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Well, that is exactly what | am doing—giving the parliament

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY the opportunity to vote on this matter. Let the parliament
decide.

Thursday 4 October 2001 To put it politely, the current Shop Trading Hours Act

. 1977 is adog's breakfast. It is a smorgasbord of oddities and
The SPEAKER (Hon. J.K.G. Oswald) took the chairat  jnequities, covering such peculiarities as the size of the shop

10.30 a.m. and read prayers. floor and the number of employees present at one time. It lists
a whole lot of exemptions and creates zones or proclaimed
HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM districts that have unfair advantage in respect of their

operation compared to others. One could quote from the act
Mr LEWIS (Hammond): | seek leave to make a personal at length in relation to some of the quite bizarre provisions
explanation. concerning aggregate sales that had been conducted over the
Leave granted. preceding seven days. It is an act which should not be

Mr LEWIS: During the course of the grievance debatetole(ated in a democratic society; we should pe not only a
yesterday, and on other occasions, | have referred to the roRgrliamentary democracy but also an economic democracy.
that you, sir, may or may not have had in the HindmarsH will not go into all the peculiarities of that act, but L
Soccer Stadium. Sir, at no time have | meant to impugn yougncourage members to have a look when they are in a
reputation or otherwise reflect on the integrity with which particular frame of mind that will tolerate an examination of
you have acted. At no time was | in any way implying thatthat act.
you had acted improperly. | merely drew attention to the fact  Our lifestyle has changed. | know that in my electorate,
that you were minister at the time that the proposition wagvhere over 80 per cent of married women are in the paid
first mooted, and yesterday | drew attention to the fact thatvork force, they are looking for changes in terms of access
whilst you were minister, Mr Ellis was required to provide to shopping. We have seen the creation of service stations
a report to the government that, in fact, was damning of thavith extensive shopping facilities, and that, in my view, has
project, but | was not aware of the existence of that reportargely led to the demise of the corner store—not so much the
until yesterday. larger supermarket but the service stations, with their

ancillary grocery and other lines, that have led to that demise.

STATUTES AMENDMENT AND REPEAL (SHOP The issue is: what do retailers want? | have mentioned what
TRADING HOURS REFORM) BILL the public wants. A document recently prepared by the
Australian Retailers Association states:
TheHon.R.B. SUCH (Fisher) obtained leave and  Almost all major, most medium sized retailers and just on half
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Industrial andof smaller retailers support full deregulation. They are keen to make
Employee Relations Act 1994 and the Retail and Commercidf!® most of their retail assets and those who have stores in deregulat-

Leases Act 1995, and to repeal the Shop Trading Hours A&d markets have seen a real increase in retail turnover._ _
Some smaller retailers do not support deregulation. Their

1977. Read a first time. concerns are primarily on two fronts. Some, particularly the smaller
TheHon. R.B. SUCH: | move: supermarkets, are worried that deregulation will erode their market
b : share significantly when they are faced with competition from the
That this bill be now read a second time. larger stores (for many, though, their main competitor is actually the
This measure is about flexibility in regard to shop tradingservice station convenience stores and not the larger supermarkets).
hours; it is not necessarily about more or longer shop tradingqhe %therscogcerntgor Sdome flfS |lfgsf'[y|? _?nd Clglslt) related. tThely
: o : - onsider Sundays their day off and feel it would be impractical,
hou_rs. Itincludes provision foradded consideration for sho appropriate of too expensive to employ staff and pay other
assistants—something about which | feel very strongly. Iassociated costs for opening on a Sunday.
also provides greater protection and gives greater autonomy However, the people who are most against the freeing up of
to small business, particularly those in shopping centres.dhopping hours are, in the main, those who already have the
have believed for a long time that South Australia’s shoglexibility to open when they want to (some small businesses and
trading hours are restrictive and draconian, and this is back tdegosles such as hardware and furniture, as well as city/Glenelg
! ers).
up by surveys that have been conducted in my own electorate ) ] ) o )
and by more recent surveys. One survey conducted b correct a misconception which exists in the community,
Harrison Marketing for the Australian Retailers Associationl Point out that, although the Australian Retailers Association
showed that over 80 per cent of South Australians supportel@®s among its membership most of the larger retailers, 90 per

extended trading hours or greater flexibility in regard to shogent of its membership is small retailers, so it is quite
trading hours. erroneous to suggest that that group is only acting in the

This is a matter that ultimately comes down to freedom ofnterests of the larger retallt_ers. . . . .
choice. It should not be a crime to shop: there should be We have_seen the experience |n.\ﬁctor|a,.and | think this
flexibility. Anyone who calls themselves a liberal or, indeed,iS Very pertinent, where deregulation was introduced, but
a democratic socialist should be supporting this measure Wyithout any safeguards, in 1996. These statistics come from
refer to a transcript from the 5AA radio program of 17 April the Austra_lhan Bureau of Statlstlc_:s, and | can give members
in which Don Farrell, the well respected leader of the union?ho are interested the exact file number. These are the

covering shop assistants and people in allied areas, said: Statistics from a study done by the ABS since that deregula-
tion: 24 600 new jobs created in the industry in Victoria;

% 100 new jobs created in small businesses; the number of
_ small businesses and medium size businesses has grown
He continues: slightly and no change in the number of larger businesses;

The SDA [which is his union] is open to more flexible trading industry turnover has increased by $2 billion. In South
hours and says SA parliament should vote on the matter. Australia, the Australian Retailers Association has estimated

The. .. .Opposition should support the demand from the publi
on revised trading hours.
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that, on a population basis, we could expect in excess of ... Barry, for those people who believe this could be the end of

2 500 jobs to be created if shopping hours are freed up heréU}%'ll bUSinesks ?ECﬁUS? it gi_VetSh thte' big Playeff? atlgg up ‘cos they've
. ot deep pockets, how true is that in terms of fact?
One of the arguments put against my proposal, and othgr URQUHART: Well, worldwide it's just absolute rubbish. | was

similar proposals, is that the retailers do not use the hourig Kuala Lumpur yesterday and the streets were alive and well and
they have now. That is a thin argument, because the realityading at all hours. They trade from 10 a.m. until 10 p.m. Last night

is that the hours that are allocated now are not the best set brrived on the Gold Coast: some stores were closed, many stores

; : were open, and | think that would be denying many holidayers and
h()turls fotr1 tradtelrj. Fotrhe;(tc';mple, I?d':'rlle tCIty, many ci’:ltr,[‘emterna_tion_al visitors. | think the one thing that we've got to
retallers have told me that they would like 10 open much lat€fecognise is that small business is coming back. It might be coming

in the morning but stay open a bit later in the afternoonpack in a different vein. A lot of people said, ‘Well, corner shops
particularly as the weather improves. So, the argument th&iave gone.’ Well, yes, that's to a large extent true, but then the

they have not used the hours is fallacious, because the hotf&sumers found that they didn't like what was being offered by the
! Iti-stores, and now you're finding that the corner stores are

allocated are not the ideal arrangement that suits them argg]tjming back, albeit under a franchise operation.

suits the customer. | have mentioned what customers and . . . .
consumers want and, ultimately, their wishes should be Point out from his study of shopping in South Australia

paramount—subject, of course, to protecting the interests dfNat We are losing as a resuit of inflexible trading hours. He
shop assistants and small traders gives some figures in relation to tourists—and that is, | admit,

The issue of shop assistants and the possible impact an important aspect of my proposal but not the central one.

their families is very important. To that end, in my bill | haveq_ine says, concerning a lifestyle change:

; e ; You've got to accept the fact that the average tourist—inter-
included a provision to amend the Industrial Employeenational—who comes into South Australia leaves South Australia

Relations Act 1994 which provides: with at least $1 200 in their pocket that they intended to spend.

In determining the hours that a retail employee is required 1o The SPEAK ER: Order! Would the member for Elder go
work under a contract of employment, an employer must take int to the gallery or sit down.

consideration the impact the hours worked by the employee will hav )
on the members of the employee’s family. TheHon. R.B. SUCH: He continues:

Then it goes on to define who they are. Likewise, in relation, Why? ’|\10t bSCaUSGIJ Og poor mf{‘LChatndise or Ove{-priced Werct?]an-
. . jse: purely and simply because the stores weren’t open when those
Eﬁ;?gget%" and (?]ommerg:lal I}easeshAct, r?y am6e5ndrrée5ntt ople wanted to go shopping, and that’s the consequences of what
re UCESt e numbper o1 core hours rrom tO a u do When you don’t glve people Ch0|ce_

gives small retailers in shopping centres a secret ballot ove 0 Barry Urquhart is saying, on the studies that he has

say, not only the quantum of hours that they must open budone—and he is a recognised expert—that international

indeed, in relation to the particular days that they open. S . . s . .
this is an attempt to avoid the situation where big shoppin%?umts are leaving Australia with $1 200 in their pocket that

centres force small retailers to trade when they do not wis eegal\j\{soeugi‘l :l?rvr%sst?iig dbtli;é\ilﬁrehg[ﬁ\s/elnntigrf{:cl)un;igr?lrt]r?issic;
to and often when it is not profitable to do so. 9 : ’

animportant measure. | would like all parties to take it in the
; _ 8hirit in which it is offered. | am a strong supporter of shop
suggest amendments or improve on it | would be more thaQgistants and small business.
happy, but the package that | am putting up has been The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member’s time

endorsed by the executive of the Australian Retailer . :
Assaociation. | know that when Don Farrell spoke publicly heShas expired. Does the member have any explanation of

' ?
said that he had not read my bill—I did, out of courtesy, sen&la$ieeslngnSReg'SUCH, No. sir
him one. Presumably he has it now. | would be interested to e B

hear from that organlsa_mon, in a considered way, what it has Mr SNEL LING secured the adjournment of the debate.
to say. | have spoken with Mr John Brownsea, who represents

the small ref[ailers, and r_le will gi\(e me some suggestiong. | STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSI ON
am not saying that he is committed to my bill, but he is
prepared to offer some contribution by way of suggestions, My LEWIS (Hammond): | move:
_and I WOU|d take that i_n a positive light as a means of That standing orders be so far suspended as would otherwise
improving the present bill before the House. prevent me from moving a motion without notice forthwith which

It may appear that | am acting on behalf of the Australianwould express confidence in the Auditor-General and the work of
Retailers Association, but it is just a coincidence of timing.his office.
As members will have noted from my draft bills, they were  The SPEAKER: | have counted the House and, as there
drawn up in July, so itis just a coincidence of intention. | dois an absolute majority of the whole number of the members
not act on behalf of any group in the community other tharof the House present, | accept the motion. Is it seconded?
my electors. An honour able member: Yes, sir.

| stress that this is a package. The package has been Mr LEWIS: In recent hours, questions have been raised
accepted by the Australian Retailers Association. They acceps to the competence of the Auditor-General; and whether or
the provision in relation to shop assistants. They particularlyiot the parliament should have confidence in his office and
welcome the protection for small retailers, so | put thisthe work that it does in the public interest. The motion | am
forward on the basis that it is a package and it should bgroposing simply ensures that the House understands whether
treated that way. or not it has confidence in what the Auditor-General has

I will quote from Barry Urquhart of Marketing Focus, who done, should do, and can continue to do under the act. |
is recognised throughout Australia as a leading commentatdelieve that at this moment in our democratic history it is
and expert in shop trading hours. This is what he had to saynportant for us to determine that and state it without
yesterday in response to a question put to him on 5AA. equivocation.
quote directly from the transcript: Motion carried.
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AUDITOR-GENERAL operations in our public hospitals; it could have funded more

than 700 teachers in our schools; and it could have funded

Mr LEWIS (Hammond): | thank the House for its 185 acute beds at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital. This is a
indulgence. | move: government that has its priorities totally wrong. It can always

That this House has complete confidence in the Auditor-Generdind the money for soccer stadiums or wine centres, or
as an officer of this parliament and his staff and the work they do irhundreds of millions of dollars for consultants, but can never

protecting the public interest. find the money for things that count—things such as rebuild-
This motion is self-explanatory. As members, you eitheiing our hospitals and schools. The Auditor-General has blown
agree with the motion or you do not. the whistle on this government—not just on Minister Hall and

not just on the Cabinet Secretary Mr Ingerson. But what he

TheHon. M.D. RANN (L eader of theOpposition): lam  has reported goes to the top. The simple fact is that the
pleased to support this motion of confidence in the AuditorPremier of this state was the person who said that we had to
General. | believe that Mr MacPherson, along with othehave the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium in all its $41 million
former Auditors-General, have basically conducted themworth of glory in order to secure Olympic soccer, and that
selves not only with great dignity but have also upheld thevas totally untrue. The parliament has been misled by this
highest judicial traditions of the role of the Auditor-General government, and the public has been misled by this govern-
as an independent officer of this parliament. ment. We have seen documents shredded; we have seen

Let us face facts. Yesterday we saw an attack on thearliamentary committees not only abused but deliberately
Auditor-General; we saw several members opposite attack thaisled; we have seen the parliament misled; we have seen the
Auditor-General. Whenever the independent umpire findgabinet misled.
against a member of this government, its first resortis notto  This Auditor-General has taken the difficult step of not
deal with the issue but to attack the independent umpire. dnly reporting the truth but also speaking out against conflicts
think it is vitally important that this parliament expresses itsof interest and about conflicts of duty. | think it is important
confidence in and support of the integrity and expertise of théor us all, regardless of party, to put the people of this state
Auditor-General, Ken MacPherson. and the parliament of this state first. We can do so in no

This report, which has taken several years to complete, isetter way than by supporting a motion of confidence in the
one of the most thorough studies | have seen. It goes to thguditor-General. He is responsible for leading the charge to
heart of government. It talks about cover-ups; it talks aboutlean up what is rotten about this government. He has spoken
the destruction of documents; and it reveals that ministersut without fear or favour. He deserves the support of every
gave evidence against ministers. Indeed, it appears thgingle member of parliament who believes in the integrity of
Minister Evans was one who essentially did the right thingparliament and who believes that government should be
in turning Queen’s evidence against his ministerial col-honest.
leagues.

But it also goes to the heart of what we as a parliament Mr FOLEY (Hart): | am not surprised that not one
want. Ultimately, we have appointed the officer of the member of the government has chosen to speak. | will speak
Auditor-General with bipartisan support to conduct himselfbriefly and, as shadow treasurer, it is important that | make
in a non-partisan way. That is the job we have asked him teome comments. First, the office of the Auditor-General and
do. He is to do so without fear or favour. He is not the headhe person who currently occupies that office deserve the
of a government department who is politically appointed andinqualified support of this parliament at all times and, in this
reports only to a minister. His job is not to report to thecase, there has never been a more pressing time for this
government or to the opposition but to be the independergarliament to express that support. Since 1993 a number of
officer who reports to us all. He is the defender of thevery important inquiries have been undertaken by this
integrity of the system. He is the person who is supposed tduditor-General that go to the heart of good governance and
go into government departments and conduct inquirie$o the heart of the conduct of this government.
without fear or favour—and he has done so. | think we need As the leader pointed out, we can go back to the early to
not only to support the Auditor-General but also to expressmid 90s and the water inquiry in this state—a very sad day
in the clearest possible terms, by a vote of every singlén public administration in this state. The Auditor-General
member of this parliament, that he has done the right thingad to make some quite damning findings about the conduct
by telling the truth. And that is the problem. If this govern- of government during that process. Through the sale of the
ment has a choice between a cover-up or telling the trutlETSA generating, distribution and transmission assets, the
time and again it has chosen the cover-up. Auditor-General tabled in this House numerous reports which

What we have seen in the report published yesterday goggere, in varying degrees, often critical of the government. We
to the very essence of what is wrong with this governmentsaw the quite unprecedented move where a parliamentary
This is a government that does not believe in ministeriakelect committee was established to enable the Auditor-
responsibility. This is a government that does not believe ifseneral to articulate his concerns about this government’s
the accountability of ministers to parliament. This is aconduct in the leasing and the sale of ETSA—never done
government that prefers to cover up rather than own up. Thditefore, unprecedented.
is what happens: it only ever owns up when it is totally It demonstrated his concern about the way in which this
caught out. There have been lies after lies told about thigovernment is operating. He virtually pleaded for the
whole process—first the water deal, and now the Hindmarsbpportunity to have a voice and a forum in which he could
stadium. There could be no more poignant symbol of whaaddress directly, with members of parliament, his concerns
is wrong with this government. about the sale and lease of ETSA. What reaction did we have

Here is a government that told us that the Hindmarsbirom government? We saw the Treasurer of this state, a
Soccer Stadium would cost $6.5 million. It ended up costingninister of this government (and no minister has a closer
$41 million. That $41 million could have funded 40 000 relationship with the Auditor-General than the Treasurer of
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South Australia), criticise and attack our state’s Auditor-right to the top of the tree, and that is the Premier, because it
General. When the Treasurer of this state stoops so low thatas the Premier who also told us that we had to build stage
he has to attack and vilify the Auditor-General that is, no2 in order to secure the Olympic soccer tournament. Labor
doubt, the first of many attacks that lead to a loss of confiknew from day one that that was a lie, and yesterday it was
dence by some in the office of the Auditor-General. proven when the independent financial watchdog released his
I will never forget the audacity of the Treasurer in 600 page report, not only about that but also about the
accusing Ken MacPherson, the state’s Auditor-General, wheprocesses and the accountability that were not putin place by
he released one of the reports on his inquiry into the lease d¢fiis government.
ETSA and the generating assets. The Treasurer said of our This goes right to the core of good public policy. This
state’s Auditor-General that he did not live in the realgoes right to the core of good government and it stops right
world—this from a politician who, | do not think, has ever atthe Premier, and the Premier should take responsibility. We
worked a day in the real world, having been a professionahave no choice but to support this motion—no choice
political staffer, a political operative and a member ofwhatsoever. We have been waiting for this report. We were
parliament for most of his working life—but that is another told by the government that there would be nothing in the
story. Again, one of the highest office holders in thisreport that would find this government wanting with respect
government attacks the Auditor-General because the Auditote the building of the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium. Little did
General simply did his job. we know that every page of a 600 page report was quite the
All members on this side of the House and all member§Pposite—not just parts of the report but every page of the
opposite know the amount of discussion about the role of th600 page report finds this government guilty with respect to
Auditor-General that has occurred behind the scenes. It hde Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium.
been quite destabilising, or at least the efforts of many Itfinds the Premier guilty; it finds the Treasurer guilty; it
members opposite have been an attempt to destabilise tfigds the Minister for Tourism guilty; it finds the former
office of the Auditor-General of this state. Yesterday we sawPeputy Premier guilty, and the list goes on. The government
the nearly 600 page report of the Auditor-General on thégnored all the processes of good government. It ignored all
Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium. It is a damning report, much othe accountability processes that any good government must
which has already been covered and much of which will bgo through. Ministers of the Crown, parliamentary secretaries
covered in the days, weeks and months ahead. | want @nd the Premier of the state have all been found wanting in
highlight the reaction yesterday from a minister of the Crownthis report. One has to look only at the first chapter, the
and | will paraphrase the minister. In response, the minister—summary, the first 34 pages, because it sets out a clear case.
a minister of this Premier’s government—said of the Auditor- We have no choice but to accept this motion. We need to

General: express confidence in the Auditor-General. If we do not do
I believe that he is seriously mistaken. His criticism is misdirect->© W& will be_ agreater Iauthng_stock th_an We are already as
ed and, in my case, he is just plain wrong. aresult of this government’s action and inactivity in terms of

the right procedures with regard to running good government.

Fora minister of this government, who has been found guilty g 1,5y conflicts of interest; we have assertions supported
of recklessness, incompetence and a deliberate and deceit, evidence given to the Auditor-General, Clearly, he did not

act, to attack the Auditor-General plunges this parliamen elieve information given to him by the member for Bragg

this government, to new lows. Itis incumbent today upon al bout the shredding of documents. He could not rely on the

members to reafflrm our unanimous and total support for th%hronology of events that had been put before him as a result
office of the Auditor-General. If one member of this House f the shredding of these documents

chooses not to support this motion we will have a crisis of’ . . - . .
; ; X . The Auditor-General simply did not believe the evidence
confidence in the office of the Auditor-General. | plead to aIIthe member for Bragg put before him. This document

mﬁgtﬁrs gfrtq[ﬁ\ilse mg:i%?]t' ﬁnrgut(s)t ?)"e ISr?aer?i?r?gfsms that the<¥ontains it all. This document proves what Labor has been

P L ’ saying about the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium and about the

If one member of this House chooses not to support thg,cy of processes and accountability by this government in
Auditor-General, that therefore is a crisis of confidence inpq building of the stadium. It also proves, once and for all

this state’s official independent watchdog; and this will bé g4t the government's assertion that it had to build stage 2 in

further crisis of confidence in this discredited government, . qer to secure the Olympic soccer tournament was nothing

and, unfortunately, in the inappropriate actions taken by it., ;t 4 lie. and it stops fight at the Premier.

Mr WRIGHT (Lee): | will also speak briefly. This Mr De LAINE (Price): | support the motion and point out
motion has been two years in the waiting. We were told timgnat the Auditor-General has been appointed by this parlia-
and again by the government that everything with regard tghent to oversee processes of government, whether it be this
the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium was squeaky clean. We Wefesent government or future Labor governments. That is his
told that we had to build stage 2 because, without doing SGob. | believe that he does the job well. In my view the
SOCOG would not give the approval for Adelaide to host thesyigence that he has put forward in the report is irrefutable
Olympic soccer tournament. That really was the linchpin ofyng in order to maintain accountability and transparency,

the government's argument. That argument was shreddeghich are very important to any state and any government,
yesterday. When the Auditor-General released his repojtsypport the Auditor-General in this case.

yesterday it was there for all to see that that was never a petion carried.
requirement of SOCOG. This issue goes right to the heart of
government. HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM
It does not stop with the Minister for Tourism; it does not
stop with the member for Bragg; and it does not stop with the TheHon. J. HALL (Minister for Tourism): | seek leave
Treasurer: it goes right to the heart of government; it goeto make a ministerial statement.
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Leave granted. | am pleased to be associated with soccer in this state and very

TheHon. J. HALL: This is a strange statement for me Proudly with my new job as Soccer Ambassador for South Australia.
to make today in view of the three quotes in the Auditor-By that declaration | satisfied the requirement of Australian
General's Report—that my ‘integrity is not the issue’, that ‘| parliaments and the parliament of Westminster. For my part,
accept Mrs Hall's submission that she acted in good faith’] am comfortable in my compliance with the rules of my
and he repeated, ‘I accept Mrs Hall's submission that shpeers in those parliaments and this parliament of South
acted in good faith.’ The report on the Hindmarsh stadium iAustralia. Further to the point, | read from page 514 of the
a story about the Auditor-General’s venture into politics andeport which says:
his fabric of accusations and opinions that would never s Hall has submitted that she made complete disclosure of her

withstand— interest in soccer and her position as Ambassador for Soccer was
Members interjecting: well known. Despite her submission Mrs Hall did not make proper

. P ; disclosure of the potential for conflict at any point in time. She did
The SPEAKER: Order! This is an important statement. not do so because she did not recognise the potential for conflict until

I ask members to respect it in silence so that we can hear ieptember 1999. Indeed, Mrs Hall denied the existence of any
TheHon. J. HALL: —and his accusations and opinions potential or actual conflict by reason of her position as Ambassador

that would never withstand the test of a court of law. Thefor Soccer. In my opinion—

Auditor-General's main accusation about me is that | had and we are talking about the Auditor-General—

conflict of Interest because | was the Ambassador for Soccefoper disclosure of a potential or actual conflict of interest requires
and proud of it. Let me tell you about the Auditor-Generaliull disclosure of the specific interest and informed consent. Both the
and me. Toward the end of 1997 the Premier advised me théisclosure and consent must be formally documented. Consent is

the Auditor-General would phone me to discuss issues raiséply informed when the full ramifications of the potential or actual
conflicts are made apparent. This did not occur in the case of Mrs

in_his annual report, including the role of parliamentaryij,s involvement in the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium redevelopment
secretaries. He duly rang and our conversation ranged ovfoject.

several topics of mutual interest. We discussed my appoiniyy jegal advisers are highly critical of this reference and
ment as Minister for Employment and Youth and how thafingicate that it did not represent mainstream views of either
would be a different role and workload from that of a yarjiamentary or legal procedures. What a fatuous claim he
parliamentary secretary. makes when he states that | did not recognise the potential of

| then asked him if he thought | had any difficulty with ¢onfiict of interest when in fact | had asked for his opinion
conflict of interest, given my role as Ambassador for Soccelys it as | have described. in 1997,

I asked him if I should resign as Ambassador for Soccer. He |, very simple terms this report in reference to me is either

said, ‘No, that would not be necessary.’ | relied on that replyy incompetent nonsense or a political vendetta or, at worst,
I now pay the price for believing him then. I did not know in it js hoth. One of the early casualties of the stadium contro-
late 1997 that his word would not pass a reliability test inyesy and its costs is the truth. Last night's news reported that
2001. Its use-by date is less than four years. The Auditorme piow out of the stadium costs was 400 per cent. Such false
General misled me. His turnaround since 1997 is of 1eS§|aims as this widely spread across the media make it very
concern than his fundamental error in his claims aboufjiticylt for truth to survive. The Auditor-General has no
conflict of interest. He reveals his ignorance or wilful othority to make the policy decision about the scope of the

disregard of the relevant standing orders of parliaments afia4iym development. Uncharacteristically he admits this on
Australia and the parliament of Westminster. gage 11 of Part 1 and he says:

The South Australian House of Assembly standing order The policy decision to redevelop the Hindmarsh Stadium for the

have one reference to this, No. 321, which states: purpose of promoting soccer in South Australia cannot itself be
A member may not sit on a committee if that member has a direcsubject to criticism, nor can the policy decision to pursue the
pecuniary interest in the inquiry before that committee. opportunity to host preliminary matches of the 2000 Olympic

I had no pecuniary interest and the committees on which 'I:OOtbaII Tournament.

served were not parliamentary committees. In addition, | refelt i therefore dishonest for anyone to claim the building of

to chapter 10 of a book entitiddembers of Parliament—Law Stage 2isa blow out cost of stage 1. They were quite separate

and Ethicsaritten by Associate Professor of Law at the Bond@nd considered government decisions.

