him, whitewash over all thethat the government, in its haste to try to take away the credit
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for these changes from the member for Fisher, had drafted tleeourge of graffiti vandalism. That is quite true, and many
bill properly. other factors in society determine the extent and nature of

TheHon. D.C. Kotz interjecting: graffiti vandalism. However, this is one small step we can

Mr ATKINSON: The Minister for Local Government take to show the public of South Australia that the politicians

implies that there may have been a drafting error by the Horshare their concern about graffiti vandalism and are prepared
Nick Xenophon in another place for which somehow | amto take a few steps, however modest, to try to reduce the
responsible. Our amendment to the Statutes Amendmeirtcidence of graffiti vandalism in South Australia.
(Local Government) Act is just perfect and had the support On a recent visit to Perth it became apparent to me that
of the overwhelming majority in the other place. On thatthere is something that the Western Australian government
issue, the government crashed to its heaviest defeat in anotheerd local government in Western Australia are doing—
place since it was elected in 1993. Another provision—  certainly in the vicinity of Perth’s rail network—which has

The Hon. D.C. Kotz interjecting: reduced graffiti enormously. There may be some merit in

Mr ATKINSON: Ma’am, I’'m on my feet; I've got the looking into what that is. However, this bill is a small step we
call. The only interjections of yours that will be picked up arecan take to show that we are serious about doing something
ones that | want to pick up. The government is movingabout graffiti vandalism. | commend it to the House, together
another amendment to its own bill in this place. | have dealtvith the member for Fisher's amendments.
satisfactorily with the government amendments, and the
opposition supports both of them. However, as | said, the TheHon. R.B. SUCH (Fisher): | thank the shadow
Attorney-General is really the lyrebird of the other place,attorney for his support. | commend this bill to the House. |
because he is always mimicking legislative provisionsam pleased that, even though it has taken a while to get here,
introduced by Independents or opposition members; and H6e government and the Attorney-General have finally seen
is always mimicking amendments moved in another place bijt to move on this issue. If | have prompted or encouraged
the opposition, but changing them just a little to make then@nd prodded them into action, that is good. The main issue,
look as though they are original and to look as though he ighough, is that we try to deal with what is a very costly blight
not giving in to the opposition. He is a most gracelesn our community.
legislator. | agree with the member for Spence that this is not the

I would like now to canvass some amendments foreshadotal answer. There are many aspects to it: culture, parenting
owed by the member for Fisher—and | am probably a littlevalues, and so on. This is only a part of what should be a total
out of order in doing this. The honourable member proposegpproach to a costly issue. Let us not kid ourselves: graffiti
that a person who supplies another person with a graffitvandalism is costing our community millions of dollars,
implement, knowing or having reason to believe that it willwhich is money that could be spent on more constructive and
be used by that other person to mark graffiti, is guilty of anproductive facilities and resources, especially for young
offence. To the opposition that seems a quite sensiblpeople. It saddens me to see the money that is spent removing
provision to be introducing. It is very hard to prove. But, graffiti and trying to tackle damage caused by graffiti, when
nevertheless, if we are going to ban the sale of spray cans those resources could go into much needed areas. | know that
minors, we have to try to prevent adults buying a spray cain the council area in which my electorate falls—the City of
and then handing it straight to a minor who intends to use iOnkaparinga—it is costing hundreds of thousands of dollars
to mark graffit—and not just a minor, any person, even arfo deal with this issue.
adult who intends to mark graffiti. | have heard some people say, ‘It could be worse; they

The other provision that the member for Fisher proposesould be out robbing banks.’ | find that a ridiculous argu-
to introduce is an addition to clause 9. In clause 9, thenent. That s like saying, ‘Let us tolerate shoplifting, because
government says that, upon finding a person guilty of arthey could be stealing motor cars.’ It is an absurd, illogical
offence against the Graffiti Control Bill, the court can orderargument. To those who say that it is harmless, my response
that person to pay to the owner or occupier of the property ifis: put a sign in front of your house or your property and
relation to which the offence was committed such compensanvite the vandals to do the graffiti on your property.
tion as the court thinks fit. It seems to me that there are Mr Lewis: On your walls and windows.
already in our law provisions that would have allowed that TheHon. R.B. SUCH: As the member for Hammond
to happen. However, in his search for populism, the Attorneyays, on your walls and windows. If it is so good and so
reproduces that provision and puts it in the Graffiti Controlharmless, invite them to your place. But at the moment the
Bill out of an abundance of caution. vandals do it on other people’s property, on public property