University, Mr Gerard Carney. In one of the most current and_ N relation to the construction of stages 1 and 2, these

up-to-date works on this subject, he states: figures set out in the report (tabl_e 4 on page 537) show
This chapter examines the nature of these conflicts of interest an%zs'685 million as the budget estimate of costs, compared

then considers the two most prevalent mechanisms to deal with therith the actual cost of $26.233 million—an overrun in
ad hoc disclosure and the register of interests. constructions costs of $548 000 or 2.1 per cent ahead of

Mr Carney goes on to say on pages 354 and 355: b“qr%et- i further. the Auditor-G |
The 1974 resolution of the House of Commons refers only ta en, to complicate matters further, the Auditor-Genera

pecuniary interests, as do the standing orders of most of thiflated the final total by placing the costs of staging the
Australian state parliaments and the codes of conduct of New Sou®@lympic Football Tournament in the same bracket as the
Wales and Tasmania. The notable exception is the statutoryuildings. That is an addition of $5.7 million that he appar-
requirement in Victoria to declare not only any direct pecuniaryently wants the public to believe are part of the construction

interests but also any other material interest, whether of a pecuniar . , i
nature o not. Non-pecuniary interests cover personal interests whiPSts- The Auditor-General's reference to $41 million to the

arise in assisting or promoting the interests of a relative or friend ofedevelopment cost shorn of this ploy would be
interests of an organisation in association such as a sporting, culturgB5.29 million.

or charitable body, of which the member of parliamentis amember. On gnother front, for some reason he has concealed the
So Victoria wants more than a declaration of pecuniaryeal conflict of interest of one of his informants, who was one
interests. It requires declaration of an interest in a sportingf my accusers and an unsuccessful tenderer for a significant
body. This is an extract from a speech | made in thepart of the stadium’s construction. But enough of the Auditor-
Assembly on 15 February 1996: General's involvement. The Labor Party has spread destruc-
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tive criticism and untruths about this project for years. Their Mr LEWIS: This is a simple bill. By way of explanation
actions centred on supporting it in the House and undermirfor members, it simply provides the means by which it will
ing it in the media. | have nothing but disdain for thosebe possible for South Australians themselves to have a say at
opposite who have spread innuendo and untruths to furthéne next election in whether or not they want to retain poker

their political agendas. machines in various venues and, in the process of doing so,
Members interjecting: also state whether they wish to have the amount which can
The SPEAKER: Order! be bet over time restricted so that it does not exceed more

TheHon. J. HALL: Their actions have been destructive than they would normally pay for the same amount of
to the game of soccer. The facts are that the Labor Pargntertainment for two and three hours, whether at a football
opposes the very basis of the developments of this govermaatch, a film or anything else.
ment and those | have personally been associated with. Only The SPEAKER: Order! | ask the member for Colton to
yesterday, the member for Florey said that she had seen margmove the banner.
areas of overspending in this government, including the wine  Mr LEWIS: In moving this measure, | do not wish to go
centre, the Holdfast Shores development and the Conventigito the merits of the arguments for or against any of the
Centre. She has no concept of the acknowledged economigiestions to be put at the next state election but simply say
benefits these investments will generate for our state. Th® all members that this is a conscience issue. This is an issue
business of politics is nothing without numbers, and theof great torment in the minds of the majority of the people of
government— this state. They should be allowed to have a say. What could

Members interjecting: be more democratic than that?

The SPEAKER: Order! | am sorry to interrupt the When we take on a conscience issue, we do so without the
minister. | remind members that this is the appropriate forungonstraints of political parties imposing their will upon us as
for a member of this place to respond to the Auditor-members. It enables us clearly and openly to judge what we
General's Report; in fact, it is the only place in which theypelieve to be in the public interest. However, that has not
can do so. | would ask members to respect the fact that, likglways been free of political manipulation. | have heard
any other member, this member has the opportunity t®ehind the hands of one member threats being made to others
respond in silence. If members want to take that away fromabout the consequences of their not supporting one side or
her, the chair will react to it. another on a conscience issue, and | have known that the

TheHon.J.HALL: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The publicinterest has not been served then, because that has not
business of politics is nothing without numbers, and theneen disclosed in the course of debate. No; | do not want to
government does not have a majority in its own right. | will go down that path other than to put on the record my belief
not put the government at risk with a vote of no confidencehat on these questions we can all absolve ourselves of the
in the hands of the Independents, who may vote against ugeed to do that or be subjected to it ever again by allowing
and | will not see the government defeated by the lies thathe people of South Australia to have a say. | repeat: what
have been spread about Hindmarsh. could be more democratic than that?

I have immense satisfaction and pride in the growth of our |t will cost peanuts to do it, because we can do it concur-
state’s tourism and convention industry, and | sincerelyently with the next state election and not incur the costs of
commend and thank all those people who have worked s@e preparation of rolls, the employment of staff on a separate
cooperatively, professionally and enthusiastically to achievglay and the preparation of ballot papers. Surely it is the ideal
the record breaking success in activity that we are seeing igpportunity at this point in the development of our history to
this state. | would particularly like to thank the Premier andgo ahead and allow the people of South Australia to have a
my colleagues for their support and for their good sense ofay on a question upon which they are most determined they
humour. should be entitled to have a say—those of them who are

I believe the government deserves to be, and will begarers, those of them who have been afflicted, those of them
returned at the next state election, and | say with deliberat@gho have investments and those of them who simply have a
intent that | will actively work for that goal. It is my judg- view about the desirability or otherwise of the form—if
ment, in the circumstances created by the Auditor-Generahny—that gaming machines ought to take in our society.
that it is the appropriate action for me to take today. I have | do not go to the merit of those arguments—and,
my resignation in hand and | am now about to stroll over andyr Speaker, | urge you to prevent other members from doing
give it to the Premier. likewise—but merely to stick to the substance of the bill

before us to come to a conclusion about whether or not we

REFERENDUM (GAMING MACHINES) BILL believe the public of South Australia ought to be allowed to
have a referendum put to them on issues which are regarded
as conscience issues, in particular, on this one. It is very
electors relating to gaming machines. Read a first time simple. It has been circulated to members, the clauses are self

) " explanatory and | urge members to see its swift passage

Mr LE.Wl.S: | move: ) through to its final implementation at the next state election.
That this bill be now read a second time, and that so much of

?(gérlt?l?/\i/ﬂﬁ.orders be suspended as would enable it to pass all stagesMr WRIGHT (Lee): | move:
The SPEAKER: | have counted the House and, as an  'hatthe debate be adjourned.

absolute majority of the whole number of members is present, Mr LEWIS: Sir, at the time of the second reading the

| put the motion for suspension. For the guestion say ayd;louse agreed that it would pass all stages forthwith. | had

against no. As there is no negative voice, the motion for thetanding orders suspended to do that, and the House agreed.

suspension of standing orders is accepted. The SPEAKER: The chair is of the view that the form of
Motion carried. words that was used by the member did not totally commit

Mr LEWIS(Hammond) obtained leave and introduced
a bill for an act to provide for the holding of a referendum of
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the House to attempt an adjournment motion as is beingerson develops such a disease and dies before their claim is
attempted at the moment by the member for Lee. The matteesolved, they lose the right to claim for non-economic loss,
would then be tested by the House. The honourable membérat is, a claim for pain and suffering. That is the critical
had put only a permissive motion to allow the matter tocomponent of this very simple and practical bill.

proceed, but the House has the power to attempt to move an The way the current legislation exists, if litigation has
adjournment, which motion would then be tested by aommenced but the applicant passes away before it has been

division and then the will of the House would ultimately completed, that individual is not able to have that case
prevall. The motion now before the chair is that the debate bsroceeded with on their behalf for the non-economic loss.

adjourned. That is an absurdity. There is clearly no justice, equity or
The House divided on the motion: fairness in a system such as this when we are talking about
While the division was being held: a totally unique disease of this nature. This puts enormous
The SPEAKER: Order! There being one member for the pressure on the sick and the dying plaintiffs to press ahead as

noes, the matter is resolved in the affirmative. quickly as possible with their litigation, the pressure of which
Motion carried. may greatly increase the plaintiff's distress. Sometimes they

may succeed in doing that, and sometimes they may not. It
SURVIVAL OF CAUSES OF ACTION (DUST- is simply a lottery: sometimes it may happen, and sometimes

RELATED CONDITIONS) AMENDMENT BILL it may not work.

We really must define what we are talking about here.
Once these diseases become apparent, they often lead to death
Mr WRIGHT (Lee): | move: within 12 or 18 months, gnd .so_njetimes the time is ever
That this bill be now read a second time. shorter. Litigation regarding liability for these dlsea§es is

This is a very simple and practical bill. From the outset Ioften Very complex, be.C‘?‘Uﬁ"e of the hature of the cla!m and
might say that | am very proud to take carriage of this bill onOW 0ng it was before it first occurred. This can make it very
behalf of the opposition but sad that we do not already havgomplex. The person ;uffermg f_rom the disease may have
this as part of our statutes. Good government and goo‘ﬁorked in several locations fordﬁft_arent employers Ieadlng
leadership would have had this on our statutes well and trulig lengthy argument about who is liable. As a result of this,

i

before now. Itis a sad day, an indictment on this governmen ere is a high risk that a plaintiff may die before action is
that it is noi part of ourstétutes nalised. This bill does deserve the support of us all. It

We should acknowledge the good work of the Hon. Nickcertalnly deserves our support so that we can ensure that a

L - -_wrong is righted. We must make sure of that.

Xenophon in bringing it to our attention. In some form, this

bill has been around since July 2000, and the government has One of the arguments that may well sadly and unfortunate-
deliberately gone about its business to protract this matter 3% 0@ peddled by the government today is that the Attorney-
that we would not get to debate it. This is a very importantGe”eral has a bill of his own in the Legislative C(_)un(:ll. The
bill, which, as | have said, is a very simple and practical oneAttorney-General deserves not one scrap of credit for the way
and itis a just bill. It should have been debated a long tim&€ has handled this issue, not only with regard to the current
ago. There can be no reason not to debate it and vote on tHl; but the way he has deliberately dragged out consideration
bill today, because it has been in the Legislative Council fof! the bills that the Hon. Nick Xenophon has put before the
so long. Ultimately it has reached us, and it would take-€dislative Council so that they were not debated, dealt with
members just two minutes to condense the contents of tH Proceeded with to the stage that they could be voted on'is
bill. an absolute indictment on him and his government. Let us not

The purpose of this bill is to ensure that, if legal action ha’EII for the three card trick that the Attorney currently has a

Second reading.

started for compensation for non-economic loss (that is, pai !II m_the Legislative C(_)uncﬂ c_ieallng with this issue, becaus_e
and suffering) caused by an asbestos related disease, it bill goes nowhere in solving the problem before us. His
continue. That is the nature, heart and principle of this bill Pill provides that, if the claimant can show an unreasonable
and anyone with any heart would support this bill as a venf€lay in the process, then the claimant can continue with that
just cause. Why we are languishing behind both New Soutgla'_m_ beyond the person’s passing away. What is the
Wales and Victoria and having this as a part of our statute@€finition of an unreasonable delay? How do you prove an
is well and truly beyond me. The government should hav&/nreasonable delay? How do you define an unreasonable
attended to this bill in July 2000 when the Hon. Nick d€lay?
Xenophon brought it to the Legislative Council. It really  After 18 months of this bill being already delayed, this bill
should have brought it to the attention of the chamber itselfs nothing but a knee-jerk reaction to delay it even further, to
because that is what good government is about_showin@ke this government through to the next election so that it
leadership. does not have to proceed with the bill we have before us. The
The reason why a bill of this nature is so critical is theAttorney-General’s bill simply confuses the matter and will
unique nature of the disease, which makes this so importaffolong litigation and the stress of families of victims.
and so critical. If action has started for non-economic loss, iEurther than that, it will also create more work for lawyers
can continue if the app”cant unfortunate|y happens to pag%ﬂd more distress for families. The Attorney’s bill should be
away. Sadly that is quite often the case. As | have alreadgismissed for what itis—nothing but a stunt. It has no merit,
said, this will put us in line with New South Wales and no content and is illogical. It is as simple as that.
Victoria. | will share with the House today an example that will
This bill seeks to remedy a great injustice relating to thoselearly demonstrate how the Attorney-General’s bill fails and
individuals in our community who suffer from diseasesfails completely. | will read an individual case, and | have the
caused by dust, particularly the worst form of dust diseasggermission of the family to do so. It will demonstrate how the
mesothelioma. The current legal position is such that, if &ttorney-General’s bill cannot solve this problem. | quote:
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Mr Allan Kelly was born on 12 January 1927. At the age of 16 hepractical bill and it deserves our support. | commend the Hon.
commenced an apprenticeship as a motor mechanic with the Souffick Xenophon for his good work. | also commend the
Australian Railways. . On 19July 2000, Mr Kelly went with his i ot ; ;
wife of 53 years to investigate a holiday. He noticed he was short O,fb\sbestos_ V|ct_|ms Assoc!at!on for its great WO”;] out 'T the
breath. He went to see his local doctor who carried out som&ommunity with all the victims who now have that pole to
investigations. The investigations revealed a right pleural effusionform around—and | am delighted that some of the victims

Mr Kelly was referred to a respiratory physician. A number of testshave joined us in the gallery today. We have no choice but to
were carried out including X-rays, CT scans and blood tests. F'“'%upport a bill of this nature
was drained from his lung. Mr Kelly’s condition continued to ’
deteriorate. On 7 September 2001 he was admitted to the Royal N .
Adelaide Hospital as a result of increasing shortness of breath. x- Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): This is a very serious
rays showed that the pleural effusion had increased. Mr Kelly wagnatter and one which compels the attention of the House. |
given oxygen to help him breathe. Mr Kelly underwent further testsam concerned, and | know that the government is concerned,
including biopsies. A diagnosis of mesothelioma was confirmed ojn 4t we achieve an outcome for people here. As my friend
28 September 2001. ) ! . T

. opposite has pointed out, families and individuals have
Mr Kelly contacted solicitors on 18 September 2001, andsyffered enormously as a consequence of this disease, and we
proceedings were commenced on his behalf that day suingeed to achieve an outcome which handles the concerns of
Wallaby Grip Limited. MrKelly's proceedings were those families but which has no unintended consequence that
commenced in the Dust Diseases Tribunal of New Southnight cause others to suffer.

Wales. Expedition was sought and granted. MrKelly's | am disappointed that the honourable member, in
condition continued to deteriorate. On 28 September 200}ptroducing the bill, has spent so much of his address
his solicitor was advised that Mr Kelly had days to live. His attacking the government and the Attorney-General's bill in
maiter was listed for directions in the Dust Diseases Tribunanother place rather than addressing the substance of the bill,
at4 p.m. on Friday 28 September 2001. because | think it is the substance of the bill and of the matter
The matter was listed for hearing at Mr Kelly’s home onthat compels our attention. Let us achieve an outcome for
Saturday 29 September 2001. Atthe hearing, the affidavit 9beople, not just score political points or try to get our name
Mr Kelly was tendered and Mrs Kelly gave evidence. Thein the paper. Let us achieve an outcome that relieves the
defendant then requested some time in order to obtaiguffering and helps the families who are victims of this
instructions. It wished to have the matter adjourned untiterriple condition.
Wednesday 3 October 2001. His Honour Judge O'Meally  As the honourable member has mentioned, the Attorney-
would not grant the adjournment to Wednesday. Howevelgeneral has introduced a bill in another place. One of the
he stood the matter over until 10 a.m. on Monday 1 Octobeghallenges of being in government is that you have to be
2001, which was a public holiday in New South Wales.responsible, but you have to introduce legislation which is
Mr Kglly’s solicitor attempted to contact Mr Kelly on the fair to everyone, not legislation which simply grabs a
morning of 1 October 2001. There was no answer at higeadline or appears to solve problems but does not, in fact,
home. His solicitor spoke to the district nurse, who confirmedjeal with them. The government, therefore, has some
that she had seen Mr Kelly on Sunday and that he was stiloncerns about this bill, which it seeks to rectify in the bill
alive. introduced in the other place. It has concerns about this bill
The matter proceeded to judgment, and a verdict wagot because of any lack of sympathy for people who suffer
handed down in Mr Kelly’s favour. Mr Kelly was awarded dust-related conditions and their families, but because it
the sum of $140 000, plus costs and disbursements. This sugnsiders that the bill lacks a proper foundation in principle
was made up of $125 000 in relation to pain and sufferingand treats people in analogous situations differently without
$5 000 in relation to loss of expectation of life; $5 000 in good reason.
relation to past and future out-of-pocket expenses; and $5 000 There are so many tragic, painful and disastrous diseases
in relation to the commercial cost of gratuitous care. from which people suffer, and so many families are torn apart
On Tuesday 2 October 2001, Mrs Kelly telephoned theand are in anguish as a consequence of those sufferings other
solicitor and informed him that Mr Kelly had died late on than those caused by these dust-related diseases. It is, again,
Sunday 30 September 2001. As the law presently stands imintended consequences of which governments must be
South Australia, the judgment of the tribunal is therefore nulimindful when introducing legislation such as is proposed.
and void, except for $10 000 in relation to out-of-pocket The government acknowledges that the law currently
expenses. encourages delay by defendants and their insurers in cases in
This is a clear-cut example of the way in which the currentwhich they think the plaintiff might die in the near future,
law works in South Australia, where Mr Kelly and his family because the death of the plaintiff will relieve them of liability
would have missed out because of our existing legislatiorto pay damages for non-economic loss. That is accepted. As
But they also would have missed out under the bill puti mentioned, the government has introduced a bill in the other
forward by the Attorney-General because, in the situation thaslace to address this. The government bill is of general
| have outlined, they would not have been able to show thadpplication in that it is not limited to cases in which the
it was a situation where there was an unreasonable delgylaintiff suffers from this particular type of iliness.
They could not have proved it: it just did not exist. So, the  The title of the government bill is the Law Reform (Delay
Attorney-General’s bill is completely flawed. in Resolution of Personal Injury Claims) Bill 2001. The
We cannot allow people who have been exposed tgovernment bill will make defendants and those who control
asbestos from contracting mesothelioma or other asbestase defence liable for a new form of statutory damages in
related conditions to miss out. We can do something abowtertain circumstances—and | will refer to them as ‘delay
it to ensure that they are justly compensated for the wrongslamages’. Some insurers apparently regard it as appropriate
The Hon. Nick Xenophon has done this parliament, and abusiness practice to delay proceedings when they know that
the victims, a great service by bringing a bill of this nature,the claimant is at risk of dying before his or her claim for
quality and expertise before us. It is a simple bill, it is apersonal injuries is resolved. The government does not. The
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bill would provide that, if a claimant dies before his or her  These matters have been referred to by the editdraw§
claim is resolved, and it is found that the defendants or othesf Australia a publication which is continuously updated and
persons who had authority to defend the claim unreasonablyhich in volume 33.10, at paragraph 49, talks about the
delayed the resolution of the claim, knowing, or in circum-Queensland, South Australian and Western Australian legal
stances in which they ought to have known, that the plaintiffaspects; and by Harold Luntz, an eminent lawyer on the topic
was, because of advanced age, illness or injury, at risk adf damages, in the 1990 edition of his wokksessment of
dying before the resolution of the claim, the court or tribunalDamages for Personal Injury and Deatt page 381. The
may award legal damages. Hon. S.W. Jeffries, when introducing the Survival of Causes

The question of whether there have been unreasonab® Actions Act 1940, also refers to the matter.
delays is to be determined in the context of the proceedings The Hon. Nick Xenophon argues that it is appropriate to
as a whole. In determining the amount of delay damages tehact a law that treats the creditors and beneficiaries of the
be awarded, the court or tribunal is to have regard to (a) théeceased plaintiffs and defendants differently on the basis of
need to ensure that the person in default does not benefit frofie nature of the illness suffered, because he says it is
the unreasonable delay; (b) the need to punish the person@gtimated that there will be in excess of 50 000 asbestos
default for the unreasonable delay; and (c) any other relevaggused malignancies in Australia. The government takes the
factors. Because of the restitutionary and punitive purposedew that there are many people suffering a range of ilinesses
of the damages, it is to be expected that they will generallynd that they, too, need to be considered within the context
be at least as much as the damages that the defendant wo@fdwhatever legislative action this parliament takes. It has
have had to pay for non-economic loss. However, because 8fen suggested that the bill will put an end to death bed
the no-fault nature of liability for workers’ compensation, thehearings. The bill will not eliminate death bed hearings,
liability of the employer or of WorkCover for delay damages because the evidence of the plaintiff will nearly always be
is limited to an amount equivalent to the compensation fonecessary in any event.
non-economic loss to which the deceased worker would have Time expired.
been entitled.