The opposition does not object to that; we certainly wouldand private property, at great cost to the community and at
have supported that, and we did in another place. Howevegyreat cost to individual property owners.
we also support the provision proposed to be inserted by the | am disappointed that it has taken so long to reach this
member for Fisher which provides that, if the court ispoint. | have known for a long time that the voluntary code
satisfied that it will be reasonably practicable for the persomf retailers has not worked. Indeed, one of the largest retailers
to take action under the supervision of an appropriatén this state has not cooperated and, despite what some people
authority to remove or obliterate the graffiti, it can order thatmay think, some of the so-called discount stores have
the person take action and in doing so comply with allcooperated—not all the so-called $2 stores, but stores such
reasonable directions of the appropriate authority. Again, thats Cunninghams, Cheap as Chips, and so on, have cooperated
seems to me to be a sensible amendment, and the oppositiand done the right thing, and they should be applauded for
will certainly be supporting it. that.

Overall, this is a bill which the public of South Australia  On the very day that the government announced this
would overwhelmingly support. It is a bill that is worth measure, | received a letter from the police department saying
persisting with. | acknowledge the argument of the painthat the present system was working well. So, that gives an
manufacturers—that the law by itself will not rid us of the insight into a backflip by the government on this issue. | also
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had a visit from someone from KESAB who said that the ADJOURNMENT DEBATE

voluntary code was working and that the government would

pursue that and had given money to KESAB to keep promot- TheHon. D.C. KOTZ (Minister for Local Govern-
ing it. Finally, light got through, and | am pleased andment): | move:

dellghted that the Attorney has responded. That the House do now adjourn.

The Australian Retailers Association does not support the Mr LEWIS(H 4 1wish . |
securing of cans, which this bill provides for—but that may "' (Hammond): | wish to raise several matters,
irnd this extraordinary opportunity affords itself completely
manufacturers are against it, and the Youth Affairs Counci 3 mannr? from heaven, a.sgar as | ar:n concerngd. Alfhough
is against it. The Youth Affairs Council has argued that it is, 40 NOt have any notes with me at the present time, let me
not only teenagers, it is not only minors, who do it, and (tellmembers that | am pleased to have the chance to tell the
accept that. That is why | have an amendment that is design vernment and the House exactly what | am disturbed by in

to deal with adults who become involved in supplying graffiti he way in which t_he govemment has m.a'ﬁaged its affairs in
materials, not just spray cans. the parliament during the course of this sitting week. You see,

o . what happens in parliament when political parties take control
This bill, as has been outlined by the member for Spenceyf the agenda is quite simply that the political parties meet
requires cans to be kept secure, which was part of Myehind locked doors.
proposal, and | am pleased that it is in there. The member for They decide what it is they want to do as an organisation
Spence pointed out that this measure is tougher on youngter debating it in a completely confidential manner in which
people, in the sense that it does not allow minors to purchasgie puplic are unable to participate, even as observers. The
cans at all, whereas my provision was to allow them tqanq result is, of course, that we do not know, as members of
purchase cans provided they gave details of their namene pyblic, what it is each of the individual members of those
address and so on. This bill says no sale of cans to m'nors-ﬁ:arties here in the parliament had to say about what they
puts responsibilities on councils and, once again, | agree wit ought ought to be done. No; we do not know that and the
the member for Spence: | think it is the role of police topypiic at large do not know it. When the matter is decided in
enforce laws involving matters such as this, not councils. Buiat party room everyone comes out of it compelled to follow
given that the bill now allows an option for councils, | am the same line of argument when the matters are raised here
much more relaxed about it. The power to remove Ofp, this chamber, and that is not in the interests of democracy,
obliterate graffiti under the direction of council, I think, is gnqg why? Because no clear explanation is given by any
reasonable—once again provided, as the bill now says, it idividual member as to why they agree to the point of view

done with the knowledge and consent of the property owneghat is being expressed, albeit collectively on their behalf, or
The bill also makes provision for the creation of regulatlons,,\,hy they disagree.