Delay damages will be paid to the dependants or the estate
with preference to dependants. Dependants are defined to }
the people who could bring an action under the wrongfull;ﬁ:gggélczﬁ'lg:gtiiSON (Bragg): | seek leave to make
death provisions of the Wrongs Act 1936. A claim for delay P P )
damages can be brought within three years of the deceased Leave granted. o .
claimant's death. If the claimant had commenced proceeding{}s1 TheHon. G.A. INGERSON: | rise to advise the House
in a court or tribunal, the rules would allow for the personal’. at at about 2'1_5 p.m. yesterday_ | gave my written resigna-
representatives of the deceased claimant to apply to add tH@n to the Premier. | thought that it was only reasonable that
claim for delay damages to the existing proceedings. I'should inform the House accordingly today. At a later time

. . ... today during the grievance debate, which is the only oppor-
Itis the government’s view that the government’s bill will y 9 9 Y opp

tunity | have as a backbencher, | would like to make a few

fix the wrong and solve the problem with which the Housec?mments in relation to the report,

is faced, without causing the unintended consequences tha
this bill risks. We also believe that the government billisa g rv|VAL OF CAUSES OF ACTION (DUST-

fairer bill. As | mentioned, the government has concerns
about the bill before us today put forward, it would seem, by RELATED CONDITIONS) AMENDMENT BILL

the Independent, Mr Xenophon, in the other place and the agjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motion).
opposition. There are two main causes of concern. The first
concernis that it is inconsistent with the compensatory nature Mr CLARKE (Ross Smith): | will not use all my
of and rationale for damages for non-economic loss. Thao minutes because | think the explanations given by the
second is that it is discriminatory. | will refer to the secondmember for Lee are more than adequate. But, in particular,
concern later. | draw members’ attention to the speech made in the Legisla-
As | have already said, damages for non-economic loss atéye Council by the Hon. Nick Xenophon on 11 October
awarded as some form of solace to the injured or sick plaintif2000. | will not refer to that speech today but | certainly
for the pain and suffering he or she has suffered or will suffecommend the Hon. Nick Xenophon for the effort and research
in the future; for loss of bodily or mental function; and for the that has gone into the bill which he introduced in the other
curtailment of his or her life expectation. They are intendedlace and which is now before us. They are compelling
to somehow make up for the fact that the plaintiff's enjoy-arguments which no member with a heart in this place would
ment of life has been diminished. Damages for financial losgefute.
and expenses that diminish the plaintiff's wealth are assessed State parliament, and this state parliament in particular, if
separately and are paid to the estate under the Survival dfexists at all for any reason, exists only to do justice to our
Causes of Action Act 1940 if the plaintiff has died. As people. In this matter, justice cannot be given to a small
damages for non-economic loss are not paid to compensageoup of people because of our laws. Our whole judicial
for the diminution of the plaintiff's wealth, for losses to the system has been set up to provide for justice for people, but
estate, or for losses or grief suffered by relatives, they wouldur courts, not even our Supreme Court or the High Court of
constitute a windfall to the creditors and beneficiaries of théAustralia, can give justice to this small group of workers and
estate. It seems to have been overlooked by some people thlagir families where the workers have contracted dreadful
the law already gives relatives a right to damages in their owdiseases related to asbestos or exposure to asbestos in their
right if they suffer loss as a result of the death of a membeworking life. Only we in this parliament, by passing a law
of their family and the death was caused by the wrongful acthat will provide for this, can give justice to these victims of
of another person. a deadly injury, a terminal iliness.

INGERSON, Hon. G.A.
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Only we in this place can give them justice by passing this MsWHITE (Taylor): | strongly support and commend
law which is before us so that, in the event that victims ofthis bill to the House, and | commend those who have been
asbestos related diseases die before their claim is finalisegkotagonists in bringing forward the measures in this bill—it
the claim can still be assessed for non-economic loss arid sorely needed. | would like to comment briefly on a very
their widows and other members of their families can bemean government that has a mean approach to people in this
beneficiaries of any awards made to them. Only the 48&tate generally, particularly with respect to this group of
members in this House can give those people that justice. pteople. We had the member for Waite, representing the
is not as if the victims and their families with whom we are government views, standing up for his minister and reading
dealing in this legislation do not suffer from a work relatedthe prepared rebuttal about why we should not even consider
injury. this bill today in the way in which we intend—an admission

We are not conferring any greater rights on these peoplffom the Liberal government spokesperson (the member for
than anyone else: we are just ensuring that their lawful claimgVaite) that the current system is flawed and does encourage
can continue even after the death of a victim of an asbestogelay so that those victims who are near death simply run out
related disease. The Attorney-General has come into thiaf time.
picture. He says that he wants a bill that deals with unreason- |t is ironic that that is exactly what the government plans
able delay; where the claims of victims of asbestos-relategby this bill: that we simply run out of time so that delay after
diseases or OtherS, if they can prove that the defendants ha{j@|ay can be imp|emented to take away from these very
acted unreasonably in delaying the matter, could proceegeserving people the justice for which we are responsible as
This matter was brought before the Legislative Council on 1Inembers representing our own constituencies. The govern-
October 2000 and it has taken the Attorney-General almoshent's approach is to say that the bill is discriminatory. If |
a year to move at a snail's pace to say, ‘Well, you can takgnderstand the argument correctly, because it is an extraordi-
an action if you can prove unreasonable delay.’ He has takefary argument, the government is saying that, because we
12 months to reach that minuscule position. cannot fix all that is wrong with the current system with this

As someone who has had some dealings with the lega@ne bill, or with any bill, we must go away and gaze at our

profession (and I do not cast aspersions on the legal profegavel for years and, because we can do that, we should not
sion), the fact is that our courts get jammed and over-workedstart at all. What utter rubbish.

Defendants and plaintiffs alike want to use the solicitors and
barristers of their choice to best argue their case and they g,

not always available to suit the health and condition of th ; : . :
o ! . . . ; anting to give away rights to the people of this state and not
victim. It is almost impossible to believe that, with the best gtog yrd peop

s o . ~>'wanting to deliver justice to people of this state but which, on
will in the world, a plaintiff could arrange the timetable of hls the other hand, can be so very cavalier when it comes to

or hgr attack team, if | can term if[ that way, anq the judge, Ir]mplementing the sorts of changes that it wants, such as
addition to any appeals that might flow, to fit around the aqting taxpayer money, blowing out budgets and that sort
health of the victim, the convenience of the doctors reports,s thing. On the one hand this government can be so very
and t_he I|ke._ . . . - cautious and mean-spirited and come up with all the argu-

Itis not trite: it is an insufferable insult to the victims of |\ ts reviews and whatnot: but. on the other hand. if it is
an .asbestos-rel?ted disease t_?hs.ay tok':hemltha': theyf shoulhnething that it really cares about, such as its own dollars
wait any more. It Is not just. This is the only place from 5,4 g|action chances, it will go full steam ahead without any

; X Pare at all, and that really encapsulates the total approach of
it by one second longer than is necessary. Let us vote for ify . very mean-spirited Liberal government.

Let us do it now and let us prove that we actually exist for
some good reason in this state.

It just belies the mean-spiritedness of this government—a
vernment that can be so very cautious in terms of not

Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): It seems—

Mr McEWEN (Gordon): People will stand here today ~ Mr Conlon interjecting:
to tell us that the present bill is flawed. The fact is that the Mr WILLIAMS. —that this bill will pass today but |
circumstances that exist at the moment are flawed and amyould like to put on the record a couple of my concerns about
move to improve it is a move in the right direction. We mustthis bill. For the benefit of the member for Elder, and his
attempt to improve the present set of circumstances and waindless interjection, | had a very personal moving experi-
must do it as a matter of urgency. If we do find that there arence quite recently. | visited my daughter in Western
some unintended consequences, we do have power in thAistralia when | was on holiday only a matter of a month
place to address that. It is better to move forward today wittago. She works in a gold mine at a place called Marvel Loch.
what we have got than to delay one more day based o8he was taking my wife and | on a tour through the mine and
potential arguments that the bill is flawed. | am not convincedve were down in the bottom of this great hole where she
that the bill is flawed. It mirrors only the bills in New South works. She said, ‘We have a chemical in here which has the
Wales and Victoria, which have not been found to be flawedame composition as asbestos, and it is the policy of the mine
in either of those jurisdictions. that we never hop out of a vehicle without putting on a face

| am also advised that it is a very narrow bill and that itmask.’ That brought home to me some of the things that we
impacts on something like five to eight people a year. lare talking about here. She is a girl of 24 and, | must admit,
understand that James Hardie has not registered any concefram time to time | feel for what might become of her health
about the bill as it now stands. It would seem that, on balancén 30 or 40 years. | ask those members opposite to remember
we should move forward with what we have got and movethat government members are not necessarily mean-spirited
forward now. If we find at a later date that there are somebout protecting people who do not need our protection.
unexpected consequences, let us deal with them at the timBeing in government entails certain responsibilities, and the
but please, do not continue to tilt at hypotheticals as agovernment wants to make sure that we have good law. An
excuse to delay something that now must be done. old legal axiom says that hard cases make bad law, and there
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are no harder cases than those associated with diseases caldeat is one aspect on which the House, in passing this bill,
by asbestos. should reflect, because this is a bad piece of legislation. The
| agree with the member for Gordon when he suggestethember for Taylor touched on this in saying that this law is
that there might be some flaws in this bill. I think there arediscriminatory against some people, which would make it a
some fundamental flaws in the legal principles on which théaw not worth going ahead with. | have some sympathy for
bill turns. Non-economic losses are those losses which oride argument she put, but | repeat the axiom | mentioned
would claim for the diminution of their quality of life. 1 also earlier about hard cases making bad law, of which this is a
have had personal experiences of those sorts of losses, buypical example. There are a lot of other cases, diseases and
will not bore the House with my other personal experiencescauses of death where the estate would not be the beneficiary
My father went through these sorts of circumstances whendf this law. Why would the parliament in its wisdom choose
saw him live through the latter period of his life suffering to pull out cases involving death related to a small number of
greatly from something for which he was never ever compencauses and make them different from the broader range of
sated. | know full well that it would have been good for him circumstances in which people find themselves from time to
if he had been compensated for that, but | believe wholeheartime? That is another reason why | say that | think this is bad
edly that | and the other benefactors of his estate had niaw.
rights to any windfall gain that might have been derived from | remind the House that dependants of a deceased person
the non-economic loss benefits which he may have gainedan claim for loss of dependency. A surviving spouse can
Unfortunately, | think the legal basis on which this bill turns claim damages for impairment and loss of consortium. In the
does not accept this principle. This bill is flawed because iAdelaideAdvertiserof 3 August this year a story appeared
suggests that if somebody has a claim for a non-economiavolving 11 widows of Victorian waterfront workers who
loss that loss can be passed onto their benefactors beyoditd from asbestos-related conditions receiving payment

their death. based on the loss of the work their husbands would have done
The member for Waite talked about thaws of Australia ~ around the home. That is what the courts mean when they talk
volume 3310, paragraph 49 which says: about loss of consortium. If the husband and wife are in

The Queensland, South Australian and Western Australiausiness together the surviving spouse can claim for past and
legislation bars the recovery of any form of non-pecuniary loss byfuture losses relating to the impairment of loss of the spouse’s
the estate. This absolute bar to recovery makes good sense. participation in the business, and a surviving spouse also can
permit recovery, tokthe estate of damages forlth's r(;‘OSt Personglaim for solacium, which is payment for grief. There are
@?ﬁg%”? 0ss lacks a compensatory rationale an represents.OBtions and opportunities for those who would be beneficiar-
That tv what it is: & windfall to th tat ies of the estate to claim for due damages. It is the windfall

at1s exactly what it Is. a windall to the estate. aspect of this piece of legislation that | find repugnant.

Mr Conlon interjecting:

Mr WILLIAMS: If the member for Elder gives me the  TheHon. M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): |
opportunity to continue my remarks, | will come to the pointrise to support the bill. I pay tribute to Nick Xenophon's
that those left behind on the death of somebody from this ogdvocacy on this issue and it is appropriate to do so. | declare,
any other disease have other parts of the law to which theyn a day when we are dealing with conflicts of interest, that
can take their grievances, and have other means of beingm a very proud patron of the Asbestos Victims Associa-
Compensated for their |OSS, which is a different loss than thﬁon_ There could not be a more just cause. | have known
non-economic loss suffered by the plaintiff in these cases.people who have died from mesothelioma and asbestosis. It

Harold Luntz, an eminent author on this topic, said:  is one of the most dreadful diseases. There is absolutely no

No money can compensate a person who is dead for the pain atpubt about the criminal complicity of a number of com-
suffering previously undergone. Damages awarded under the heaganies here in Australia and overseas in misleading their
of non-pecuniary loss merely constitute a windfall for the beneficiary,qrkers and the public about the dangers of asbestos at a time
les of the estate. _ when they knew about it.

That gets to the nub of it. No money can compensate a person \ye have seen actions over the years deliberately designed

who is dead for their personal pain and suffering. This bill istg frystrate cases so that there is no final judgment before a

New South Wales and Victoria. companies with deep pockets ensuring that there is no final
If we look further to the English jurisdiction, we see a law gutcome. In terms of the sorts of things we do and deal with

which does allow the survival of these claims beyond then this parliament, there could be no more just cause, which
death of someone in these circumstances, but it also takes in®why the Labor Party supports this bill.

account that if the beneficiaries of the estate have benefited

through a non-economic loss payment to the deceased any MrsMAYWAL D (Chaffey): Having listened carefully
further action taken by them through the courts is reduced by arguments put forward for and against the changes
the amount of their windfall. Again, Harold Luntz says:  proposed by this bill in another place and also in this place,
In England, if the beneficiaries of the estate are also entitled tb have concluded that | will support this bill in the interests
damages under Lord Campbell's act, the damages for non-pecuniagf fairness and equity and because it is the just and humane
'O.Ssd?"l‘i‘?“d%d tfl.the  psiate are $f°}th°ff against th?tllr recovery, so %§ing to do. To talk about windfalls and benefits to beneficiar-
windfall is short-lived. However, if they are not entitled to damages. ;
under Lord Campbell’s act, the beneficiaries of the estate reap tHES a_nd dependan'ts.as aresult of the date on which someone
benefit of the deceased’s suffering. This act would occur when thlies is abhorrent in itself. The fact that the luck of the draw
beneficiaries of the estate, whether by will or intestacy, are nois that you die before the day or after the day of your
within the class of persons for whose benefit an action may b%}dgment should be irrelevant, in that the case has been

brought under Lord Campbell’s act, or even within that class, an . .
had no reasonable expectation of pecuniary benefit from th rought before a court of law and, a judgment having been

deceased. It might be thought that such persons would be the legdven, the families of those who die do have the benefit of
deserving of the law’s solicitude. that windfall, but | am sure that they would much rather have



2390 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Thursday 4 October 2001

the person alive. After the date those families do not have thwmo much comment about that, but | am a bit cautious about
benefit of that judgment that may or may not have been madéhe criticism of the delay. | do not think the bill has been
Remember that it still has to be proven in a court of law, andiround all that long, but | totally agree that any deliberate
| believe that for those reasons this legislation should beelay to avoid a larger payout is abhorrent, as most speakers
supported and that it is just and the humane thing to do. have alluded to today. | think it is disgusting, to say the least,
when people are obviously suffering with a disease which we
Mr CONLON (Elder): | will be very brief, as the most know a lot about today, that the system would deliberately
important interest is to see the legislation pass. As a formeidelay it so that that person or their family gets a lesser payout.
Miscellaneous Workers Union organiser, | organised follt is a disgrace and should be acted on with all haste. | have
workers in the asbestos industry and | assure this House thad problem accepting this motion. | do not care who moves
it was a practice in litigation in the time | was there to delayit, or whether the Attorney’s bill is the same or contrary to
the finalisation of cases because it is cheaper to compensatgs; whatever has that design | will support.
for adead person than alive one. That is abhorrent behaviour We have had dust problems not only with asbestosis; we
which at present is not punished by the law but is rewardeélave many other dust related diseases. There are problems for
by the law. If members opposite on the Liberal side had theimany people working in factories, and particularly in the
way, the law would continue to reward that abhorrentwoodworking area there is a lot of dust; in primary industry
behaviour. with farms and mines; on building and demolition sites; in
| intended to make a very short speech but, after beingaint booths, where there are a lot of respiratory problems;
accused of a mindless objection by the member foand also in the home. This bill does not cover that. We have
MacKillop, let me say that that is like being accused by Joéheard all of that. The issue of dust has been raised as a health
Scalzi of being short. Let me say about his learned dissertdrazard, especially with this asbestos issue. | am very sad and
tion on damages that he argues that it is illogical to compenmy heart goes out to all those people who have lost loved
sate the living for the personal economic loss of the deceasegnes through asbestosis (I will not quote the medical name)
I do not find it illogical, as they suffer with that person. What and also those who are currently suffering. In days gone by
he will not tell you is that there are a number of illogicalities in our ignorance we did not know there was a problem, and
already in the assessment of non-economic loss. many people worked not only in asbestos mines but also in
One of the things the Liberal government did some year¢he building trade, where they worked with asbestos.
ago was remove the objective assessment of non-economic Today we know about asbhestos. Even on my farm, after
loss in WorkCover. That meant that a 70 year old man gettingn old shed with an asbestos roof collapsed last week, we will
his arm cut off would get as much compensation as would ado the right thing and will not be touching it. | would not ask
18 year old apprentice getting their arm cut off. Theymy son or working men to touch it, because it has an asbestos
removed the entire logic of non-economic loss, but they wereoof. | am told there is no harm as long as you do not saw,
happy to do that as long as it saves money. They do not waptane or cut it. We are certainly very aware today. We are all
anything that offends their logic if it costs money or if it very sad and feel for the victims of asbestosis today. The least
punishes those with whom they are closely associated. | fingle can do is make it easier for them and their families.
their views just as abhorrent as the views of those who would Respiratory problems are very common today, and are
delay the litigation and of those who have delayed propeparticularly compounded for those people who suffer asthma
legislation on this matter. related problems. If these people come into contact with dust
The Attorney-General wants us to accept his bill in goodat work or home it causes problems for them. Luckily, today
faith. The Attorney-General about a year ago—about theve have marvellous medical aids to assist some, but not all,
same time this bill was brought on—was suffering severef these conditions. We have respirators with multiple
pain in the electorate involving home invasions. The paircartridges which can be used in the workplace and also test
being suffered was pain for the Liberal Party and its votersapparatus to make sure that we are not operating in hazardous
That is the most important pain for this mob. He foundconditions in the workplace. Those who suffer also now have
legislation in a week to satisfy their pain. Now he wants uspuffers’, or ventilators, which are in common use—some say
to accept that his legislation will punish those who exercisén too common use.
undue delays. | have no confidence in what this Attorney- The member for Wright has raised an issue in relation to
General would think is an undue delay. A person who isMr Kelly. | certainly agree that in instances like that there
prepared to let people die while he brings his legislatiorshould be a right of appeal. | agree that it is abhorrent if a
forward for over a year, to let the victims die and continue toperson'’s rights disappear if they die in the meantime. That is
suffer the injustice, | do not think has a reasonable view oflespicable. The Asbestos Victims Association earns my
what an undue delay is, and the legislation should not beongratulations, and | extend my sympathy to the sufferers
accepted. Quite simply it exists in other states, it works, itisand the family and friends of those who have died. | have
a special circumstance no matter what he said, and to try twonfidence in the Attorney-General’s getting it right, but in
defend the current position because other people are ntiis instance | am quite happy to support this bill if it does the
adequately compensated for suffering | believe is one of theame thing. Given the speeches from members | have heard
meanest minded things | have ever heard. opposite and from the mover, | have no problem in support-

ing this bill, irrespective of what the Attorney’s does as well.
Mr VENNING (Schubert): | rise to support this bill. As

one of the few people in this place who, before comingin MsKEY (Hanson): My contribution will be brief,
here, worked in the dust and the elements as a farmer and alsecause | think my colleagues on this side have more than
involved with earthmoving equipment, | know that dust is aadequately covered this issue. It is almost the fourth anniver-
prominent thing in the workplace and causes a lot of probsary of some of us being in this House and, having previously
lems. | note that the bill in the other place would havehad responsibility in the Labor Party for the industrial
covered this, and we have only just seen it, so | cannot makelations portfolio, | would like to tell the House that
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in November 1997 | convened a meeting at the Trades and Ms White interjecting:
Labor Council to discuss how we would address the issue of TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: I will be supporting
proper compensation and support for people with asbestdke bill.
related diseases. | have to say that, four years on, we are only Ms White interjecting:
now just discussing this issue in this House. | think itisa TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: | am allowed to
disgrace, certainly on the part of the government for nosupport the bill? You don’t want me to support the bill?
taking up this issue. Members interjecting:
| also had the honour of serving on the parliamentary The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
committee relating to occupational safety, rehabilitation and TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: | want to get a couple
compensation and, although you would think that this woulcbf points on the record, and one is that, unfortunately, | have
be the committee where issues and legislation such as thigen a little bit of politics creep into this today. This is not
would be discussed, for reasons unbeknown to most of us aibout politics but about people and their lives and the
that committee, Minister Armitage, who was the chair of thatanxieties and effects that can occur, not only financially but
committee, has never raised any legislation to do withalso socially and emotionally.
asbestos removal or compensation for workers or their | know what it is like when people do not get compen-
families. | think he stands condemned for not taking up anygated. Veterans from the Second World War and Vietnam are
of the issues that have been raised by the members on thetamples of people who suffered and who were not compen-
committee. Another point | would like to make is that, sated for it. Nothing belittled my mother and father more than
although | have personally raised this issue with Ministettheir treatment after the Second World War. My father
Armitage and then Minister Lawson, who took over in Marchneeded 13 major operations, but the best we could get out of
2000, there has still not been any activity of any note on thehe government of the day were coupon tickets to survive,
part of the government. because dad was not well enough to be able to work at that
In about March 2000 | was involved in convening atime. He had to fight and was belittled by—and | will say this
meeting with Minister Lawson and the Hons Nick Xenophon because there has been knocking of the Liberal government
Terry Cameron and Ron Roberts from the another place ttwday—federal Labor governments for years and years to
talk about how we could progress this legislation. Ministerget TPI, even though he had shrapnel coming out of his
Lawson gave an undertaking at that meeting—which, as $ystem for years after the war—in fact, right up until the year
said, was in at least March 2000—to make sure that we coulde passed away. | raise that matter because these sorts of
find a proper way of providing compensation and support—situations occur from time to time, and they must be assessed
not that compensation would be very heartening for peopland analysed.
with asbestos related diseases—and to make sure that we | do not believe that it is fair for members opposite to say
dealt with this issue urgently. that this government is mean spirited. In defence of the
For the past three years Labor has asked questions in tiAg¢torney-General, | point out that he was not opposed to this
Estimates Committees about the asbestos register amill. He said that he was working on a bill that would be
provisions to make sure that asbestos is removed in theroader and far more encompassing than this bill. | say that
correct manner in South Australia, and each time we havbecause this government is not mean spirited. This govern-
received pathetic answers from the minister in charge. Alsanent has a difficult job. It has to balance up a range of issues
under WorkCover's auspices there is a mining and quarryingecause it is in government, including a range of issues we
fund containing considerable millions of dollars to look atinherited. We took them on and we are fixing them. It is a
prevention programs and education for people with differenvery difficult exercise when you are trying to balance all the
mining and quarrying problems. Again, this has been totallyssues involved in running the state. It is very important that
ignored by this government. we look after our workers. When | was 15 years old, on a
Because | am restrained by time | will just say that mysunny day | would be sitting on a tractor, wearing a singlet,
most recent experience with this government’s record wittspraying a crop. The tractor would be without a cabin, air
regard to asbestos was only two weeks ago, when parergsirification system or air-conditioning system. | would be
from the Cowandilla Primary School contacted me sayinginging and thinking what a great day it was, and how good
they had some really big concerns about a demolition that hatlwas to be on the farm.
happened in that school, where the whole school community It was not until years later that we finally realised the
came out to watch a building being demolished. We foundlanger of chemicals and the damage they could do. Of
out later that that building probably contained friablecourse, now we use gloves and respirators, as well as
asbestos. So, a whole community came out to watch earplugs, and we have air purifiers on our tractor cabins. If
building being demolished with that sort of danger, and thereve look back, we realise that we have come a long way in a
were no preventive programs, except that there was plastghort time. However, a lot of workers have suffered, and we
bunting around that site. On talking to the officers in chargeneed to look carefully at this issue in a broader sense, and that
we found that at the Cowandilla Primary School the asbestds what the Attorney is doing. Having said all that, | appreci-
register is two years out of date and also factually incorrectate and understand the difficulty for these families, and |
So, while we talk about the dangers for workers and theimndicate that | will support this bill.
families and the problems of the lack of prevention,
community members must also be very aware of the fact that MsBREUER (Giles): | want to speak briefly, simply and

this government does not care about this issue. personally today. | come from Whyalla, which for many
years has been proud of its shipyard, which closed in 1978.
TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE (Minister for Police, | want to speak for a whole generation of men who were

Correctional Servicesand Emergency Services): I rise also  shipyard workers and who died from asbestos related diseases
to support this bill. | would like to put a couple of points on because of the work they did at that shipyard. Recently, a
the record, because | understand to an extent how difficult-widow by the name of Mrs Heron came to see me. Her
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husband had been a shipyard worker. He was a good man | The SPEAKER: Order! | have counted the House and,
had known for many years. He claimed for his asbestoas an absolute majority of the whole number of the members
related disease some 18 months before he died. However, b&the House is present, | accept the motion. Is it seconded?
experienced delay after delay on his claim, as his condition An honourable member: Yes.

became progressively worse. Finally, when action was The SPEAKER: Does any honourable member wish to
commenced, he was too sick to attend any court hearings gpeak in support of the motion?

medical appointments and died in a very short time.