ar_1d a code of practice. lam mostinterested_ to knovywhatthat Indeed, they have got to the point over these past 20
will be, and I trust that it will further consolidate this thrust years—that | have noticed—where many of them simply
against unproductive, anti-social behaviour. have, if you like, taken a virtual lobotomy. They do not want
Some people would see this as an anti young persoi® get involved in the discussion of the processes: they leave
measure. | do not. | have great regard for young peoplghat to the faction bosses in their respective party rooms. The
98 per cent of them do the right thing. | have great compaskabor Party calls its meetings a caucus and the Liberal Party
sion for young people. But | do not believe that tolerating orcalls its meetings a party meeting, and the end result of those
accepting graffiti vandalism has anything to do with showingdeliberations is that the factional bosses, even before the party
respect or consideration or empathy for young people. Thaeetings have occurred, sit down with their factional
realistic situation is that the community wants some actiontnembers and they decide on the position they will take when
it has wanted action for a long time. I think that this bill will it comes to the debate in the party room that the party alone
go a long way to achieve that. | am delighted that thehears.
opposition and independent members support the amend- The public does not know what is going on, that is,
ments that | have put forward, because | believe that thoseferring to the Labor Party. The public has no idea what it
amendments will make this an even better bill. was within the factions that determined the stance taken by

As was canvassed earlier tonight, the amendments givet e bosses when they get into the party room, leave alone

court power to order the offender to remove or obliterate th at the outcome will be in the.deals that are brokered.by
graffiti. That is reasonable, and it should have happened yea§a2Se factional bosses—each with the other—come the time
ago. It can order, where appropriate, compensation to pe" the de_bate in the caucus. Thgy will say, *You have your
provided by the offender, and it also covers the Ioopholé’"ay on this ope so long as you give me m},/ way—

where an adult, or any person, obtains graffitiimplements and Mr Clarke: What debate in the caucus:

supplies them to someone else. It makes that an offence. MrtIEEWItﬁ: Thatt Its tt?we ptomt I ar:n cotrr?lng to. In mor% .
Without that, this bill could have a significant loophole angécenttimeitnas gotto the stage where the caucus agenda 1
allow people to get around the focus on minors. written down and the outcome of that agenda is already

o known before the meeting is called and, in consequence, you
ook forward to the speedy passage of this bill. It is longget members, such as the members for Norwood, Torrens and

overdue and | am delighted that, atlong last, we have beforgjles, left out completely. They do not know what is

the HOUSE_ a measure that W|” tackle an extremely COStIMﬂappening or Why itis happening and they are powerless to

unproductive and anti-social impact on our society. | l00kdo anything about it. If they dared to raise their voice publicly

forward to this bill's speedy passage, and then | will happilyapout the process that compels them to vote whichever way

withdraw my private member’s bill. the party dictates, they would be expelled from the party, and

the member for Ross Smith well understands what | am

Mr LEWIS secured the adjournment of the debate.  talking about here.
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Mr Clarke: Only too well. as a result of the stress that was imposed upon him in
Mr LEWIS: Only too well. consequence of those three bills not being communicated to
Mr Hanna interjecting: me and other members in this chamber is grossly unfair.

Mr LEWIS: And the member for Mitchell knows what It is just a matter of incompetence on the part of the
I am talking about here and complies with it as a matter ofjovernment, and | fear that the Labor Party might be no
convenience. He is a man with some intellectual integritydifferent. Again, today, this last measure we have had before
There is integrity of ideas in that man’s mind, as there is nowus, the Graffiti Control Bill, is not even on the program for
in the mind of the Minister for Minerals and Energy (the today’s activities—Ileave alone the formdtice Paper, the
member for Bright), yet in the Liberal Party room the sameone we all have to go by, yet the government wanted to deal
thing happens, though not to the same organised extent. Thgth it. | am talking for the sake of the record because here
end result, as far as the public is concerned, is identical. Nowe are, at the threshold of the 21st century, and either we do
one knows what the debate was inside the Liberal Party roorsomething to ensure that the parliament survives as an
which determines the stance the party would take here in thigstitution that is relevant and respected by the wider
parliament, and that means that the word itself and what kommunity, or—and | know that the member for Stuart
implies—'parliament'—does not happen. shares my views on this matter—we will deserve the disdain
There is no parley, there is no argument, there is nand the contempt with which we are treated by those who
resolution of difference through free and fearless discussioanalyse our actions, when posterity allows them to do so,
under the privilege provided over the centuries by thissaying that we did not care, yet we were the people who
institution to produce an outcome which is in the publicwanted the power, accepted the power, took the responsibility
interest when all the people in here, after having heard thand did such a bad thing in the name of democracy.
argument for and against on any one issue, decide how they
will vote, one way or the other. It is not necessary to bring
down a government, for God's sake, for your sake, Mr Mr CLARKE (Ross Smith): | do not know how to top
Speaker, for my sake and for the public’s sake, just becaugge member for Hammond, but—
individual human beings have views that are conscientiously TheHon. W.A. Matthew: | am sure you can try, Ralph.
held based on all the available information to them thatmay Mr CLARKE: | will restrain myself. However, the
be different from another individual’s views about the mattercomments | want to make tonight relate to a report which was
There is no shame in that, yet from the way the press writéecently handed down in the federal parliament—the
up what happens in the parliament one would think that th&€hristopher Pyne joint committee on electoral reform or the
world was going to end tomorrow for one or other of thestanding committee on electoral matters—and which was
parties if a member of those major parties—the Liberal angdublished fairly recently. | want to deal with that in some
the Labor Parties—dared to speak about (leave alone vogetail. However, | note that, with respect to the member for
against) anything in a way contrary to what the party haddammond’s comments about the media, of course the fourth
decided. The fools who are the journalists in this society aéstate in this state is such a disgrace, in particular the printed
large have been unwilling to report that in any detail untilmedia, that they are of no use whatsoever to safeguard
very recent time, but now they know better than the partydemocracy. | would feel far happier if it weravda or
bosses, better than the factional bosses, that the public are fetlestia operating in this town. At least we would have two
up. They are PO’d with the whole process. newspapers rather than one printing the usual bile from the
They cannot any longer contain a commitment to reporturdoch press. | have made that point on numerous occa-
only what the spin doctors from either of the major politicalsions. | will say that, at least with respect to owner of the
parties want reported, and | commend those journalists whiglurdoch Press, when | eventually get lowered six foot under,
have now broken out of that mould. It is a great pity thathopefully later rather than sooner, | will not have on my
some of the authors of the reader’s articles that go into thtombstone, ‘I sold my citizenship for so many US dollars.’
mass circulation media had not already woken up. They still Getting back to the Christopher Pyne committee, it is
take their lead from the kinds of comments that are made tonfortunate that that committee turned into such a blatant act
them carefully and deliberately throughout the week toof partisanship by the Liberal Party that what could have been
massage their ideas into the framework that the spin doctogood work done to reform political parties in this country has
want for their major political party bosses to get across irbeen traduced because of its naked political bias. Christopher
those reader articles. Pyne went out to do a hatchet job for the Liberal Party—and
What is written is very often in no way a resemblance ofnhe has done it—but it brings no credit to the federal parlia-
what has occurred in the parliament, and that is sad, becausent or the interests of democracy in this country.
the public then have the mistaken impression that the It haslong been my view that if political parties are each
parliament is still failing to function in the way in which they to accept something like $15 million in federal funding then,
want it to, believe that it should and are entitled to expect ijust like trade unions, because of their privileged position
to. If we ever get to the stage of doing the sorts of things thafand rightfully so in terms of representing the interests of
have happened in Jakarta in recent days, it will be more thamorkers and having protected industrial action, and the like),
God's help we will need to get ourselves out of the mess inwhen they put their hand out for the taxpayers dollar those
which we will have found ourselves. parties likewise should have a commitment to democratic
Yesterday, three bills were brought into this place and grocesses in their internal governance.
deal was done between the opposition (the ALP) and the It is an outrage that in the Liberal Party preselection for
Liberal Party in government to have those matters debatedyan, residents in Hong Kong could be members of the
without notice being given of them or adequate explanatioiberal Party and vote in Liberal Party preselection. Itis an
being provided. And as for members of the governmenbutrage that Victorian residents in Echuca can be allocated
ministry saying that that poor little chap, Alexander (who hago the Kings Park branch of the Liberal Party and decide who
all my sympathy), has collapsed and been taken to hospit#the Liberal Party member for Unley should be. On the other
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hand, also with respect to the Labor Party, it too will have toState Electoral Commission to conduct that vote. | have no
face the change that the Labor Party in Britain had to face ishame whatsoever with respect to affiliating my union to the
1993 when it brought in the one member one vote value. Weabor Party because it was by a free democratic vote
cannot proclaim the principles of democracy of one vote onsupervised by the State Electoral Commission.
value in this country when, in the internal preselection How many unions would do it today? How many of them
processes of the major parties which form government, ankihow they are affiliated? How many know that some affiliate
even in opposition form such an important part in thefor 100 per cent of their membership when it is not possible
legislative process, that democratic principle is curtailed byor 100 per cent of them to vote for one particular party? |
the fact that their internal governance does not allow for it.believe in the trade union movement affiliating to the Labor
Itis far better for a Labor Party with its organic links with Party. | believe in the organic link between trade unions and
the trade union movement for individual unionists beingthe Labor Party, but it has to be because people believe in it,
affiliated to the Labor Party, just as in Britain, to tick a box that they are conscious of those decisions, and that they
which says, ‘I want to belong to the Labor Party and | amabsolutely believe in it and do it—just like they used to do.
prepared to pay not 0n|y my union fees but also extra money Likewise, with respectto the Liberal Party, when it wants
to the Labor Party to count as a member of the Labor Partyt0 cast aspersions on the Labor Party and its link with the
and, where they vote in internal preselection battles, they voténion movement, when was the last time that there was a one