Mrs Heron came to me because she had no way of being Mr CLARKE: | would like to say, in support of the
able to continue with this claim. She wants justice for him.motion, that | believe there is a very clear wish amongst
She wants to fight for her husband’s rights and also for thenembers on both sides of the House for this legislation to
rights of all those other men who died in similar circum- pass today and not to delay justice for one moment longer
stances. This is a typical story that comes out of Whyalla. Ashan is necessary. But some members also would like to
| said, a whole generation of men died from asbestos relatesbntribute to this debate, and | think that they should have
diseases. It is a gross injustice for those men and thethat opportunity, and justice can still be done—hence the
families if their claims were not able to go through beforemoving of this motion.
they died and a gross injustice. | cannot understand how any Motion carried.
member in this House cannot support this bill.

TheHon. R.B. SUCH (Fisher): This is about justice: it

Mr LEWIS (Hammond): My remarks are simply involves compassion. To those who say that it is not the ideal
summarised by the following: | support the legislation. Ipill, | ask, ‘Where are your amendments?’ This is the way to
believe that if people have suffered they need to be compegyo: people are suffering. | support this bill.
sated for that suffering, and so do their families. Economic
loss does survive the unfortunate event of death, but non- Mr MEIER (Goyder): | will not canvass the arguments
economic loss, no, in the present law. That is quite inapprothat have been put forward. It is very clear that this is a just
priate and quite wrong, as pain and suffering during thebill: there is no question at all about it. The question is
lifetime of the individual, because, had they been alive at thevhether this bill addresses the situation as well as it could do.
time the manner was settled in court, they would have been is in those circumstances that the government has intro-
paid. The pain and suffering from the time the infection takesiuced its own bill in the upper house (and members would
hold is not the pain and suffering all the way from the timebe well aware of it), namely, the Law Reform (Delay in
the action is brought. Resolution of Personal Injury Claims) Bill. That bill is of

Itis my judgment then that this bill satisfies that require-general application in that it is not limited to cases in which
ment, whereas the concept that lawyers have had in the pabk plaintiff suffers a particular type of illness. The point that
says that it is from this point forward that the courts should want to make is this: why do we suddenly want to rush this
compensate for pain and suffering. It is my view that in allbill through, when the bill before the upper house is a general
fairness it is the pain and suffering from the time the symp+ill and will cover all situations? However, it is quite clear
toms first began to whenever that pain and suffering ceaseisat a majority of members in the House are in favour of this
that ought to be compensated for, regardless of the point imeasure, and | have no problems at all with that.
time in relation to the life of the individual in which the A bill that was No. 23, | think, came to No. 1 without any
determination is made. This legislation covers that point. notice until today. | just wonder whether all members are

Other members have spoken about other things. Thereforilly abreast of the arguments, and | hope that it will not be
I place on record my concern at this government's and tha situation where this bill is passed and then, when the other
Labor Party’s previous actions in covering up what hasill is addressed in the Council, they say, ‘Golly, it was the
happened at Leigh Creek, and refusing to make a proper ardme thing; we could have included a lot more. Why did we
thorough examination of the consequences of exposingass the one bill specifically, seeing that we have waited all
people to hydrocarbons, whether naturally arising from thehese years?’
oilshale or partially combusted, that nonetheless have Members should not forget that the bill in upper house
damaged their bodies and their lives. It involves not just theigoes not give the monetary award to the estate only: it gives
lungs or respiratory organs but also their brains and othef to the dependants; it gives preference to the dependants. |
essential organs and tissues. would have thought that that was a preferable situation. With

For the government to have continued to deny that thahis bill, the money goes to the estate. That may not be the
was so is outrageous. Itis for that reason that | feel compellegependants and, therefore, we may not be helping those
on their behalf to say that this legislation is just and so als@eople, as many people have argued here. The bill in the
will be other legislation which addresses the problems noipper house seems to accommodate those sorts of situations
just at Leigh Creek but wherever else it occurs in theg|so. However, | have no objection, and | am sure that the
economy. People should not be expected to lay down theiouse will shortly pass this bill.
lives innocently and find that in consequence of having done

so nothing is available to them. God, we do not even treat our MsBEDFORD (Florey): | wholeheartedly support this

soldiers like that. bill, and | concur with the sentiments expressed by so many
} other members in support of it here today. Enormous
Mr CLARKE (Ross Smith): | move: problems associated with asbestos dust-related diseases have
That standing orders be so far suspended to allow the sitting dfeen known for a long time, and it is a sad indictment that we
the House to continue past 1 p.m. are still debating this issue in relation to delivering justice for
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There not being those who are affected because of their dedication to their
sufficient numbers present, ring the bells. employment and because of the inaction and denial of those

A quorum having been formed: responsible for their workplaces, and others in authority. |
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have been involved in the struggle to achieve justice for the (a) causes or threatens to cause, within the State, loss of

people who have contracted terminal disease and their life or injury to persons or animals or damage to prop-

families through several of my constituents, and | mention erty; and . _

here m iation over the vears with Mr Jack Watkins and (b) is of such a nature or magnitude that extraordinary
ére my assocla y measures are required in order to protect human or

acknowledge his role and work in exposing the diabolical animal life or property.

consequences and effects of asbestos and bringing to lightthe ~ No. 3. Page 3, line 28 (clause 4)—After ‘and issue’ insert:
plight of those affected. His work on this issue has been awrit or . N
pivotal through the years, and he continues to be involved, as 28('1')‘255';39{(3563&.“”8 33 (clause 5)—Leave out ‘section
is the committee and membership of the Asbestos Victims section 28(1)

Association of South Australia, and now, through the bill, the
Hon. Nick Xenophon, who must be commended for his
compassion.

Bill read a second time.

Consideration in committee.
Mr HANNA: | move:

That the Legislative Council’s amendments be agreed to.

In committee. Mr MEIER: Itis a fairly substantial set of amendments,

Clause 1 passed. and | think they are very sensible. It was something that
Clause 2. worried me when we considered this in our House that we
Mr McEWEN: | move: had a set date in March, and | thought, ‘What happens if

P . . . . _Easter gets in the road? Will we have it on Easter Saturday?’,

age 3, lines 7 and 8—Leave out‘Act referred o in the head'ngamd likewise, ‘What if there were a federal election at the

to the Part in which the reference occurs’ and insert: ’

Survival of Causes of Action Act 1940 same time or possibly on the same date—

Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:

Mr MEIER: No, | am just getting to it.

Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr MEIER: The honourable member opposite obviously

did not consider that last time. Now this has been addressed.

CONSTITUTION (PARLIAMENTARY TERMS) If he readg the amendments, the. honograble member can
AMENDMENT BILL address this issue in the House himself if he wants to. It is

quite clear now that exceptional cases such as that are
The Legislative Council agreed to the hill with the covered and that therefore makes for better legislation. | am

amendments indicated by the following schedule, to whiclYery pleased that this whole list of amendments has come
amendments the Legislative Council desires the concurren&efore us and I have no problem with them.

This is a procedural amendment, which tidies up the bill as
it came to us from the other place.
Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.
Remaining clauses (3 to 5), schedule and title passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

of the House of Assembly: Mr LEWIS: Although not the subject of clause 28 and the
No. 1. Page 3, lines 7 and 8 (clause 2)—Leave out all worg@Mendments before us in a precise manner, can the honour-
in these |inesg_’ ! (clause 2) Ve oL ATWOTS ble member for Mitchell tell us whether the provisions of the
No. 2. Page 3, lines 11 to 23 (clause 3)—Leave out all wordarliamentary terms bill fix the date of the next state election,
in these lines and insert: or whether that still remains an undetermined day which can
Term of House of Assembly be chosen by the Premier?

28.(1) Subject to this section, a general election of members . ; ;
of the House of Assembly must be held on the third Saturday in. Mr HANNA: The next state election will be the preroga-

March in the fourth calendar year after the calendar year in whicfiive of the Premier when he goes to the Governor to have the
the last general election was held. election called. This bill fixes the date of the subsequent
(2) The Governor must, where a general election is to be helé|ection.

on a day fixed under this section, dissolve the House of . ; ;
Assembly and issue a writ or writs for the election at a time prior Mr LEWIS: | thank the member for Mitchell for his

to the election that is in accordance with the requirements of thE€SPonse in that regard. | see before me then a proposition

Electoral Act 1985 for the issue of writs. with which | agree in every other detail except that it ought
(3) Before the issue of a writ or writs for a general electionto fix the next state election accordingly. While opposition
under this section, the Governor may, where— members may lust after the moment in which they believe

@) ghaetu(:gg; iﬁ%g&g‘gly}i&Ig&?ﬂg%%;*}?igg@gn Is thethey will seize power in the near future, | think it might have

(b) a general election of members of the CommonwealtrS€rved parliament's best interests and the public if that, too,
House of Representatives is to be held in the same monthad been fixed, although it is not something which the
as the election; or legislation does. | am pleased to note that they think there will

(c) itis reasonably necessary in order to meet a difficulty inpe g conflict under new section 28(3), which provides:
the conduct of the election arising from a State disaster . . ) . .
that has occurred, is occurring or is about to occur, Before the issue of a writ or writs for a general election under this
defer the day of the election, by notice published in a newspapetection, the Governor may, where— o
circulating generally throughout the State, to a Saturday notmore (&) the day fixed under this section for the election is the
than 21 days after the day otherwise fixed under this section. ~ Saturday immediately following Good Friday; or
(4) A day to which a general election is deferred in accord-To the best of my knowledge, that does not happen for more
ance with subsection (3) will be taken to be a day fixed under th|§ ; ; _
- ; han 570 years. That is a bit far:
section for the general election. ] . . . |
(5) After the issue of a writ or writs for a general election ~ MT Clarke: And you will be still be here to remind us!
under this section, the day of the election may be deferred in Mr LEWIS: Trust me, | won't. | also commend the
accordance with the provisions of the Electoral Act 1985. amendments for what they do with respect to the conse-
(6) In this section— quences of a state disaster. That is something | had not

‘State disaster’ means any occurrence (including fire, flood
storm, tempest, earthquake, eruption, epidemic of human, an}_hought of, and | do not know other members had. Someone

mal or plant disease, hostilities directed by an enemy againdf! the upper house clearly did, and that is sensible, and | am
Australia and accident) that— pleased about it. Accordingly, | happily wish the matter swift
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passage. | commend the member for Mitchell for histrack record of this government in dealing with the Auditor-
persistence not only in this place but, more particularly, in th&General, and given the quite outrageous and outlandish
Caucus for achieving what | consider to be one of the mosattacks on the Auditor-General by the minister today shortly
necessary reforms of the 21st century that never happenedfter the House moved a motion of confidence in him, it

Motion carried. reinforces in my mind the need to keep this government
honest in its dealings and how it deals with inquiries that
STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION might be damaging to it.
As | have said, | understand that this motion will now be
Mr CONLON (Elder): | move: supported by the government. | do not believe that the

That standing orders be so far suspended as to allow Privaigovernment will do that for any reason other than that it has
Members Bills/Committees/Regulations Order of the Day No.19tq, option. | do not believe that it has learnt its lesson in any
be disposed of forthwith. way, but the House will now request that the report be in this

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: | have counted the House piace with the Attorney-General, by 22 October. We are
and, as there is an absolute majority of the whole number Qfyntent with that and, as | have said, we are confident it will

members present, is the motion seconded? be done. We look forward to returning after the two week
Mr LEWIS: Yes, sir. delay to receive another report into the integrity and dealings
Motion carried. of this government.

MOTOROLA Motion carried.

Mr CONLON (Elder): | seek leave to move the motion [Sitting suspended from 1.10t0 2 p.m/]

in an amended form.
Leave granted. STATUTES AMENDMENT (PUBL IC TRUSTEE)
Mr CONLON: | move: BILL
That the House of Assembly direct:
1. The Attorney-General to request MrD. Clayton QC to  His Excellency the Governor, by message, recommended

complete and deliver his report into issues surroundin ot
Mr J.M.A. Cramond’s inquiry regarding Motorola as expeditioustQ[O the House of Assembly the appropriation of such amounts

as possible and, if possible, by 22 October 2001, but not so as {&f Money as might be required for the purposes mentioned in

compromise the principles of natural justice or to cut short all thethe bill.
work necessary to ensure the presentation of a report with which

Mr Clayton is satisfied properly responds to the terms of reference TOTALIZATOR AGENCY BOARD

for the inquiry. )

Wmﬁ'n tTV\?oebAutst%rgseg a%‘;g%rfrlégeﬁ/?%ﬁ{ the report to the Speaker A hatition signed by 1 000 residents of South Australia,
3. The Speaker table the report in the House within one sitting@duesting that the House amend legislation to allow the TAB

day of its receipt or, if the House is not sitting or the parliament isto offer fixed odds betting on races, was presented by Mr.
Urongs At be authorisedt 1 puBlish e repor and be required 16 ms;
\c;\tl)rgggvsia(i:rt]’or?eagusin:esss daypof receiving tﬁe report. q Petition received.
The resolution, quite simply, has been presented to the SCHOOL CLASSSIZES
House. Itis now in a form agreed to by the government. The
motion seeks to ensure that we do not see in the inquiry A petition signed by 305 residents of South Australia,
conducted by Mr Clayton the same sort of delays, interferrequesting that the House urge the government to reduce
ence and prevarications that, of course, occurred in thechool class sizes by increasing the staffing allocations for-
recently released Auditor-General's Report where we firsinula over a three year period, was presented by Ms
saw ministers of the Crown attempting to delay the reporMaywald.
through interfering with or delaying the natural justice Petition received.
processes, and then the unprecedented move of threatening
to sue the Auditor-General to take legal action against his PAPERS TABLED
making a report.

That track record has made the opposition extremely The following papers were laid on the table:
cautious about how the government would deal with the By the Minister for Human Services (Hon. Dean
Clayton report. Evidence came to our notice several week8rown)—
ago that, in fact, one unnamed person was attemptingto delay =~ Dental Board of South Australia—Report, 2000-2001
the natural justice processes in the Clayton inquiry. The HomesStart Finance—Report, 2000-2001
original resolution directed that the report be with the By the Minister for Police, Correctional Services and
Attorney by 22 October, but this one requests it if it isEmergency Services (Hon. R.L. Brokenshire)—

possible. | prefer the first course of action, but we will accept South Australian Police—Report, 2000-2001.
the second, because | believe that it is entirely possible and
that it will be done. HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM

The motion requests that Dean Clayton deliver his report
by 22 October. | am very confident that that can be done. Of TheHon. G.A. INGERSON (Bragg): | seek leave to
course, we have no idea what the report might say. Thenake a statement on the Auditor-General’s Report tabled in
opposition’s position on this issue has always been that all wiis House yesterday.
require is the truth. Unfortunately, we believe a great deal has Leave granted.
been done over the course of the past 3% years to prevent the The Hon. G.A. INGERSON: | accept the responsibility
truth being discovered on this issue. | must say that, given thier the carriage of matters re the Hindmarsh Stadium to and
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from cabinet. | thank my cabinet colleagues for their generaleceived. The issue was a significant factor in the ultimate favourable
support on this matter. | accept responsibility for the pro-consideration of the Adelaide bid and, in particular, as it offered the
longed decision re management and ownership as | had n@tgp(rsoiggzétde) IS%%C%/ILOr:iﬁgt%Crfn
placed this issue as a matter of major priority in the project, ) e
I do, though, reinforce that a solution would have occurred Urther, the Auditor-General has specifically placed no
within weeks if | had not resigned in August 1998. | amWeight on a letter provided by the other most important
disappointed that it took so long to be finalised. There ar@OCOG representative in the process, Mr David Hill, and |
several other issues | wish to comment upon from the reporfluote from his letter:

Firsﬂy’ | believe the member for Coles has been grossly Itis important to understand that at the time that SOCOG issued

itations to the state and territory governments to submit their
wronged. | understand the honourable member has maq%/mpliance bids it was the intent of SOCOG, supported by Soccer

some comments today. | would also like to make SOM&sralia and FIFA, to only conduct Olympic football matches at
comments in relation to a specific statement in relation tahree non-Sydney venues.

standover tactics. The Auditor-General made adverse findin%s On assessment by SOCOG and Soccer Australia of the bids in

; ; ; eptember 1996, it was evident that, notwithstanding a section of
in respect of my dealings with Treasury, Crown Law, Hindmarsh Stadium was to be upgraded (western grandstand) and

Services SA and the Public Works Committee. Thesena; the South Australian government warranted to further upgrade
findings demonstrate, in my view, a lack of understanding othe stadium in all areas it was deficient (including spacial require-
the manner in which ministers and their departments operateents, pitch size, public lighting, players’ change rooms and many
It is simply not possible; nor did | ever overbear or attemplOther areas), the simple fact was that South Australia’s bid, whilst

to dictate directly to any other departmental officers. My;’ﬁge?é?éeéﬁz'znable',(‘:’;%sséhgf It?,\‘?os Eﬁ;tégf?\elgstgnioccer Australia and

dealings in all material respects were with ministers or The first was that it was the smallest, by half, of the five stadia
through my chief executive. being considered . Additionally, although some infrastructure
The conclusion that | ignored certain advice from other‘(’:"O#J&_g‘f]gg”pe%”‘??et%gﬁ?radtﬁg t%gqr‘rféﬁéﬁ‘ a”e‘;?r?cgac‘pztg?'ugt
, L i ui S, seati i
dgpartments IS also erroneous a”d_aga'_”_'s based 0Ny thdmarsh stadium was not proposed to be increasgd. Y
misunderstanding of the manner in which ministers and their - As Chairman of Soccer Australia, and FIFAS representative in
staff interrelate, their functions and how the process ofhe stadium assessment and recommendation process together with

cabinet works. All of my intergovernmental dealings with theSOCOG, | was more inclined to support the states/territory which
ere more substantially upgraded for player and patron benefit (and

stadium, other than formal meetings b_etween m|n|ster_s ar‘eﬁjot only the soccer fraternity but also rugby, [etc.]) their stadia which
departmental officers, were conducted in accordance with thgouid “leave behind a legacy after the 2000 Olympic football

proper cabinet processes. | would like to point out a specifiournament. _ _ _
issue as it relates to the Department of Treasury and Finance. Itis correct to state that Adelaide’s Olympic host city chances
| point out that we—my Department of Recreation angwere kept alive as a result of the Hindmarsh stadium option, but only

Sport tered int tract with the d t t gthe South Australian government were to increase permanent
port—entered Into a contract wi e department Okeating at Hindmarsh stadium to a minimum of 15 000. This

Treasury and Finance for them to give us financial supporpproach of course required FIFA's formal approval and their,
on the complex matters of the contracts. | note that thigogether with SOCOG's and the IOC'’s, formal agreement to extend
contract was supported by the then Treasurer, the Hofhe Olympic football tournament venues from fourto five.

Stephen Baker. It is important to note these quotes, because Mr Elphinston
The bidding process | would like also to comment on. Theand Mr Hill were the Chairman and Vice Chairman of the
conclusions of the Auditor-General in respect of the scope ofommittee that was responsible for allocating the games to

the stadium development required to attract the Olympi@delaide—or, for that matter, any other city—and in my view
Games to proceed suggest to me that there was a misundee appropriate weight has been placed on their evidence
standing of the very process in which government waswvailable to the Auditor-General. In my opinion, as minister,
involved in the pursuit of this decision to attract the prelimi-there was no higher advice for me to accept in taking my
nary soccer rounds of the Olympic Games—a very major antecommendations to cabinet for a decision. The Auditor-
significant event for our state. General’s conclusion that the scope of the work undertaken
Mr Lewis interjecting: was more than required to attract the games is erroneous and
TheHon. G.A. INGERSON: Inrelation to the Auditor- in my view based on a selective view of the available
General: evidence of the matter of this bidding process wagvidence.
provided to the Auditor-General, but he has chosen not to Inrelation to natural justice, itis of great concern to me—
accept it, for no explicable reason. The clearest indicatio@nd it should be of concern to all members of the House—
was given to the government towards the end of 1996 thdhat the Auditor-General's examination took place in
what was previously thought to be adequate by the redevelogircumstances where, despite specific requests, the Auditor-
ment of the stadium would not be sufficient to attract theGeneral refused to give any indication of the issues he wished
games. | quote now from a statement by Mr Rob Elphinstonto pursue, so that witnesses such as | had no opportunity to
| made this statement available to the Auditor General:  reflect upon events that had occurred in years before and to
I recall attending the meeting in Adelaide in October 1996 tocONSider whether there were documents that might serve to
review the Adelaide bid. My brief was to assess how the state venuegssist their recollection. | answered a subpoena and gathered
were going to the meeting of the SOCOG objectives. The bid procesg substantial amount of background information myself, and

involved each prospective venue putting forward for consideratioqnen attended before the Auditor-General with the expectation
its best offer for facilities in all respects, including facilities for

patrons. Although the first Adelaide bid included 15 000 seats, wittihat | would be answering qu_eStions in respect of issues
5000 permanent, the decision to offer a significant additionarelated to my personal role in the development of the
number of permanent seats at the October meeting, and ultimatelfindmarsh stadium process, only to find that | was con-

acceptance of the Adelaide bid. If the Adelaide bid had not been f . L
enhaFr)lced by the offer of such a significant number of permanentaS subjected to a process of interrogation in circumstances

seats, the Adelaide bid was at risk of not being accepted. To that i@ Which | had no opportunity to prepare properly. |
the Adelaide bid did not compare at all favourably with otherstherefore had to seek legal support for further sessions. In my
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opinion this is not a fair and reasonable process, and in TOURISM MINISTER

respect of any such future inquiry this House should insist on

a judicial process in which participants would have every TheHon.M.D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition):
opportunity to give the best evidence they can, aided with £0es the Premier support the extraordinary allegations made

forewarning of issues and documents perceived to bl this House earlier today by the former Minister for

relevant. Tourism against the Auditor-General? This morning the
' - . .. _former Minister for Tourism made unprecedented claims
. Anothgr dlsturblng aspect of the process, in my opINIoN,p Hut the integrity of the Auditor-General. The minister said
is that at its conclusion there has been no exhaustive analy§ at the Auditor-General had made accusations and voiced
of the evidence of all withesses at the examination, so thqf

. ' inions that would never withstand the test of a court of law.
persons such as | are left not knowing what other witnessegpe gaiq that the Auditor-General has misled the former

said which might have led to the adverse conclusions by thginjster, that the Auditor-General’s report in relation to the
Auditor-General. Again, a judicial process would ensure gormer minister is either ‘an incompetent nonsense or a
_fuII a_nd proper disclosure of all evidence heard in such amolitical vendetta or, at worst, both’. Do you agree?
inquiry. TheHon. JW. OLSEN (Premier): This House this

In relation to the budget, the Auditor-General has foundmorning has expressed a view as it relates to the Auditor-
that | submitted that the Hindmarsh process was complete@eneral. That was by resolution of this House. as with a
on time and on budget and that such a submission was netimber of other issues, the Leader of the Opposition has been
correct. The auditor’s conclusion is wrong. The cost of thepursuing this issue for political gain. The former minister
western stand approved in the budget was $8.1 million; théendered her resignation this morning and in doing so
actual cost was $9.26 million. The Olympic mode, or stagéXPressed a view about a number of findings which she is
2, was budgeted at $18.5 million; the actual cost wa&ntitled to express as amemper of parllament..l hasten to.add
$17 million. The net cost of the project was $26.26 miIIion,that the Leader of the Opposition participated in a resolution

and in fact the construction stage was $340 000 under budgdat was passed in this House this moming that answers the

. . uestion he poses—
There are a considerable number of other issues of % Members interjecting:

financial nature that had nothing to do with the construction The SPEAKER: Order!

of the stadium, and | state again to the House that the 1101100 3\W. OL SEN: —for base political purposes
Auditor-General has got that wrong. | would like to place onyis afternoon.

record some statements about staff, because they do not have

the opportunity of privilege to comment in this place when EXPORTS

they have been wronged, as | believe they have been.

Specifically, | would like to put on record my appreciation of Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): Will the Premier

the substantial effort made by Michael Scott, the Chiefinform the House of the importance to the state of building
Executive of Recreation and Sport, Vaughn Bollen and Rolgnd expanding our export markets, especially in the recent
Fletcher. It needs to be remembered that the Recreation afiiht of expanding export figures?

Sport Department had two officers in charge of this develop- TheHon. JW. OLSEN (Premier): In South Australia
ment, responsible also at the same time for the developmelftrecent times we have seen a significant thrust in developing

of the netball and athletics stadiums. Those three officers di@in €xport culture. Itis quite historic, and it is something that
a magnificent job in supporting me in particular. will stand this state in good stead for decades to come.

. . Importantly, it will aid our capacity to attract new investment
I would also like to place on record my appreciation of the P Y pacity

¢ i role plaved b d Jeff ¢ and jobs into South Australia. We have developed this export
antastic role played by Anne Howe and Jeff Browne fromg,, i e deliberately, because it is part of expanding and
the Department of Administrative Services. | would like todiversifying our economy and our becoming an export

thank Jeff Browne in particular, because he managed thosgcysed economy. The Australian domestic market no longer
three.prOJects superbly on behalf of the government. | woulgg capable of taking the goods and services and enabling
also like to place on record my thanks to Andrew Scott andcompanies with investment and employment levels in
in particular, lan Dixon, who pulled together a whole lot of Australia to get the economies of scale. The only choice,
disparate and unorganised positions and put in place a brafigen, is for us to look at overseas markets.
new program for this project. The fact that South Australia has, over recent years,
Finally, | am concerned that the Auditor-General isoutperformed other states in Australia is something of which
stepping into the area of policy formation of government. HeVe, as South Australians, ought to be proud. It took us
should not be involved in that, and | told him so. In my view, 160 years to chalk up $4 billion worth of export figures on an
this parliament needs to review the role of the Auditor-@nnual basis. It has taken only the last five years to double
General specifically as it involves this area. | thank the HousEat by $4 billion to $8 billion. So, it took South Australia

; ; ; P <160 years to get $4 billion, and the last five years to double
for allowing me, under this special privilege, to make this: L . . -~
statement?oday. P P 9 it—to add another $4 billion to it to make it over $8 billion

worth of exports. That is a track record that many other states
would envy. Less than two years ago, the figure was only
$5 billion worth of exports.
QUESTION TIME Our export industries continue to surge ahead. The latest
figures show that, in the 12 months to July last, the value of
The SPEAKER: Before calling questions, | advise the South Australia’s overseas goods exported increased by
House that any questions for the Minister for Tourism will be33 per cent, compared to the national average of 22 per cent
taken by the honourable Premier. over the same period. Growth is not only spectacularly high
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but also it continues to accelerate. The last three years haneoney go into South African goat farms. That is the track
seen an increase of 7 per cent, 16 per cent and 33 per cartord and the investment of those opposite. Never let it be
respectively for those three years. Every successive 12 montbrgotten the track record of the Labor administration.
period is setting a new record for export levels. What we are doing is getting investment back into South
Importantly, that is underpinning new investment and itAustralia. We are on the radar screen again, and that means
is underpinning jobs in South Australia, and that is the reasogreater job certainty. Importantly, not only have we increased
why, under the government’s economic policies over the laghe levels of employment, investment and growth and retired
seven years, we have seen something like 5 per cent, dre debt, but also the average pay packet of South Australians
thereabouts, stripped off the unemployment queues in Soutias increased, because of the economic circumstances in our
Australia—which is a record. Before we were never behindstate, higher than any other state of Australia. The average
Queensland, Western Australia and Tasmania in terms dficrease in the pay packet in Australia last year was 4.7 per
levels of unemployment, but we have been able this year toent. The average increase in a South Australian pay packet
achieve that sort of record, which was unheard of previouslywas 7 per cent. Turning the economy around, having it
Some 68 per cent of the state’s exports are manufacturetiversified in the way in which we have, is reaping rewards
goods, as the restructuring of our economy over the past feim jobs and an increased pay packet for workers in this state.
years leads to more value adding, and that is job creation. We
have seen Email (or now Electrolux, owned by Electrolux HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM
worldwide) consolidate its manufacturing operations out of .
New South Wales and Victoria and into South Australia. 1heHon. M.D. RANN (L eader of the Opposition): My
Why’) Because of lower costs of Operating here, because ngestlon |S directed '[0 the Minister for Human Services. As
workers’ compensation premiums have gone down by’remier in 1996, did you share the concerns of former
215 per cent over the last two financial years; the capital codteasurer, Stephen Baker, about the financial implications of
is lower in South Australia; and the operating costs are lowe$tage 2 of the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium, and were you
in South Australia. removed as Premier by a party room deal which allowed

In addition, we have one of the great assets in this statStage 2 to go ahead? On radio today, the former Treasurer,
and that is the human resource, the work force, and aftephen Baker, said that he and the former Premier were
industrial relations record second to none in Australia. Thajncomfortable from the very beginning about stage 2'. This
is a competitive advantage for investment, and it is why wdS What your Treasurer, Stephen Baker, said.
are attracting manufacturing out of the eastern states and On radio today, the Independent and former Liberal MP,
consolidating those manufacturing operations here. We afdob Such, who was also a minister in the former Brown
also seeing that in the defence and electronics industry, withiberal cabinet, said that ‘it was only after the former Premier
BAE consolidating out of New South Wales and Victoria into@nd former Treasurer told cabinet that we could not afford
South Australia. It is a trend, and a reversal of what we sa@nd did not need stage 2 of the soccer stadium that the
in the late 1980s and early 1990s, where we had a flight ghembers for Bragg and Coles supported a change of
capital from our state. We have now reconfigured the flighteadership.’ So, that is two liberals giving evidence against
of capital to South Australia. you. The member for Fisher said—

The value of our state’s manufactured exports for the year Members interjecting:
through to July last of $5.7 billion is now more than double ~ The SPEAKER: Order!
the $2.7 billion of five years ago. The regions are benefiting TheHon. M.D. RANN: This is what they said. This is
also, as rural-based exports surge. Wine is up 16 per cent ihat your own people are saying about you. They are giving
the year to July, with well over $1 billion worth of exports €vidence against you.
now. Fisheries products are up 30 per cent; meat is up Members interjecting:

59 per cent; and wheat, in particular, has shown spectacular The SPEAKER: Order! If the leader continues, | will
growth—it is up 86 per cent. We are exporting pasta to ltalywithdraw leave.

motor vehicles to the United States and Europe, and even TheHon. M.D. RANN: The member for Fisher said:
sake to Japan. The soccer stadium was a critical factor in the change of

Our export success is the result of an enormous amoutgadership. There is no doubt it is inextricably linked to the question
of hard work in identifying markets, refining products and°f the change of leadership.
building relationships into those markets. That work isWhich Liberal is telling the truth?
continuing, with the assistance of the government, by arange Members interjecting:
of industry sector forums in our state. Exporting is a great The SPEAKER: Order!
success story for South Australia. It shows that we have TheHon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human
boosted the economy, rejuvenated the economy and builtervices): The Auditor-General’s report very thoroughly
future for South Australia, in contrast to the despair that waslocuments exactly what cabinet decided, what was put to
South Australia eight or nine years ago. It shows that whegabinet and what qualifications cabinet put on any of the
you have a vision for a state, you can actually deliver for alecisions made. Therefore, the material is before him and
state, whereas in the past all we had was liabilities. well and truly documented in the Attorney-General’s report.

Mr Atkinson: We got rid of them in the last 24 hours! | do not see any need to go back over that. The evidence is

TheHon. J.W. OL SEN: As to the interjection from the there. He has seen the documents.
member opposite, what the Labor Party did in government In terms of the other accusations and claims made,
was export taxpayers’ money. We saw taxpayers’ money anfitephen Baker and | have had a chance to look at Stephen
interest exported to banks and financial institutions aroun8aker’s transcript. He was speaking for himself and clearly
the world. We saw taxpayers’ money invested into Wembleyexpressed that. He was not speaking for me and he clearly
Stadium. We saw taxpayers’ money go into Fishermen'&xpressed that.

Wharf in Surfers Paradise, Queensland. We saw taxpayers’ Mr Foley: Do you agree with him?
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The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member will $2 million has been spent on the day surgery unit and the

come to order. recently opened $1.5 million psychiatric ward (Ward 17). |
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Stephen Baker has arightto point out that at the opening of that ward | announced that

speak for himself, and that is exactly what he did. additional money will be spent on psychiatric aged-care
Mr Foley: Do you agree with him? facilities at the repatriation hospital. Those are just examples.
The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Hart! In parliament last week, | mentioned Noarlunga Hospital,

TheHon. DEAN BROWN: | think the claim was made where $6.5 million has been spent on the new emergency
that Stephen Baker was commenting on the issue about tifgcility at the hospital and also renal dialysis facilities. There
change of leadership. In fact, that is not what he said on radibas been a total commitment of $10.2 million on Modbury
this morning—certainly not in the transcript | read. Hospital, and we are about halfway through that redevelop-

| stress again that Stephen Baker is expressing a persomaknt. The Women’s and Children’s Hospital has been
view. In terms of issues around the change of leadership thatvolved in a range of developments and of course we have
occurred at the end of 1996, | have been asked questiofise magnificent new facilities there.

about that in this House previously: | have refused to However, there has also been a huge commitment in the

comment and | will again refuse to comment. country. This government has spent $125 million on upgrad-
ing hospitals in country areas, and in the most recent budget
HOSPITALS, PUBLIC we have committed an additional $22 million for further

upgrades of country hospitals. Of course, on top of that, we
. have the $200 million commitment for a redevelopment of
e Royal Adelaide Hospital Stage 2 and 3A, for the Lyell

public hospitals in South Australia? McEwin Hospi . i
- pital stage 1; and for the Queen Elizabeth
TheHon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human Hospital Stage 1.

Services): Since 1993 this government has embarked on an We have spent over $700 million. We have committed a

enormous program to rebuild the hospitals in South Australia, s -

both in the city and in the country, and to ensure that Ojotal of another $200 million for the major redevelopments

country hospitals are brought up to a standard, including fcigf the th[jee mar{or hospltals_. Ithas beer} tlr('.'s governr;:entthat
: ; ' as made a huge commitment to picking up what was

aged care, that will comply with the federal governmen glected under the previous Labor Government. When we

requirements. We have invested as a government over t S me to qovernment. the previous Labor Government had
period since the end of 1993 more than $700 million in thaf 9 ’ P

redevelopment. | would like to point out some of the benefitscomm'tte‘j $59 million a year only to the redevelopment of

that have come through both in the major city hospitals an ur hospitals and for new medical equipment. This year, in
also in the country hospitals. e most recent budget, we have committed $145 million.

At the Royal Adelaide Hospital, for example, TheHon. R.L. Brokenshire: Three times as much.

$19.2 million has been spent on stage 1 redevelopment, TheHon. DEAN BROWN: It is almost three times as
mainly in terms of rehabilitation facilities at Hampstead; much as the previous Labor Government had committed. It
$2.5 million on cardiac angiography equipment; $2.1 millionis this government that has made the commitment to our
on the helipad; $7 million on cancer services; $5.9 million onpublic hospital system.
the new IMVS laboratory building; $2.7 million on the
redevelopment of the RAH cardiothoracic unit; and HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM
$2.2 million on the Margaret Graham Building. o
At the Flinders Medical Centre, which is a major hospital  Mr FOLEY (Hart): My question is directed to the
in the southern suburbs—and a very good one—$2.8 milliofPremier. As the head of cabinet, does the Premier accept
has been Spent on cardiac services; $12 million on the newsponSI_blllty for the fall.ure of Cabl_net to require all aVa||ab|e
CAT scan; $5.8 million on the accident emergency facilityinformation and analysis of the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium
which considerably expanded that facility to take additionaProject prior to giving it the go-ahead, and does he accept
people; $3 million— responsibility for cabinet disregarding the Treasurer's
Members interjecting: Instruction 9105 and Treasury Information Paper 90-1, which
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: This is all since the end of the Auditor-General says constitutes a breach of the Public
1993—effectively from the beginning of 1994. The sum ofFinance and Audit Act? Treasury Information Paper 90-1
$3 million has been spent on the Flinders Eye Centre, Eeduires that cabinet conS|ders_the foIIowmg_: the objectlves
magnificent facility, the opening of which | attended. As aOf & project must be clearly defined; all feasible options for
result of that, | think they were processing 80 per cent moréhe project must be identified; the ‘do nothing’ option must
people than they were previously. Further, $6.3 million haQe con5|der§d; economic costs and benefits must be identi-
been spent on the new critical cardiac unit, which is undefied; and a financial analysis of other relevant factors, such
construction at present. as the social impact and a risk assessment. The Auditor-
At the Queen Elizabeth Hospital, to which the member fofl>€neral says that none of these reports were prepared for the
Elizabeth often refers in this place, $4 million has been speng@binet that the Premier chaired.
on the new intensive care-high dependency unit; $4.6 million TheHon. JW. OLSEN (Premier): This matter had been
on the new psychiatric facility; and $6 million so far on before cabinet over an extended period of time. | am not quite
stage 1 of a total commitment of $37 million. At the sure when the first cabinet deliberation was as it related to the
Repatriation General Hospital, we have spent overedevelopment.|know that, in principle, the stage 2 redevel-
$14 million in a complete redevelopment of that hospital. Itopment was signed off in November 1996 prior to my
is a magnificent facility, which has probably some of the besbecoming Premier of South Australia, and the chronology of
rehabilitation facilities you would find anywhere in Australia, €vents clearly indicates that. Cabinet makes collective—
particularly for returned service people. In addition, Mr Foley interjecting:
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TheHon. J.W. OLSEN: Don't be ridiculous. Try as you police graduate through the Police Academy, and this year we
will— will see 266 go through the academy with recruitment. This
TheHon. M.D. Rann: We don't have to try very hard. means that on top of the government’s policy of recruitment
TheHon. J.W. OL SEN: What it demonstrates is that the and attrition, which we monitor every month (which is very
Leader of the Opposition has no policies and no importanimportant), in two years we will see 203 additional police
issues that he wants to raise today: he just wants to play baséficers coming out to help protect the South Australian
political politics. He does not want to get into the substance&eommunity. We saw 113 of those come from the Premier’s
of jobs, the future, the vision, our education, our health, outask force initially and in the current budget period we see an
roads and our police services. He is not interested in that. Tradditional 90. | am pleased to say that we are right on track
Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues are interested imith the graduations, although | know that the police are
political point scoring, full stop. They are not interested in theencouraging anyone interested in an exciting career to contact
future of South Australia. They are not interested in makinghe recruitment office.
the fundamentally hard and difficult decisions that we have We will see in November another graduation—I think
made to restructure the finances to get South Australia badourse 39 from memory—and in January and March next
on an even keel, to give South Australian kids a future. Thayear we will see two other courses completing. | want the
is what this government has done over the last seven yearmember for Mitchell to listen to this. When | was visited the
As a cabinet we make collective decisions on the advice thatlectorate of the member for Mitchell recently, | was quite
is put before the cabinet. interested to know that he was not sending a lot of messages
Mr Foley interjecting: out there in Mitchell, but the messages that he was sending
TheHon. J.W. OL SEN: Of course cabinet is a collective were factless. | would like to give the member for Mitchell
decision-making body. Cabinet throughout its history hasome facts.
been a collective decision-making body. What the member Members interjecting:
for Hart in his interjection is trying to interpret is that the  TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: Factless: that is, they

Westminster system— were untrue messages.

Members interjecting: Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come back to TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: No, they didn’t know
order. who he was. Someone said that it was the first time they had

TheHon. JW. OLSEN: The member for Hart in his had a politician come to their door for 10 years. That is what
interjection is trying to suggest that we are going to rewritethey said in Clovelly Park. As of 30 June this year, we see the
the protocols of the Westminster system that have stood thetal police numbers, sworn and non-sworn, at 4 per cent
test of a couple of hundred years or more. higher than when members opposite were in office. If any

The Hon. D.C. Wotton interjecting: members went to the International Police Tattoo—and | hope

TheHon. JW.OLSEN: Yes, that is right. As the many did—Il am sure they were as proud of what they saw of
member for Heysen interjects, on the basis of that, the Lead#ne South Australian Police as | was as their minister. It made
of the Opposition, as a minister in the Bannon governmentne an extremely proud minister, but also it showed the
shares equal responsibility for the collapse of the State Banlesources that the South Australian Police have today, thanks
and $3.15 billion. The Leader of the Opposition has tried tdo the government and its commitment to the police depart-
walk away from his track record of the past and now, on thenent.
basis of the question before the House, puts himself rightin. Around the western world we live in unprecedented times
| am pleased at last, a number of years down the track (abouthen it comes to crime trends. lllicit drugs are a key part of
eight years), that the Leader of the Opposition has finallyghat. By growing the police force we will be doing everything
conceded, in the thrust of his question, that he acceptse canto combat that. As we grow and rebuild this state, we

responsibility for the collapse of the State Bank. are able to deliver more and more, and this culminated in a
record police budget just handed down of $400 million. | am
POLICE RECRUITMENT pleased that the Leader of the Opposition for once is watching
and listening.

Mr SCALZI (Hartley): My question is directed to the  \what a stark contrast it is between what our government
Minister for Police, Correctional Services and Emergencys delivering for the South Australian community today and
Services. Will the minister update the House on the status fhat the Labor government delivered when the Leader of the
police recruitment? o _ Opposition was a senior minister. They delivered despair,

TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE (Minister for Police,  anxjety and desperate situations. He nods and agrees. A
Correctional Services and Emergency Services): | thank  |eopard never changes its spots, and between now and the
the honourable member for the question. It is certainly &jection we will be doing everything in our power to let the
question to which | know all colleagues on our side will be community of South Australia know that the Leader of the
interested to hear the answer. | appreciate the great supp@spposition has not changed his spots. If they thought about
that my government colleagues show to our police in Southyating him in, they want to think about the darkness, despair

Australia. | am pleased to report that over the last thregng pain he would again inflict on the South Australian
budget cycles we have seen 750 police going through th@ommunity.

Police Academy at Fort Largs.

Mr Hanna interjecting: HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM

TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: If the member for
Mitchell would like to listen, he might be able to put out ~ Mr FOLEY (Hart): Bring on the election! If that is the
some facts in his newsletter about the good work the goverrbest you have, bring it on! | direct my question to the
ment is doing in relation to policing in South Australia. It is Premier.
nice to see he is awake for a change. In 2000-01, we saw 239 Members interjecting:



2400 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Thursday 4 October 2001

The SPEAKER: Order! him to the Senate at some time in the future. If there is one
Members interjecting: thing on which this government has worked very hard in the
Mr FOLEY: Factless; can you believe that? past 7¥2—almost eight—years it is creating a consistent
Members interjecting: growth climate for employment in South Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to order. As we speak, 7% years down the track, we are in a
The Hon. M.K. Brindal interjecting: position that is in absolute stark contrast to where we found

Mr FOLEY: On a point of order, sir, the Minister for ourselves a decade ago. Today, 680 000 South Australians are
Water Resources should not call the police minister a goosé) jobs, and nearly 5000 extra jobs have been created

and | ask that he withdraw. between July and August of this year. None of us would like
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. | ask to go back to the dim dark ages of Labor a decade ago. When
the member to come to his question. we talk about this government'’s record on employment, the

Mr FOLEY: Why did the Premier support the plans of best that members opposite can do is sneak down the
former minister Graham Ingerson to go ahead with stage 2 d@forridors to theAdvertiserand remind it of an unfortunate
the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium redevelopment in spite dRux pas | made at a public speech. The unfortunate faux
warnings by the former Treasurer, Stephen Baker, about tHgas—and it was that, a slip of a tongue—is there, and stands
financial dangers and shoddy processes associated with tiiiere, because itis in stark contrast with our record of exactly
project? Former Treasurer, senior Liberal and Deputyhatwe have done. Some time ago, | caused some angst by
Premier, Mr Stephen Baker, rang in to 5AN radio thissaying that, if | was minister for employment—
morning and said, first, that cabinet was given no proper Mr Atkinson interjecting:
analysis of the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium; the government TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL: Before the member for
did not even have a lease in the event that the Socc&pence gives me lectures on either elocution or grammar, he
Federation defaulted on the deal; there was no analysis &fd best talk to the member for Hart who seems to be his
cheaper alternative venues for hosting of Olympic soccer; angreatest expert in speech making on that side of the House.
the Auditor-General had reported fairly on the HindmarshHe seems to be able to correct all of us, but his grammar is
Soccer Stadium, as the former Premier has also said. TH@t too good. The factis that under Labor—under the leader
former Treasurer went on to say: opposite—unemployment figures were in double digits. It

I said, ‘Look, this has got to stop. We've got to take a deepVas in excess of 10 per cent. | stood before this House nearly
breath. We have to reassess the situation, because what we heath¥ee years ago and said to the Premier that | would give him
we've got a thing that is financially out of control.’ my resignation if ever unemployment approached the figures
The interviewer asked Mr Stephen Baker, former Treasurehat they did under Mike Rann. All my colleagues on this side
and former Deputy Premier, ‘And what did Graham IngersorPf the House have worked hard to see that we have shaved
say to you?’ Mr Stephen Baker said, ‘Oh, I—well, | think it S per cent off the unemployment queues.
was “Mind your own busines$ What do we get from Labor? We get carping and criticis-

TheHon. JW.OLSEN (Premier): | do not know ing. When the Leader of the Opposition was Mi_nister fOI:
whether that might have been the verbatim version. Th&Employment he wanted a summit. He called on his mates in
Auditor-General has reviewed this issue and reported to theanberra—these people who all listen to the Hon. Mike
House in about 600 pages of a report on the matter. It is thef@ann—to have a job summit. They ignored him totally and
for the member for Hart or anyone else, including the publiccompletely, as | believe all his colleagues do around Australia
to read. The original intent was to secure Olympic soccer fofoday. He cannot get anyone to speak to him. Certainly
Adelaide, and that was delivered. Another intent was td3racks cannot be speaking to him.
establish a soccer facility that would stand soccer in this state Mr CONLON: I rise on a point of order, Mr Speaker. For
in good stead in the future, so that soccer had a future iROt the first time today this minister, like other ministers, is

South Australia, and that has been delivered. now debating the question. He is plainly debating the
Members interjecting: question; he is not addressing the substance of the question
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Stuart. atall. o

The SPEAKER: Order! | ask the minister to come back
EMPLOYMENT to the question he was asked.