for the leadership of their political party and the nationalvote one value ballot of company shareholders to determine
executive of that party. how much would be donated by that company to political

That has strengthened the British Labour Party. WheRarties? There has been none whatsoever.
Thatcher brought in moves where trade unions in the 1980g, ' @M rying to pull together the threads with respect to the
would have to have a plebiscite of its members as to whethéihr'swpher Pyne report. | personally support the principle
or not they would be affiliated with the British Labour Party, (hat there should be changes to the Electoral Act to provide
Thatcher thought that would destroy the Labour Party. It dighat there should be a central plank in the Electoral Act which
not. It made the organic links between the trade uniorProvides that political parties must have democratic principles
movement and the British Labour Party stronger because tfg'Shrineéd in their rules where individual rank and file

officials went out and convinced rank and file union member&n€mbers control their executives. Thatis the same principle
to belong to the Labour Party and to feel a part of it. that Clyde Cameron brought into the then federal Industrial

In those days it was just a block union vote. These day: Relations Act in_1973. It enshrined th_e d_emocratic control of
five million individual British trade unionists \;ote for the Tank gnd file unionists, where every individual memlper had
leaders of the British Labour Party and for the nationalthe r_|ght fo nominate for a position and to vote n fr_ee
executive on one member one vote value, and the federglecthns conducted by the Australian Electoral Commission.
secretary and the federal council of that uhion can recom: Ultlnjate[y, all major p(_)l|t|cal parties will have to face the
mend how they should vote and the reasons why they shouEiime situation bgcause, if we qlo not, the alienation or the gap
vote for a particular slate, but they are free to vote on a on etween th_e ordm_ary person in the street and the|r elected
vote one value basis ' ?epr_esentatl_ves widens bet_:ause they do not bell_e\_/e that the
C political parties are responding to their needs; that it is a small
Mr Koutsantonis interjecting: clique of power brokers in the major parties who control
Mr CLARKE: In answer to the interjection from the things; and that the ordinary person has little influence.
member for Peake, in 1987, as union secretary for the then There is no point in having electoral laws which provide
Federated Clerks Union—the only union affiliated to thefor the Electoral Commission, with free and democratic
Labor Party in South Australia—I took a secret vote, postaklections to be held on one vote one value, when the political
ballot, of every financial member of that union run by theparties that fill 99 per cent of positions in this House and
State Electoral Commission as to whether our union shouldther houses throughout Australian parliamentary chambers
affiliate to the Labor Party—and we won. The majority voted.are not governed by the same principles.
No-one in the STA did it; no-one in any other union affiliated  Motion carried.
to the Labor Party has ever done what | did in 1987, when |
allowed every member a free postal vote, run by the State At9.30 p.m. the House adjourned until Thursday 26 July
Electoral Commission, and we paid for it. The union paid theat 10.30 a.m.