TheHon. M .K. BRINDAL: | certainly will, sir. | am
TheHon. G.M. GUNN (Stuart): | direct my questionto  sorry to have offended the opposition. Recent signs of
the Minister for Employment and Training. Will the minister continuing jobs growth in our state include Dominion
inform the House whether he believes that South AustralidMining’s Challenger gold mine, which will create an
will continue to make gains in getting more South Australiansadditional 70 jobs; the recently enlarged Adelaide Convention
employed, and would he care to comment in some detail o@entre, which will provide 220 jobs in the next 12 months,
the latest position? and up to 1 000 indirect jobs over the next five years. Itis a
TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL (Minister for Employment ~ wonderful new, visible icon for South Australia.
and Training): | thank the member for Stuart for his Mr Atkinson: Most icons are!
guestion, knowing that, like most members on this side of the  TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL: The member for Spence
House, he is vitally interested in— would almost certainly put himself in that class today—very
Mr Conlon interjecting: visible! Of course, last night there was the green light by
TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL: The member for Elder Norwood, Payneham and St Peters council to sell a council
interjects by way of laughter. | make the serious point that orsite for use by JP Morgan as a call centre. That will initially
this side of the House we are concerned about jobs for Soutireate 450 jobs and lead to 1 100 jobs in the second phase.
Australians. If the member for Elder thinks that the matter oMe, and the Deputy Premier in particular, continue to work
jobs for South Australians is a joke, let him communicate thatvith the federal government on a positive result for the
to his electorate and let them make a decision about sendir8AMAG plant at Port Pirie. There is the potential in that one
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plant alone for 1 000 jobs. We are also lobbying hard for thenational coverage purposes? | would like to briefly explain
Auslron $1.2 million smelter planned for Whyalla, and thatwhat | consider to be a substantial blot on the copybook of the
will create an extra 500 jobs in the Iron Triangle, somethingpolice in the way in which they conducted themselves on that
that | think the honourable member over there would sorelypccasion—5 July 2001—when they took from Mr Mathison
welcome. In summary, | am very optimistic— the licence to conduct his trade as a gunsmith without giving
Members interjecting: him (in what he has provided to me) a fair and reasonable
TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL: Sorry? In summary, | am opportunity to comply with the ever changing demands they
very optimistic that this government will continue to make made of him for the structure and, as they claimed, security
gains in getting more South Australians into jobs, and | willand occupational health and safety provisions of his work-
not rest until we reach the stage where every South Australisghop, when he is a single operator—that is, he does not

who wants a job has one. | believe— employ anyone.
Members interjecting: Mr Mathison has pointed out to me, in a statement, that
The SPEAK ER: Order! The minister does not need help the Deputy Registrar requires of him different activities and
from the member for Ross Smith. security measures from those which he was required to

TheHon. M.K. BRINDAL : | will be helping the member provide by other officers of the firearms branch, and is using
for Ross Smith, sir, so | do not see why he would not helghe occupational health and safety act as a ground upon which
me—when he is an Independent member, that is. In stafte close him down, even though he has no employees, and nor
contrast, all we have opposite is yesterday’s man espousiréjd he at any time during which the police were seeking to
yesterday’s ideas, and South Australia deserves a little bitave him comply with their requirements—as | said, ever

better than him. changing.
The SPEAKER: There is some doubt as to the minister
HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM to whom you are directing your question.

Mr LEWIS: No doubt in my mind at all, sir. | said the
Mr WRIGHT (Lee): When was the Premier informed Minister for Police.
that the hosting of seven Olympic soccer matches did not The Hon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE (Minister for Police,
depend upon the second stage $18.1 million upgrade of th&orrectional Services and Emergency Services): |
Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium and, as the head of cabinet, dighderstand the question and the comments from the member
the Premier ever consider that the parliament and the publigr Hammond. This is obviously an operational matter.

should be told the truth about this fact? Having said that—
Members interjecting: ' Members interjecting:
The SPEAKER: Order, members on my right! TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: We do not laugh about

Mr WRIGHT: Both the Premier and the Deputy Premierthese things. The Labor Party three times lately has clearly
issued press releases in 1998 saying that the second stagigmonstrated that it does not understand the separation of
upgrade of the Hindmarsh Soccer Stadium was necessarypowers. We heard what the member for Spence said if he
secure the Olympic soccer matches for Adelaide. Th@ecame Attorney-General: he, not the commissioner, would
Auditor-General, in his very fair report, said there was nomake the decisions as to whether or not a police officer went
evidence that SOCOG ever required the second stage Ceduna. We have heard what the member for Taylor

upgrade— said—
Members interjecting: Mr CONLON: On a point of order, sir.
Mr WRIGHT: Have you finished? The SPEAKER: Order! There is a point of order. The
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Schubert will minister will resume his seat.

come to order! Mr CONL ON: The minister is plainly debating the issue.

Mr WRIGHT: The Auditor-General, in his very fair He is not even debating the question; he is debating some-
report, said that there was no evidence that SOCOG eveghing else.
required the second stage upgrade in order to secure the The SPEAK ER: | would ask the minister to come to the
Olympic soccer matches for South Australia and, further, noguestion.
one even asked SOCOG whether it was a requirement. TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: I will, and in coming

TheHon. J.W. OLSEN (Premier): | draw the member to the question | am sure that if Labor got into office it would
for Lee’s attention to some of the remarks and quotes of thaot want to have a look at the allegations around branch
member for Bragg. stacking and the member for Ross Smith.

The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will come back to
POLICE RAID the question.

o TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: | will certainly get

Mr LEWIS(Hammond): My question is directed to the  ack as quickly as possible—
Minister for Police— o The SPEAKER: You will come back to it now!

An honourable member interjecting: TheHon.R.L.BROKENSHIRE: —to the local

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hammond has member, out of session, with an answer, after | have received
the call. _ o a briefing.

Mr LEWIS: Will the minister investigate the reasons
behind the media entourage accompanying police officers in HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM
their raid on the premises of Mr R.G. Mathison at Murray
Bridge, when Mr Mathison had not been advised of their Mr WRIGHT (Lee): My question is directed to the
disenchantment with his workshop or been given any othePremier. Was evidence by the former minister for sport, Scott
reason to believe that he would be closed down, in front oAshenden, to the Auditor-General’s soccer stadium inquiry
journalists from both the electronic and print media forcorrect in suggesting that you, as Premier, had insisted that
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Mr Sam Ciccarello be appointed as a consultant to théor their schools, but they have certainty in terms of capital
government on Olympic soccer, and did you approve thisefurbishment and a capital works program for their schools.
appointment being made without due process? In evidence This government has announced a three year forward
to the Auditor-General, the former Minister for Tourism capital investment program valued at some $127.5 million.
confirmed that she had spoken to the Premier about the ne&daddition, it has committed $98 million this year towards
to appoint Mr Ciccarello as a consultant to Olympic soccercapital investment projects in schools, preschools and TAFE
Mr Ashenden told the Auditor-General that, following a campuses, with over $68 million of new works approved to
meeting with the Deputy Premier, he was left in no doubt thatommence this financial year. This expenditure is in addition
he was required to appoint Mr Ciccarello without dueto the $36.56 million approved for the 2000-01 maintenance
process. Mr Ciccarello received $385 000 for 90 days’ workand other minor works. The government's commitment to
TheHon. J.W. OLSEN (Premier): | have not seen, nor improving our schools continues.
am | privy to, any evidence put forward by the former In this year's budget we announced an additional
member and minister, and | therefore do not intend tdb15 million for an external paint and repair program over

comment on his evidence. three years to address those very issues that primary school
Members interjecting: principals put on the top of their list, that is, facilities. The
The SPEAKER: Order! government is working towards what they want to deliver,
what the schools want and what parents want in our schools.
SCHOOL MAINTENANCE Education is now back well and truly on the radar screen of

this state, unlike it was off the screen in 1992-93. It is back
Mr MEIER (Goyder): Can the Minister for Education among the best resourced education systems both here in
and Children’s Services advise this House on recent progreé4istralia and, when you compare figures from across the
made by the Liberal government in catching up on backlogvorld, around the world. The opposition promises nothing
maintenance in schools? ut a black hole for education in this state because nothing
TheHon. M.R. BUCKBY (Minigter for Educationand  Will ever come out of it.
Children’s Services): | thank the member for Goyder for his
question, knowing how interested he is in his country schools HINDMARSH SOCCER STADIUM
and the maintenance of those schools. Let me quote from the 1o Hon. M D. RANN (Leader of the Opposition): My

Advertiserof 2 December 1993. The article states: question is directed to the Premier. Was your colleague the

Class Warfare Breaks Out— Minister for Sport correct in his evidence to the Auditor-
MsWhite: 19937 General’s inquiry that the minister, at the direction of the
TheHon. M.R. BUCKBY: 1993. It states: Premier, had lost responsibility for the $41 million Hind-

A 1992 Australian Teachers Union survey of schools found thagnarSh Soccer Stadium in September 2000 because of, and |
this state had the most poorly maintained schools in the country. uote, ‘the firmness of his resolve in dealing with the Soccer

L . Federation’? At the Premier’s direction, responsibility for the

Another article in theAdvertiseron 18 August 1992, states: Hingmarsh stadium was transferred from lain Evans to the
South Australia’s school system fails the test of time. It is hardDeputy Premier Rob Kerin.

to find a school not in need of more money, resources, teachers or TheHon. J.W. OLSEN (Premier): As | have indicated,

spallce. . _a number of individuals have given evidence in the compi-

This was in 1992, when the last Labor Government was iation of the Auditor-General’s Report. Because | am not

power. privy to the evidence, the context in which it was given or
The Hon. R.L. Brokenshire interjecting: factors surrounding it, I am not on the run going to make
The SPEAKER: Order, the Minister for Police! comments on that. | would like to draw to the attention of the

TheHon. M.R. BUCKBY: Did he? Very good! Under House a press release of the Leader of the Opposition dated

the last Labor government, schools in South Australia ang6 February 1995. It is headed, ‘Stadium upgrade essential
facilities in f those schools were in a state of decay. | do nofor 2000, says the Leader of the Opposition. Let me quote
have to tell this House of the number of members who camthe Leader of the Opposition—remember that this is back in
to me when | was first appointed education minister and told995:

me of the number of schools that required either painting or It has an outstanding playing surface which has been upgraded
maintenance upgfatles,and hatrequirement had exsted B ST oS L O egment
for a_matter ofa cou_pl_e of years but _for 10 years or more. Th ater stages should include an extension to the western grandstand.'
fact is that, not satisfied with creating a state debt of mon-_ .. »

strous proportions due to the State Bank, the LaboE“s is from the Leader of the Opposition. The press release
government of the day left an education system which wait!"ther states:

tired and demoralised and which had no direction and no The former state Labor Government recognised the importance

L . ; . . of this world event. . butthat upgrade is no longer sufficient. All
rudder; it had no-one at the steering wheel and no-one tak”@{)ccer supporters are delighted that Adelaide has been offered a

responsibility for the reins whatsoever. It had no direction. section of the 2000 Olympics’ soccer tournament. But that in itself
In just eight years, the Liberal government has turned oumust mean a commitment to further upgrading of the stadium to

education system around. It has put schools back into th@inimum FIFA standards.

limelight and got them back onto their feet. Once again;The Leader of the Opposition’s absolute hypocrisy is exposed

parents and students have confidence in the education systdmy.his own press release issued in his name on 26 February

It displays a vitality and energy that has not been there for 4995.

long time. For the first time, communities have certainty Members interjecting:

about their schools, not only with P21 and being able to make The SPEAKER: Order!

decisions about where their schools are going and the policy The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting:
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The SPEAKER: Order, the Leader of the Opposition! only of higher conservation value but also of higher economic

Members interjecting: value. Through that process not only this state but other states
The SPEAKER: Order! have been able to bring into the reserve system and under
Mr Scalzi interjecting: protection biodiversity families that previously were not
The SPEAKER: | warn the member for Hartley. The protected.

member for Heysen. A far broader range of our environmental biodiversity is

being protected through state and federal cooperation. A good
NATIONAL PARKS example of that was the recent purchase of the Denver

TheHon. D.C. WOTTON (Heysen): My question is property on Hindmarsh Island in which, | know, the member
directed to the Minister for Environment and Heritage. Give for Finniss (the Minister for Human Services) has an interest.

the importance of national parks and wildlife reserves in' Nat ‘{}’.‘5‘5 a purchatsef of som;a $3 m'l"'og* Wh'ﬁh IS SOt ﬁnt
South Australia, will the minister advise the House what land"S!dnificant amount of money for one land purchase, but tha

has recently been added to the reserve system in this state 4HGPE"Y (@bout 1 000 hectares) has won something like 12
where the new additions have been made? or 13 national environmental awards over a number of years.

TheHon. I.F. EVANS (Minister for Environment and I know that, in previous roles, the members for Heysen and

Heritage): | thank the member for Heysen for his questionNerand had an interest in that property.
because | know of his interest in this matter. He will be  We have purchased the Denver property with significant
pleased to know that, since it came to power in 1993, thiielp from the federal government. The Minister for Water
government has been responsible for adding some 351 néResources, of course, also had an interest because of the
parcels of land to the reserve system, to which just oveMurray River. The purchase of that property gives us better
750 000 hectares of land has been added. My colleague tleentrol over that section of the water and the island and
Minister for Education and Children’s Services asked me taherefore better management as a result. Also, of course, it
name the 351 additions. | will not do that for the sake of thewill affect the simple environmental values. The migratory
House but | will go through some of the more important onesbirds and those sorts of issues will be fantastic for tourism in

I know that the member for Flinders worked very hard inaddition to being a good environmental outcome.

relation to the Gawler Ranges National Park. That was a We have also announced the addition of Yurrebilla, and

significant addition to the reserve system (around 120 OOP now that the member for Fisher has an interest in that. The

hectares), and that was opened earlier in the year. | should ;
on the record our thanks to Senator Hill, the federal enviror%l nourable member wrote to me recently congratulating the

ment minister. in relation to his support for that articulargovemment o_n_its addi;ion of the Yurrebilla parklands, which
park. We havé also added somethiFr)E] like 2 100 Eectares s a 20 year vision. | think we can say that, as a government
the éoorong National Park and 450 hectares to the Mokota 1o 25 8 sta't1e, we have aVeéthOPd national parkj and reserve
Conservation Park, that being, of course, the first designate%ftem’ wehave a very good heritage system and we are now

. : o veloping, over 20 years, a second generation parklands
because of its native grasses within the state. The Natur; ound Adelaide. We have added recent additions, such as 64

Conservation Society was of great support in relation to th ectares into the reserve system of the Sturt Gorge Recreation

parltt|cula||r daclqwsk;ltlo?_lntto th? tretsherve syzter?. Y %ark and 98 hectares of land was added to the Scott Creek
would aiso be orinterest 1o the member 1or fHeySen anGe o ncaryation Park, which is of interest, of course, to the

ot.he.r members that there has been a significant incre.aﬁ?emberfor Heysen.
within the formal government reserve system. Something like
20 per cent of the state is now under a government reserve The Oliphant Conservation Park had something like 11
system, and that is a significant amount of land—one-fifth ohectares added to it, and the Blackwood Forest matter has
the state is now under the national parks and reserve systeftnally been resolved, and that is being added to the
That is an outstanding achievement, and South Australia cafiirrebilla project. Also, in the South-East we have recently
hold its head high with respect to its reserve system. announced the Carpenter Rocks Conservation Park, which is
I think that the great issue for those who have an interest Special habitat for the orange bellied parrot. Again, that is
in matters environmental is that something like 500 00Gn example of the CARRS—
hec_tares is now protected by private I_and owners under aAn honourable member interjecting:
various covenant arrangements and heritage agreements. .
Not only have we added more than 750 000 hectares 1heHon.I.F. EVANS: No, that is an example of the
(about 20 per cent of the state) to the reserve system but al§g€duate and representative reserve system coming into play
people outside the government system—private landP Put special land aside for special biodiversity reasons.

owners—are putting up their hand and saying that they do | want to place on the record my appreciation and that of
have an interest in the environment, that they have a venpe parliament for the great support we receive from the
strong interest in conservation and, through the heritagRature Foundation. It is a significant contributor to the
agreements, they have put something like 500 000 hectareswvironmental movement and particularly to park purchase
aside, and that is just a fantastic result. and park management. | also acknowledge the Friends Group,
The Hon. D.C. Wotton interjecting: which now comprises well over 107 groups throughout the
TheHon. |.F. EVANS: Australia, and particularly South state. We would not have the fantastic system that we have
Australia, has a very good system for preserving our naturabday if we did not have the support of both the Nature
environment. The federal government should be congratu=oundation and the Friends Group.
lated on its CARRS program, which focuses on an adequate
representative reserve system. The commonwealth has
provided significant funds, which has enabled us to target
some of the more specialist areas of land that might be not
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EMERGENCY SERVICES PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM
TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE (Minister for Police, TheHon. D.C. KOTZ (Minister for Local Govern-
Correctional Services and Emergency Services): | seek  ment): | seek leave to make a ministerial statement.
leave to make a ministerial statement. Leave granted.

TheHon. D.C. KOTZ: | am very pleased to be able to
advise the House that the state government recently signed

TheHon. R.L. BROKENSHIRE: In June this year, | off on a memorandum of understanding and a statement of
advised the House that a contract had been signed to replaicéent under the auspices of the state local government
the existing 6 000 pagers and order another 6 500. ThBartnerships program with two regional local government
priority was to ensure that the pagers were of the highesissociations, paving the way for development of partnership
standard possible so that emergency service volunteeagreements between the government and the two organisa-
received a comprehensive paging system. Based on thiens. The agreements were signed with the Murray Mallee
specifications agreed with the supplier at the time, cleaand South-East local government associations at meetings of
indications were that the new pager would provide significanthe State Local Government Partnerships Forum which were
enhancements over the previous model and that its technicla¢ld at Naracoorte and Mannum last month.
performance within the SA-GRN environment would be The regional partnership agreement will ultimately
equal to or exceed the performance of all other pagerachieve improved cooperation, more effective working
evaluated. relationships and joint action via state government and
rg}ouncils within those regions to advance social, economic

Leave granted.

During the manufacturing process, advance notificatio nd environmental priorities. A negotiating team has now

from the supplier was that the new pagers were achieving %Leen established to report back to the regions and to the
e

overnment by December of this year, with a project plan that
to include the nature of proposed activities. The two
reements are seen as pilots for a process that can be

exceeding the agreed specifications. The Department
Justice recently received the first sample batch of new pag
and, as a part of the process of ensuring that the pagers n{ﬁgt
tsr:)eerc?gggt?ginsitol;; ggsgiﬁzxytﬁggg%;ﬁmﬁf é?i? .gtlt Ceegtended to other regions in due course. Importantly the
instituted a comprehensive acceptance test regime. Thpsartnershlp agreement will assist our regional areas to build

X . . g nh an improved economic climate through a range of
included arranging for Telstra to re-establish a sophisticate . ; " .
pager testing laboratory. easures that will see improved conditions and ultimately

deliver greater economic growth, job creation and improved
On 3 October 2001, formal advice from the independentommunity facilities and services.
testing laboratory indicated that the pagers do not meet their Already projects such as the roads infrastructure database
specified level of radio frequency sensitivity. The tests shovproject, initiated by the partnerships forum, are providing real
that the RF interference caused when the pager’s back lighenefits for local communities. The database will assist
is switched on is at the root of the problem. It causes &ouncils, the state government and the Local Government
sensitivity degradation of approximately 11 per cent, theGrants Commission in making funding decisions relating to
outcome being that the pagers perform below their specifiedxpenditure on local roads. The project will also provide

level. valuable road data to government for other purposes such as
Based on these test results the new pagers could not lhrg(r;ggort planning, development and related infrastructure

accepted for their intended use in government, particularly

where the pagers are to be used as the primary means ﬁd .
_ . employment growth, but the supply of adequate housing
emergency call-out for CFS, SES, National Parks and Rur tock has not kept up with the demand.The regional work

Ambulance. Initial indications are that this problem may notforce accommodation study will help regional communities

be remedied in time for the beginning of the 2001-02 f'retar find solutions to work force accommodation. Under this

danger season. The extent of the delay is not yet known argoject, best practice examples in which local government has

negotiations with the supplier are being undertaken as k X L
e e : en a leadership role to develop work force housing in those
priority to rectify this problem. Should a delay with the pager_ .- < \where demand is outpacing supply are being explored.

roll-out occur, contingency plans will be established with thel.hiS will be followed up by identifying ways to attract private

emergency service agencies to ensure that effective OP&lector involvement, the style and type of work force accom-

ations in the field can be maintained. modation options and innovative solutions to overcome the

Our objective has always been that we must provide aimpediments to regional economic and employment growth
integrated statewide paging service that will assist emergen@aused by insufficient housing.
service volunteers successfully to protect life and property in  The government is also pleased by the successes being
South Australia, and | will ensure that this problem isseen across the state as a direct result of the partnerships
resolved and that all volunteers receive the best possiblerogram. We are committed to a series of major priorities for
pager available. Statewide pagers are a government initiatiadvancing the program at this stage, and they include the
that no previous government was prepared to address. Onfigther development of principles agreement between the
fully implemented they will be a beneficial adjunct to the state and local government sector and further development
SAGRN. | will keep the House informed on the progress ofof partnership projects on the ground, particularly at regional
this issue. and local levels.

At this point | pay tribute to outgoing Local Government
Association President, Mayor Brian Hurn, and congratulate

TheSPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Local Govern- him on his leadership of the local government sector. | have
ment has the call. The member for Elder will come to orderenjoyed the opportunity to work with Mayor Hurn and look

Many areas of our state are experiencing rapid economic

Members interjecting:
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forward to his continued contribution to the sector as heoridge turns three times while you are on it and it is very
continues in his role as Mayor of the Barossa council. Irdangerous. Trucks have collided under the bridge because the
farewelling Brian Hurn, | also welcome Mayor Johannaclearance heights were not high enough. There have been
McLusky to the position of LGA President and wish her well accidents on the bridge, pedestrians have been hurt and it is
in the discharge of her duties in this most important positionone of those bridges that need constant speed camera
The government believes that state and local governmeattention as itis a black spot. They install the speed cameras
bodies owe it to their communities to show leadership. Thigust after the bridge—not on it or before it but after it.

government is showing that leadership by demonstrating how |f we are serious about reducing the death toll and
we can work together with the local government sector tqs|iminating black spots, we would do something about

deliver better service for our communities. reducing the speed, particularly on the bridge. That could be
a solution. Something must be done urgently. | am not sure
GRIEVANCE DEBATE why the government has not acted. Maybe it does not feel that

lives in the western suburbs are as important as lives in North

Mr KOUTSANTONIS (Peake): | have raised in this Adelaide. | do not believe that s right: the government should
House on a number of occasions the issue of the Bakew%ct immediately.

Bridge, its continued state of disrepair and the way it is  __. .
completely unsafe for road traffic and pedestrian traffic. Last 1/me expired.
night, unfortunately, there was a head-on collision on the
Bakewell Bridge yet again. | am not aware of whether there 1heHon. G.M.GUNN (Stuart): | am pleased to
were any fatalities on that bridge, but | understand that it wagarticipate in this debate. | can tell the member for Peake
a very serious accident. | am not sure whether any foul playfhere there is another bridge that needs upgrading. A narrow
was involved such as drink driving or speeding, but tha ittle bridge b.etween Stone Hut and errabara is apothe!r
bridge is a disaster; it is dangerous and ugly and should ngngerous brldge, and I hope that when the minister fixes his
knocked down and rebuilt. | received a letter from thePridge he will also fix that one. | am pleased that the honour-
Minister for Transport saying that the bridge had been mad@b!e member supports the arts and would sooner have the arts
safe. After two fatalities, | petitioned the minister to ask herthan the bridge. That is not my view at all. | prefer money for
to put up road barriers on the side so that cars could ndPads. If people want to go and enjoy the performances at the
plough through into residents’ backyards or homes. After twd €stival Theatres and others they should pay for them. I want
fatalities, she agreed. After one fatality on a bridge in North9@in to raise an issue which | have raised a couple of times
Adelaide, that bridge was completely upgraded and renovaté§cently, when | have asked questions and issued the
at a cost greater than the expense of putting up road barrietgallenge to the shadow Treasurer, the leader, the shadow
on the Bakewell Bridge. minister for t_he enwron_ment and ot_hers where they stand_on

There was another collision again today. That collisior® NUmber of important issues affecting rural South Australia,
highlights the need for the minister to take urgent action t¢°UNty people, regional South Australia and the farming,
see what she can do to ensure that this bridge is safe. If theP@storal, mining and tourism industries. To this date they
was another fatality last night it is one too many. This is the'@Ve failed to respond.
most dangerous bridge in South Australia. There have been It is of great concern that the shadow minister for the
more fatalities on this bridge than on any other bridge irenvironment's chief adviser seems to be the Wilderness
South Australia. | said in my last grievance and say again t&ociety, given past comments and actions of those people.
the minister that, if there are any more fatalities on thairior to the election of this government the trendies and
bridge, they will be on her hands. On her watch we have hagthers just about stopped the aquaculture industry in South
more fatalities than at any other time. | am quite happy to saiustralia. They did everything in my electorate to stop it. We
outside this place that | am sick and tired of the westerrknow what has happened in Western Australia where they
suburbs getting an unfair deal from this government. have whacked up land tax and it is has skyrocketed. The

This bridge is a gateway to the city from the airport. It is farming community are entitled to know where they stand on
a bridge used by school children crossing to the Adelaidéhe freeholding of land, and whether they will allow radical
High School and to other private schools in the city. There i€lements within certain departments and outside bodies which
a bus stop on the bridge and it is dangerous; it needs to pear to have the Labor Party’s ear to make the day-to-day
fixed. The government, which has already costed anghanagement of agriculture practices nearly impossible.
announced an upgrade of the bridge, should bring it forwardVhere do they stand on annexured fire breaks; where do they
but | do not think it will. It is disgraceful that the Minister for Stand on protecting people’s rights to go about their business
the Arts would sit back and watch a blowout in the operatiorfnd create opportunities for the rest of South Australia?
of the Festival Theatre and yet, as Minister for Transport, see We know that the shadow minister for the environment
the condition of the Bakewell Bridge and its fatalities. It is and shadow treasurer criticised the government’s decision to
government waste. It saddened me to read the Auditoimplement a fairer valuation system and fairer, reduced rents
General's Report yesterday and see the amount of monéyr the pastoral industry and the new valuation system for
wasted on the upgrade of the Hindmarsh stadium. Thaural South Australia. Where do they stand on the new export
money could have been spent on a number of things. Itis jugiort at Outer Harbor? Do they support that? In government
a disgrace, an absolute disgrace. would they continue with that project, which will bring great

| often wonder whether, if this bridge were in a marginal benefits to all sections of the export industries in South
Liberal seat, the government would have acted and ther&ustralia? Where do they stand on it? The people in rural
would have been an upgrade. But it has not—it has don8outh Australia are entitled to know. | have asked on three
absolutely nothing. | hope the people involved in the accidenbccasions, and what do we have? A wall of silence. The so-
last night are okay. | am not sure how the accident occurredalled spokesman, the economic genius, the Deputy Leader
but anyone who has driven over that bridge realises that thef the Opposition, has not responded.
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| want to know where she stands on stamp duty conce24 hours sooner or later could make more than $100 000
sions so that farming families can continue in operation andifference in what compensation the estate might receive.
not be hog-tied by unnecessary and unwise taxation. Where |commend the Hon. Nick Xenophon for introducing this
do they stand on bureaucracy? One of the challenges thhill. It highlights the differences between the Liberal and
rural people face on a daily basis is to ensure that they get drabor approaches. The Liberals did not hesitate to blow-out
top of bureaucracy and that, when bureaucracy makes unwise $6 million soccer stadium project to $41 million and they
unnecessary and draconian decisions, they get them changkdpt pursuing it madly at any cost, but when it came to a

All their little cosy friends they have locked away—would provision that would enable a handful of workers’ families
they control them or would they give them a green light toeach year to receive decent compensation after a loss caused
descend upon these hard working good people who produd;yterrible conditions in the workplace, the Liberal Party has
the goods that ensure we have a decent lifestyle in Soutpeen reluctant and slow to agree to this legislation. Many of
Australia? We are entitled to answers to these questions, y#te Liberal Party members fought it to the last minute. There
we do not hear any comments from the leader, the shadol& an irony in that, because it reflects the callous behaviour
Treasurer or others in relation to these important industrie®f some insurance companies from time to time in dragging
There is a need for support for the mining industry, aquaculout litigation where they could see a cost saving in the event
ture and fishing and further to develop public infrastructurethat the litigation survived the worker instead of the other
for the tourist industry, which is employing thousands ofway around. So, | was pleased to support that piece of
South Australians, which is absolutely essential in myegislation today.
electorate, and without which many small towns would not Onasimilar note | would also like to express the fact that
exist. | am really thrilled that today we have succeeded in an

The same goes for a number of important issues which th@Mendment to the Constitution which will give fixed four
Labor Party in opposition appears not to want to address. W& terms to South Australia. The bill that has finally passed
are entitled to know where they stand on the rural roadets the election date as March 2006.
funding program, which has seen a massive increase in 1/Me expired.

sealing of roads in country areas. This is the third occasion; Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): | rise to address the

| challenge the deputy leader to say where they stand on these, ) .
issues. People in rural South Australia are entitled to kno tbject of wetlands and water. They are both issues of vital

: . Iimportance to all South Australians. It is time for us to sit

The _waII of s_|Ience Is not acceptable. back and reflect on the achievements of the last four to eight

Time expired. years in the area of improving the water environment within
) ) i ) South Australia. Itis interesting that this government has put

Mr HANNA (Mitchell): This morning I did not have the \ater very much on the agenda. In doing so, it recognises the
opportunity to speaK to the Survival of Causes of Actionyzluable lifeline which is the Murray River, and it is now the
(Dust-Related Conditions) Amendment Bill due to timeng 1 priority for the whole country as a consequence of this
constraints. | want to say a few words about that pmpos't'o'@overnment’s work.
now. | am pleased the bill has passed; it will enable the" \ye should also recognise that this government has faced
families of many working people to have some decent; i the issue that we need to manage our water in a smarter
compensation in cases where the worker—usually thgay for a range of reasons, not only because we do not have
breadwinner of the family—has contracted a fatal dust relategnough water but also because we need to manage storm-
condition such as mesothelioma, etc. | would prefer to havg ater overflow and the damage that it causes. We also need
been able to vote for a bill which would have enabledy, consider the overall environment in which we live and the
workers suffering from fatal diseases such as that to live o part that water plays in the balance of that ecosystem not

to see justice _done_in respect of their compensat_ion cIaim%,my in the country but also in metropolitan Adelaide.
but the only thing this parliament could do in practicalterms  |; g interesting to note that a volume of about

was to pass a bill WhIC'h allowed the compensation cl.j;ums o{10 gigalitres per year of stormwater discharges into Gulf
such workers to survive the death of the worker with thes; \incent from catchments just in the Adelaide area. This
disease. figure may be compared with Adelaide’s annual water
It means justice for the families of those workers,consumption of 160 gigalitres, of which 110 gigalitres is
generally speaking; specifically, it enables payment opumped from the Murray River to Adelaide in the average
compensation for non-economic loss to devolve through tgear. The potential for water savings from the Murray are
the estate of the deceased worker. This is against a bacgbviously very real if we can better capture the run-off within
ground where we have a very limited degree of compensanetropolitan Adelaide.
tion—if | can call it that—in respect of people who are  Of course, the government has made a number of achieve-
related to someone killed as a result of the wrong of anothements in this area, and one of them is my electorate, the
I refer to what is called ‘solatium’. Under Labor and Liberal Urrbrae wetland. That is a marvellous excavation which now
governments in South Australia the provision in the Wrongsaptures enormous quantities of road water run-off and has
Act has never been much more than an insult to families whereated not only a water management device but also a valued
have just lost one of their members as a result of the wrongfidnvironmental tool now used by students in my electorate on
act of another. That is regrettable and something that manydaily basis to improve their knowledge of the environment
of us in this place will be reviewing in the future. and water management within the electorate. It is an outstand-
The point of the bill is that a deceased worker’s inherit-ing facility.
ance should not be restricted by the arbitrariness of the rate The government contributed nearly $253 000 of initial
of progress of the disease or the callous tactics of insuranéevestment, the bulk going to trash racks in the initial
companies in dragging out compensation litigation. Theestablishment of the wetland. Subsequently, through the
current situation has been black and white, namely, that dyingconomic and Finance Committee | have been able to
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ascertain that funding support over the last three years hdand buyers that the south is no longer so far away. Over time
been a further $21 340 in 1999; $1 100 in 2000; and $5 00¢his will mean an increase in the demand for property (and |
in 2001. A significant portion of these funds supported trialguess an increase in property values, which will be popular—
and investigations on improving gross pollutant trap/sedimerdt least with those who hold property in the south); there will
trap performance at the wetland. be a growth in population; and there will be more traffic and,

| am also working with the council and the minister to try of course, slower travel times and an even greater bottleneck
to get funding for an additional retention dam to be built onat Darlington as we try to get into the city.

the site and for further developments to the Urrbrae wetland  The experience everywhere is that new freeways lead to
so that we can manage the polluted water a little better befoficreased traffic, which eventually produces demand for more
it arrives into the actual wetland dam. and more freeways. Of course, Los Angeles is the most

Of course, there have been other achievements, some @ktreme example of this. | foresee at some stage in the next
them small; for example, Scotch College at Mitcham in my10 or 15 years that there will be increased demand to extend
electorate has used local creek flow stored in aquifers tehe freeway to widen it and to have traffic going both ways.
irrigate their ovals and substitute for mains water since th@lany people in the south regret that that has not happened
1980s. That is one small example. already.

The(e are other major examples of Weﬂfind deVe!Opme”ts Some cities in both Europe and America deal with these
at Hamilton Park and in October 2000 at Mimosa Drive, Valgisqes in different ways. They invest in better public transport

Park, where an important development occurred to try {Quhich, unlike freeways, only get more efficient as population
capture and improve the flow of water into the Torrens Rivety.csire increases. Greater numbers on trains and buses

so that the bird habitat and the environment for fishing an¢heans more frequent services, and that leads to a reduction
rowing etc. was a little better managed. Also, at Port Adelaidé, the demand for new roads. As a regular user of the
there have been some marvellous achievements, and Qbarlunga to Adelaide train service, which is an excellent
course the government annoynced a $600 000 injection 'ngeak hour service, | have noted since the opening of the
the Morphettville wetland project—another great scheme tQy ressway that the train is less crowded and the car park less

capture stormwater run-off. ) _full. Can it be that the expressway is attracting passengers
A high level water body has been established to examingyay from the public transport? It will be interesting to see

the Spencer Gulf:s reuse of water more broadly. This reflectg;, ¢ happens to passenger numbers over the next few months
the government's commitment to help Playford, Portgnce the novelty value of the expressway rubs off.
Adelaide, Marion and Mitcham councils and other councils Earlier this week, on entering the Noarlunga railway car

in developing wetland based stormwater run-off managementark | was surprised to receive notice that the government
system which make safer not only our streets and.SUburboﬁteﬁds to charge commuters $1.65 a day to park there. The
from storm damage but also our road safer. In so doing, thek y '

create beautiful environmental jewels for local communities otice explained that this is planned as a security measure to
students and the public. encourage patrons to leave their cars at the station. While this

Time expired might encourage casual travellers to park and ride, it will also
) place a considerable burden on the many workers who park

and ride on a daily basis. Itis the equivalent to putting up the

cost of travel by about $400 a year. | suspect that it may well

be a disincentive for many and may lead to the parking of
ars in the adjacent Colonnades car park or on the street. |

Mr HILL (Kaurna): Before discussing the issues with
which | want to deal today, | would like to congratulate the
member for Mitchell on achieving something which is
probably very rare in this place, that is, for a backbenche - . ;
from the opposition to amend the South Australian Constitul'3V€ called on the Minister for Transport to review this
tion. It is a remarkable achievement, and he deserves ofiflicy after a few months and to ensure that commuters are
praise and our credit for having pursued that matter angonsuited.
producing an outcome that will aid good governmentin South  On the issue of consultation, it is pleasing to note the
Australia and certainly will be fair for both sides of the government's recent backflip over the issue of motor
House. registration rates for Aldinga beach following a decision

The reason | did stand today was to raise a number gfome time ago because of an administrative convenience as

transport issues which relate to my electorate. There has be#iifvas explained to me. The government extended metropoli-
a flurry of announcements in the recent past, indicating thd@n boundary from Quinliven Road to south of Silver Sands.
an election is in the wind. Last month, just about everyone iff his meant the inclusion into the metropolitan area of
the south will have been pleased to see the opening of tHBousands of residents who used to pay country rates, and
second stage of the Southern Expressway. As a resident of tHeus higher rates for car registration. A concerted campaign
Seaford area, | was particularly pleased because the entrarf@éthe local community, which I was pleased to support, has
to the expressway is only a few kilometres away from myseen this policy overturned. However, this has not resolved
front door. | have used the expressway on a number dghe centralissue of where country and cities boundaries begin
occasions now, and there is no doubt that it does shave a fedd end. Residents at Port Willunga and Aldinga will
minutes off the trip into town. Yesterday morning | left home continue to pay the metropolitan price for car registration but
at 6.01 and | arrived in front of Parliament House at 6.31. Not enjoy the benefits of city public transport.
did not break the law—at least not that | am aware—in Along with their southern neighbours, they will continue
travelling. | got into the city in about 30 minutes, which | to use buses that do not share common ticketing with the
thought was a pretty remarkable achievement. Mind you, theetropolitan area. Meanwhile, the community is still waiting
expressway takes time off the trip to Darlington, but in peakior the Premier to release a report on this general issue
hours the trip from Darlington to the city can be quite slow.commissioned two years ago—the local members should not
There are other implications apart from reducing time, nohold their breath on this. There is a strong demand in the
the least of these being the sense that it will give potentiabuter south for integration with the metropolitan ticketing
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service. Itis a matter of some inequity that this is not alreadghanges from what the act said and what we intended, which
in place. will ultimately undermine the process of the authority that we
Time expired. have if we pass that act in plain language. It will not serve the
interests and needs of the people who need to use firearms or

Mr LEWIS (Hammond): Mr Acting Speaker, youwould \who are legitimately entitled to use them for recreational and
know that the new customs regulations with respect t@porting purposes.

firearms are of concern to firearms dealers and people who
have a licence to repair them. Any firearms dealer wantin%q
to import firearms, or parts, or ammunition, requires a2

Roger Mathison, the man who was the subject of the
quiry that | made of the minister during question time, is a
1 year old man who is an outstanding tradesman in his
hosen profession of firearms manufacture, repairs and
any dealer convicted of an offence under the state firear aintenance. He is now on th_e scrap heap, seeking employ-
law within the preceding 10 years is naturally prohibited from™Ment through Job Search. | thinkiitis outrageous that not one
importing—and that is not improper. For a dealer to obtairfdditional aspect of safety or benefit to any member of the
anew CD or H-class firearms licence from an importer, bott§€neral public has resulted from that raid, but he has been
the dealer and the importer must have appropriate custonfosed down, his business has been taken from him (and on
certification, and the federal customs’ certification of dealerd later occasion, when | have more time, | will outline the
is then_surprise, Surprise_de|egated to state po”ce_ SO, ﬂﬁ@.l’tlcular events which resulted in that), and that is outra-
state police forces are in an extremely powerful position—J€o0us.
more particularly, the firearms branch is in an overridingly ~ Time expired.
powerful position, and unaccountable to anyone except this

customs form B709 for each of the various categories. The
are issued by state police. Under the new customs regulatio

parliament. = . . . PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE ON
The state pOllce have introduced here in South Australia OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY. REHABILITATION
complex and very time-consuming regulatory changes (and AND COM PEN,SATI ON

they are constantly changing), which increase non-productive

workloads for dealers. This affects their viability, and it TheHon. I.F. EVANS(Minister for Environment and
further increases the chances of an inadvertent oversight, gferitage): | move:
the "?ab”“y to Compl_y Wit.h revi_sed require_ments_within the That Mr Hamilton-Smith be appointed to the Occupational
set time frame, which is deliberately, in my judgment, safety, Rehabilitation and Compensation Committee in place of
draconian. Any dealer can be convicted of an offence whichyrs Penfold, resigned.
in most instances, would be a minor breach of a state potion carried.
regulation, such as a clerical error. The end result of that is
that they will be disqualified from being a dealer in the
sporting firearms business for 10 years: in other words, their INTEGRATED NATURAL RESOURCE
business is over. MANAGEMENT BILL

This has nothing to do with public safety and everything
to do with the phobia there seems to be amongst the peop
who have found their way into this very small cabal of police 4 . ,
officers—or, at least, into the group which is driving policy promote mtegrateq and sustainable management of the state’s
relevant there. By relentless pursuit of all the dealers, it igratural resources; and for other purposes. Read a first time.
then possible to eliminate them progressively, one by one, TheHon. |.F. EVANS: | move:
and eliminate all firearms imports, cut off supply of spares That this bill be now read a second time.
to maintain the operation of existing firearms and, effectively] seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
completely close down not only the industry but also the usén Hansardwithout my reading it.
of the tools and devices (and firearms must be considered | ggye granted.
here) for the control of vermin, and for the use of destruction )
of animals on farms. Introduction

. o . . This Bill is the culmination of significant amounts of work and
So, itleaves the consumers legitimately needing them with, o nsjve consultation, especially since the release of the draft Bil

no support. More particularly, the people of the South-Eastn February 2001. Since that time, numerous briefing sessions with
the Upper South-East, the southern Mallee, the Mallee, thieey interest groups have been held, there have been 9 regional
Riverland and the Murraylands have, in large number, useorkshops, and approximately 140 written submissions have been

. ; . eceived. The overwhelming message from the consultation process
the services for over 20 years of Roger Mathison in Murra){s that South Australia needs a simpler approach to the management

Bridge, who has been harangued and now, more recentlyf land, water, vegetation, biodiversity and cultural heritage values.
forced to close down. There are two South Australian country - pyring this period the Statutory Authorities Review Committee’s
dealers and one in the city who are in difficulties or facingreport on its ‘Inquiry into Animal and Plant Control Boards and Soil
prosecution at the present time. Conservation Boards’ has also been released. That report also con-

; ; ; :Cludes that there is a need for an integrated approach to the
Let me point out further that the Registrar of Firearms ISmanagement of the State’s natural resources and recommends that

using the Acts Interpretation Act to override and bypass the,is Bill be supported. I will come back to the SARC report shortly.
Firearms Actand regulations in his interpretations. They are e Bijj| now before Parliament incorporates a number of
not the ruddy law; they are just what he says has to go. Angmendments that address issues that were raised during the consul-
he is not accountable to anyone; he just does what he pleas&gion process. The inclusion of these amendment§ not only improves
The police are in the process, | advise all members now, he Bill but also demonstrates the Government's commitment to

b . . . . _being responsive to the community. In general, the changes do not
rewriting the Firearms Act in what they are calling plain 3506 the overall thrust of the Bill. Rather, they relate to detailed

language. I do not accept that it is plain language at all. It isssues such as criteria and processes for selecting INRM Group
my belief that it will, more likely than not, result in subtle members. The new form of the Bill also seeks to clarify the

TheHon. |.F. EVANS (Minister for Environment and
eritage) obtained leave and introduced a bill for an act to
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relationship between natural resource management plans and the The legislation will therefore provide an opportunity not only to
South Australian Planning Strategy, and various plans, that seek teduce duplication in various areas, but also to identify gaps in the
balance economic, social and environmental directions for Souttanagement of our natural resources.

Australia.

Current Situation

It is also expected that, in the medium term, relevant natural

resource management legislation will be reformed and that there will

Within South Australia there are numerous groups currently involvedpe further clarification of roles, relationships and funding arrange-

int

he management of natural resources. These include:

68 Local Governments;

ments. Importantly, these changes will be undertaken in a manner
that is supported by regional communities rather than being

29 Animal and Plant Control Boards and 14 Council’s with arbitrarily imposed.

similar powers;

27 Soil Conservation Boards;

17 National Park and Wildlife Act consultative committees;
9 Natural Heritage Trust Regions;

8 Catchment Water Management Boards;

4 State Government Agencies with key involvement in natural,
resource management and planning; and

a plethora of community organisations such as Landcare groups,
catchment committees and other environmental organisations,
Reform is necessary as each of these groups have overlapping

Features of the Proposed Legislation

The Bill proposes:

a Ministerial Board constituted by at least three Ministers
appointed to the Board by the Governor;

a State Natural Resource Management Plan to provide broad
policy guidance;

the identification of Integrated Natural Resource Management
(INRM) Regions based on the natural environment, statutory
regions and socio-economic boundaries;

the formation of Integrated Natural Resource Management
Groups comprising a maximum of eleven members in each

roles and responsibilities in delivering natural resource management
programs and, while there is collaboration between them, they are
in many ways acting competitively for the finite level of resources
available. This is both inefficient and frustrating to the many indi-
viduals who are trying to make the system work to achieve improved

out(éc;rgkegsr.ound The Government will be keen to achieve a wide range of skills on

. . .. _egch INRM Group. These skills will be expected to include such
Over the past decade there has been increasing community aﬂangs as land management, water management, biodiversity
government interest in the rationalisation of Ieg|§lat|ve arrangement&boriginm land management, r'egional local governmént expertise,l
relating to the management of South Australia’s natural reSoUrcegegiona| development and experience at State government level. The

In 1997 the Government indicated that during its next term ofGoyernment will also seek to achieve broad community involve-
office it would seek to introduce policies aimed at ‘eliminating  ment. The key is not to be overly prescriptive but to have sufficient
duplication and maximising benefits in natural resourcefjeipility to tailor the membership of a Board to suit the particular
management.. . . ) . needs of each community, and the Bill provides that a majority of

In 1998 a review was initiated with a view to developing new members of a Board must live or work in the relevant region.
comprehensive integrated legislation for natural resource manage- Existing Administrative Arrangements
ment. However it soon became apparent that there is a high level ¢ many respects the Bill seeks confirm administrative arrangements
community ownership of current arrangements by the varioughat are already in place in regional South Australia where
sectoral interests and there was a major risk of disenfranchising kgmmunity pressure has led to the formation of ‘Interim INRM
organisations and individuals if wholesale changes were to b%roups’ in seven regions (South East, Murray, Mount Lofty Ranges,
imposed. A more cooperative approach was therefore developed fiythern Agricultural Districts, Kangaroo Island, Eyre Peninsula and
outlined in the Bill before you. Rangelands).

The INRM Bill does not seek to directly amend existing At the national level there has also been increasing recognition
legislation. Rather it seeks to provide a framework that will enableyf the need to strengthen regional delivery mechanisms for natural
the simplification of existing administrative arrangements andesource management. On 3 November 2000 the Council of
provide increased capacity and authority for regional communitied\,stralian Governments announced the 7 year $1.4 billion National
to make their own decisions about structures and arrangements. action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality (NAP) and, on 25

As the Bill provides an overarching framework for the man- February 2001, the Premier signed the Intergovernment Agreement
agement of natural resources, itis not considered that it contains a@yy the NAP (IGA) and committed South Australia to providing
restrictions to competition. matching funding of up to $100 million.

This approach is consistent with the Statutory Authorities Review  South Australia has shown considerable leadership in the
Committee’s (SARC) Inquiry into Soil Conservation Boards anddevelopment of the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water
Animal and Plant Control Boards report which statesfiolowing  Quiality. Premier Olsen was the second Premier to sign the IGA and
the establishment of INRM Regions and Groups, meetings of existinBe first to finalise a Bilateral Agreement with the Commonwealth
boards, committees and community groups involved in naturan its implementation.
resource management should be encouraged to explore any possible As well as providing substantial funding to South Australia to
voluntary rationalisation! facilitate implementation of a number of measures developed in State

Importantly, the SARC report recommends that thiegrated  salinity strategies and other initiatives, the IGA on the NAP and the
Natural Resource Management Bik supported and that a further associated Bilateral Agreement commit South Australia to a number
review of natural resource management arrangements in Soutf reforms.

Australia be undertaken in 5 years time. These include:

The Bill itself includes provisions that are consistent with this establishing appropriate institutional arrangements for
recommendation. priority regions

For example, a function of the INRM Board is: involvement of regional communities in the development of

to formulate, adopt or promote strategies designed to maximise INRM Plans, to be accredited by governments

integrated and sustainable management of the State’s natural capacity building activities to assist communities and

resources by relevant government agencies, statutory authorities landholders to develop and implement accredited INRM

and local government bodies, including by considering or plans

recommending changes to legislation agreed land and water policy reforms, and

Furthermore, INRM Groups will, in addition to promoting clearly articulated roles for the Commonwealth, South
integrated and sustainable management, preparing plans and setting  Australian, local government and the community to provide
priorities for allocating resources, be required to provide advice to an effective, integrated and coherent framework to deliver
the Ministerial INRM Board on: and monitor implementation of the National Action Plan.

how to improve arrangements and structures relevant to the South Australia’s initiative in developing this Bill has been an

management of natural resources within its region, with par-important factor in gaining Commonwealth endorsement of the
ticular reference to reducing duplication and maximising benefitsBilateral Agreement and will expedite transfer of funds to commence
through rationalising and streamlining legislation, administra- implementation activities.

tive practices and planning policies associated with natural The 2001-02 Commonwealth budget announced a further

resource management. $1 billion for a 5-year extension of the Natural Heritage Trust pro-

region; and

the preparation of Regional Natural Resource Management Plans
and Regional Natural Resource Management Investment
strategies by INRM Groups.

INRM Groups
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gram. While details of the extended NHT program are yet to be Clause 4: Interpretation

released, it seems certain that delivery will also be linked toThis clause sets out the definitions required for the purposes of the

implementation of regional INRM plans in a similar manner to thatmeasure.

outlined for the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality. ~ ‘Integrated management’ is to include the co-ordination of
For the purposes of the NAP and NHT it is not mandatory thatpolicies, programs, plans and projects, and co-ordination in the

INRM legislation be introduced in South Australia; however suchexercise and performance of various administrative and strategy

action will greatly facilitate program implementation. Furthermore, powers, functions and responsibilities.

the significant level of resourcing available under both the NAP and ‘Sustainable management’ will mean the use, conservation,

NHT is likely to provide considerable incentive for further reform. protection or enhancement of the State’s natural resources in a way

Consultation on the Draft INRM Bill that maintains ecological processes while providing for the
A draft INRM Bill was released for public comment between 17 economic, social and physical well-being of the community,
February and 30 March 2001. especially by adopting various methods and principles.

The overall community response has been positive. For example, Clause 5: Interaction with other Acts _ _
a submission received from the South Australian Farmers Federatiorhis measure is intended to be in addition to, and not in derogation

states that: of, any other Act.
‘the South Australian Farmers Federation Natural Resource PART 2
Committee strongly supports the principles and concepts MINISTERIAL BOARD

underpinning the draft Bill. We see this as an important step  Clause 6: Establishment of Board ) _
forward for the effective long-term management of Southlhelntegrated Natural Resources Management Basesstablished.
Australia’s resource base. Farming organisations Nation-wide  Clause 7: Membership of Board o _
have long been advocating the devolution of NRM responsiThe Board will consist of at least three Ministers appointed to the
bilities to local communities. Board by the Governor. A Minister appointed to the Board will have
The community consultation process identified a number ofesponsibilities related to the management, use, development,
suggestions for ways in which the Bill could be improved andconservation or protection of natural resources.
changes have been made to improve the Bill and demonstrate the Clause 8: Functions of the Board )
Government's commitment to being responsive to the communityl he Board is to promote integrated and sustainable management of
Such changes include: the State’s natural resources. It will prepare a State natural resource
- the definition of ‘natural resources’ was amended to includenanagement plan and promote integrated natural resource manage-
reference to coastal, marine and estuarine areas, fish and argaent within the State. It will act as a special source of advice to the
of geological value; Premier and consult with peak bodies.
the definition of ‘sustainable management’ was amended to more Clause 9: Proceedings ) _
closely reflect the principles of Ecologically Sustainable The Board will meet at least once in every quarter and will be
Development; required to take reasonable steps to inform INRM Groups of any
the amendment of the maximum number of Ministers on theBoard decisions that may be relevant to their functions or activities
Ministerial Board so as to allow greater flexibility, to address under the Act.
substantial concerns relating to the exclusion of other Ministers  Clause 10: Annual report . o
with an interest in NRM; The Board will prepare an annual report on its activities. The report
the inclusion of a new function for the Ministerial Board, being Will be tabled in Parliament.
the ability to establish scientific, technical or community PART 3
advisory committees; INTEGRATED NATURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
the inclusion of new sections to provide guidance on the issues REGIONS
to be addressed by the State Natural Resource Management Plan, DIVISION 1—REGIONS
Regional Natural Resource Management Plans and Investment Clause 11: Establishment of regions
Strategies; The Board will establish Integrated Natural Resource Management
the amendment of the INRM Group Membership criteria to Regions in various parts of the State. A region will be established
enable individuals with particular experience or expertiseWith a view to promoting integrated and sustainable natural resource
relevant to the management of natural resources to be includéganagementwithin the region and to providing a regional focus for
in addition to members of existing bodies; and relevant strategies. The Board will, in establishing a region, give

clarification relating to meeting procedures and remuneration Particular attention to the form of the natural environment, and take
Conclusion into account regions or areas established under other Acts, relevant

. economic, social, cultural and local government boundaries or areas,
Thelntegrated Natural Resource Management Bitbposes some  anq representations from relevant groups or persons within a
vital legislation that is necessary to improve regional delivery ofcommunity.
natural resource management arrangements in this State. Importanﬁ A '
the Bill does not take a confrontationist approach, or injudiciously
abandon existing arrangements that are well respected by regiong,

South Australians. Rather, it seeks to strengthen community,.

involvement at the regional level and facilitate an evolutionary shift i | composition of a group and seek to ensure that a majority of

to a new paradigm. members live or work in the relevant region. A group will have u
There are considerable efficiencies to be gained. to 11 members. gion. A group P

Finally, new initiatives being introduced at the national level ~ cjayse 13: Corporate nature
provide the important incentive that will facilitate the necessaryan INRM Group will be a body corporate. A group will be subject

DIVISION 2—GROUPS

Clause 12: Establishment of groups

ere will be arintegrated Natural Resource Management Group
each region. The Board will consult before it determines the

change. to direction by the Board.
I commend this Bill to honourable members. Clause 14: Conditions of membership
Explanation of clauses A member of an INRM Group will be appointed on conditions
PART 1 determined by the Board for a term not exceeding three years. A
PRELIMINARY member will be eligible for reappointment. The Board will be able
Clause 1: Short title to appoint deputies. The Board will consult with the remaining
This clause is formal. mhembers of the group before filling a vacancy in the membership of
Clause 2: Commencement e DIVISION 3—FUNCTIONS AND POWERS OF INRM
The measure will be brought into operation by proclamation. GROUPS
Clause 3: Objects Clause 15: Functions

This clause sets out the objects of the measure, which are to promafée functions of an INRM Group will include to facilitate the
and facilitate integrated and sustainable management of the Statelgevelopment of a regional natural resource management plan and an
natural resources, to provide a framework to enhance the managessociated regional natural resource management investment
ment of the State’s natural resources, and to involve the communitstrategy. A group will also provide advice to the Board in relation

in the development and implementation of regional initiatives toto the integrated and sustainable management of natural resources
improve the management of the State’s natural resources. within its region.
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Clause 16: Powers tion of biodiversity could not be confined to national parks, but
An INRM Group will have the powers necessary for the performanceequired a landscape approach.
of its functions. In acceptance of this, and now 21 years ago, this State embarked
Clause 17: Committees on a ‘journey’ to secure significant parts of the State’s biodiversity
An INRM Group will be able to establish committees in connectionoutside of the formal National Parks and reserves system. The launch
with the performance of its functions. of the Heritage Agreement Scheme in 1980 by the then Liberal
Clause 18: Delegations Government was a visionary and progressive move that signalled the

An INRM Group will be able to delegate its functions or powers. Start of the journey. Under the scheme, landholders were encouraged,
However, an INRM Group will not be able to delegate the power tothrough the provision of selected incentives, to voluntarily retain and
adopt or amend a regional natural resource management plan Blanage remnant native vegetation areas. In return, a heritage

investment strategy, or the power to adopt its annual report. agreementwas entered into to secure the conservation of the land—
DIVISION 4—ACCOUNTS, AUDIT AND REPORTS generally in perpetuity. )
Clause 19: Accounts, audit and budget Since that time, heritage agreements have continued to be an

An INRM Group will keep financial statements, which will be integral part of a comprehensive package of off-park conservation
audited by the Auditor-General on an annual basis. An INRM will measures, which from 1983 also included controls on clearance.
be required to have an annual budget approved by the Board. Changes to the controls occurred with the introduction ofNthtve

Clause 20: Reports Vegetation Management Act 198fd its replacement by tixative
An INRM Group must prepare an annual report on its activities. Vegetation Act 1991Despite some differences in the detall, the
DIVISION 5—SCHEDULE state's off-park conservation program, including controls on
Clause 21: Schedule clearance, have won bi-partisan political support. South Australia has
Additional provisions relating to INRM Groups are set out in the also has enjoyed a national and international reputation for providing
Schedule leadership in this area.
) PART 4 That reputation will be further enhanced by the package of chan-

ges to the legislation that are introduced through this Bill and the
supportive changes envisaged for the regulations.

Review process

e changes proposed have followed detailed reviews of both the
Native Vegetation Act 19%nd Regulations.

A review of theNative Vegetation Act 1994as commenced in
late 1998 by a working group comprising members of the Native
%getation Council, the Crown Solicitor’'s Office, and the Depart-
ment for Environment and Heritage. The working group’s report,
Native Vegetation Act (Enforcement, Appeals, etc) Amendment

REGULATIONS

Clause 22: Regulations
The Governor will be able to make regulations for the purposes oﬁ.h
the Act.

SCHEDULE
Provisions applicable to INRM Groups

The Schedule sets out various provisions relating to the process

and procedures of INRM Groups.

Mr HILL secured the adjournment of the debate. Reportwas released for public comment in January 2000.
A broad review of the Regulations under tRative Vegetation
NATIVE VEGETATION (MISCELLANEOUS) Act 1991was also commenced in 1998 by a panel comprised of Mr
AMENDMENT BILL David Boundy (representing extensive experience in agriculture), Dr

Bob Sharrad (representing conservation expertise), and Mr Paul
L . Leadbeter (an expertin environmental law). The panel was asked to
TheHon. I.F. EVANS(Minister for Environmentand  tocus on the exemptions (from clearance control) within the Regu-
Heritage) obtained leave and introduced a bill for an act tolations and the fee structure for applications to clear native vegeta-
amend the Native Vegetation Act 1991 and to make a relategpn. The panel’'s repoRReview of the Regulations under the Native

amendment to the Development (System |mprovemer\&(g%gtationActlQQWas released for public comment in November

Program) Amendment Act 2000. Read a first time. Despite some difference about the detail, public comment on the
TheHon. |.F. EVANS: | move: reviews identified that there was general agreement for a package of
That this bill be now read a second time. changes.

| want to make a couple of informal comments in relation to In addition, the Government reviewed the means to facilitate
integration of decision making on native vegetation clearance with

the bill beforg the H‘?“SG- In this bill, the govemment haéthe development assessment and approval process. Changes to the
sought to strike the right balance between offering greatepevelopment Act 1998pproved by Parliament provide the Native
protection to native vegetation and also promoting incentiveSegetation Council with the appropriate legal basis to enable it to
for landowners to revegetate and protect native Vegetatidﬁake directions relating to the clearance of native vegetation as part

; RO ; a0 of a development application referred to it under an integrated
that already exists. One of the initiatives in the bill is thedevelopment approval process. Some additional changes to the

concept of an environmental credit system for the revegetayative Vegetation Act 1994ill ensure further improvements to the
tion of native vegetation, and we wish to consult further ondevelopment approvals process.

that with some of our stakeholders, such as the Conservation Main features of the Bill .

Council and the Farmers Federation (we have had initia-Theéleaﬁ;ﬁ:;?(oﬁ%;??;uerii?ﬁrtr?itesBk')"rlc:)a dacre clearance
dlSCUSSlo_ns W't.h the Farmers Fe(_:Ieratlon). We are not Provide for a significant biodiversity gain in return for clearance
necessarily saying that the model is 100 per cent perfect. approval

However, we believe in the principle of trying to encourage- Encouragement for revegetation

land-holders to protect native vegetation where possible, or Introduction of a user-pays system to cover the cost of data
revegetate where possible. In that context we float the fr?tlrlggﬂgﬂon of a judicial appeals process

conce_ptlnthe Ieglslatlon of enwro_nr_ne_ntal credits in relation Improved enforcement capability

to native vegetation, and | guess it is in that context that we 1 "cjarification that the Act limits broadacre clearance
submit that part of the bill to the House for consideration. ISince the introduction of th&lative Vegetation Act 1991and
seek leave to have the remainder of the second readirmgnsistent with the objectives of the Act and Principles of Clearance

explanation inserted iRlansardwithout my reading it. (Schedule 1), the Native Vegetation Council has not approved the

L ted clearance of intact areas of native vegetation. The Bill proposes an

eave granted. amendment to the Act to provide greater certainty that intact areas
Introduction of native vegetation will not be approved for clearance.

During the early 1970s there was growing concern in South 2. Provide for a significant biodiversity gain in return for clear-
Australia that on-going clearance of the original native vegetatiorance approval
cover was resulting in a significant loss of native plants and animal$he Native Vegetation Council may approve clearance of native
as well as causing land degradation and impact on our critical wateregetation if the clearance is not significantly at variance with the
supplies. A review of the issue at the time concluded that conserva&rinciples of Clearance (Schedule 1). However, in such circum-
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stances, the Council has used its discretion under the Act to seculrclusion of an appeals mechanism within Netive Vegetation Act

a ‘net biodiversity gain’ by requiring, as a condition of consent, that1991, will provide landholders with a clearer avenue to seek review

the landholder must set-aside an area for biodiversity conservatioof Native Vegetation Council decisions on clearance applications.
purposes. This may result from de-stocking an area of remnarfhe existing conciliation process will not be retained.

vegetation or revegetating a cleared area. The Bill proposes an The appeals mechanism will not include a third party appeal

amendment to the Act to provide that all clearance approvals will bevhich could considerably slow down the decision process, and will

accompanied by a condition that will result in a significant environ-have time limits attached to finalise the decision process on a par-
mental benefit, after taking into account the loss of the vegetation tiicular application and to ensure that decisions made before the

be cleared. commencement of this provision are not subjected to an appeal.
3. Encouragement for re-vegetation Landholders aggrieved by old decisions have the opportunity to

There has been overwhelming support through the review proced@dge a fresh application. _

for the Native Vegetation Adb provide more support for the re-  An appeal against a refusal by the Council to refuse consent, or

establishment of native vegetation in over-cleared areas. against the imposition of conditions, will be heard by the Admin-

This is partly achieved through the establishment of ‘set-asided8trative and Disciplinary Division of the District Court, and will
attached to clearance approvals. However, in situations where thegcordingly be subject to the scheme established und@istiect
is no available space on the property for a suitable set-aside, the BfoUrt Act 199Xor appeals of this nature. In particular, section 42E
proposes that a landholder may purchase an environmental cre@itha.t Act provides that the Court will, on an appeal, examine the
from another landholder in the locality. The environmental creditdecision of the original decision-maker on the evidence and material
system provides an incentive for landholders to revegetate land witat was before it, although the Court may, if it thinks fit, allow
locally indigenous plant species. To be entitled to an environmentadditional evidence or material to be presented. The Court is also
credit, the landholder must enter into a heritage agreement with tH&€duired to give due weight to the decision that is being appealed
Minister. To ensure that the revegetation is appropriate, the Ministef92inst and must not depart from that decision except for cogent
must have regard to the Regional Biodiversity Plan or Plans anffasons. _ .
associated pre-European mapping (if any) that apply in the vicinity _NO right of appeal will be allowed for applications that vary or
of the relevant land. erminate a Heritage Agreement given that Heritage Agreements

Money gained by a landholder when selling a credit is paid imoshould only be varied by agreement of both parties to the agreement.

the Native Vegetation Fund. The Native Vegetation Council will 6 Improved enforcement capability
retain the portion of the payment required to manage the heritaggVer the past nine years, there have been concerns, about the level
agreement land for a period of fifty years. Any surplus is returnedf Unauthorised clearance and the ineffective enforcement powers,
to the heritage agreement owner. In this way, the heritage agreemefffich in turn has encouraged others to clear without appropriate
owner will be ensured of funds to manage the heritage agreemeAPProval. L )
area, and may also gain an additional payment to use as he or she A humber of measures are proposed to remove existing impedi-
likes. In any event, it is a positive incentive to revegetate land witHnents to the enforcement process. o
appropriate species. - Criminal proceedings will still be instigated for significant
In other circumstances, some landholders have revegetated land, Preaches of the Act. ) )
sometimes with assistance from Government funding and/or from Civil proceedings will be heard in the Environment, Resources
voluntary landcare support, only to find the land has been cleared and Development Court (ERD), the specialist court established
following change of ownership. The existing Act does not provide ~ Under theEnvironment, Resources and Development Court Act
amechanism for controlling such clearance. The Bill proposes that 1993t deal with environmental and natural resource manage-
landholders may voluntarily apply for the Act to apply to revegetated ~Ment matters. The ERD Court has flexibility in the way it deals
areas, which if approved by the Native Vegetation Council, willbe ~ With matters before it, such as the referral of a dispute to a
noted against the title to the land to ensure that future owners are conference of parties.
aware of the provision. - Applications to the Court for enforcement may only be made by
In addition, money paid into the Native Vegetation Fund resuling 1€ _Nagllve_ VegetatlonhCcl)ungllAcirh_adperston who h?s IeEaI or
from a penalty or exemplary damages in relation to offences against equ:j[a € |nfterestf|n the art1 - A third party may not make an
this Act, must, as far as practicable be used to establish native app ication or entorcement. . .
vegetation on land in the vicinity of the cleared land. In determining Make good” will be imposed as part of proceedings and in
a suitable area for revegetation, the Council must again have regard addition to any penalty. This will discourage a person from
to the Regional Biodiversity Plan or Plans and associated pre- Ccléaring without approval on the anticipation that a possible

European mapping (if any) that apply in the vicinity of the relevant penalty will be outweighed by greater financial returns from the
land. cleared land.

: - : - Given the significance of Heritage Agreement areas, the Bill
The concept of encouraging and providing protection for 5o hseq'to make a breach of a Heritage Agreement a breach of
revegetation areas, particularly through the environmental credit the Act and subject to civil enforcement proceedings
system, has not been modelled on systems used elsewhere. In view The Bill proposes to improve the powers of Authorised Officers
of this, the Government proposes to establish a small reference - : :
i le with e ti flocally  to collect evidence in relation to a suspected breach of the Act,
%rgigg’n%%gqggzggsplfg Fr)e(\e/i\év\;\t/ thingggzggg;%\ﬁ%?ﬁ tlgrr]Tf()a a?t%? tgvo in line with powers under more recent legislation such as the
h e Development Act 19%hd theEnvironment Protection Act 1993
yea;s cl)f Ltsgpetr_atlor}. tem t th t of dat These include, for example, the ability to enter land without a
e Introduction of a user-pays system 1o cover the cost 0t dala yarrant and to take a sample of cleared vegetation for formal
collection _ . identification purposes, or to take photographs or other record-
The provision of a data report (with a development application) is  ings necessary for enforcement purposes. Also without a warrant,
necessary to enable the Native Vegetation Council to make directions an Authorised Officer would be able to stop a vehicle suspected
on development applications referred to it within the two month time o pe involved in the unauthorised clearance of native vegetation.
period required by thBevelopment Act 1993 With a warrant, an Authorised Officer would also be able to
Applicants will be required to contribute to the cost of data  require the production of documents held by a person in relation
collection and the preparation of a data report. Data reports will be  to the suspected unauthorised clearance.
collected by people accredited by the Native Vegetation Council. To  |n addition to the key features of the Bill, the proposed regulation
avoid any conflict of interest and to avoid the need for an expensivehange will feature:
audit process, a specialist section of National Parks and Wildlife SA  tightening of the exemptions to avoid misuse
will manage the data collection and reporting process for the provision for the Crown to be also bound for new works —
Council. o ) . . bringing the Crown into line with the rest of the community
The fee structure which will be prescribed by regulation, willbe - provision for greater flexibility for reasonable clearance — largely
based on the reasonable cost of preparing the report. The Minister through the establishment of approved guidelines, and
may resolve to vary or remit this fee, and may resolve to do this for  increasing protection to include large dead trees that are habitat
applicants in financial difficulty. for threatened species.
The introduction of a user pays system for data collection will  Conclusion
speed up the assessment of native vegetation clearance proposafhe Native Vegetation (Miscellaneous) Amendment Bill 2001
5. Introduction of a judicial appeals process combined with proposed changes to Megive Vegetation Act 1991
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Regulations will improve the legislative protection for the State’slt will now be generally the case that the Council may not consent
biodiversity by: formally ending broadacre clearance in Southto the clearance of vegetation that comprises or forms part of a
Australia; providing that any clearance approved is conditional orstratum of native vegetation that is substantially intact.

a net environmental gain; significantly encouraging revegetation; Clause 21: Amendment of s. 28—Application for consent
ensuring that people proposing to clear land, finance the collectioAn application for consent under the Act will now need to include
of data on which the Native Vegetation Council needs to determininformation that establishes that proposed planting will result in a
an application; introducing a judicial appeals process; and, improvsignificant environmental benefit, or information that establishes that

ing the enforcement capability. it is not possible to achieve such a benefit (which may then be
Explanation of clauses accompanied by a proposal to apply environmental credits). It will
Clause 1: Short title also be necessary to provide a report relating to the proposed
This clause is formal. clearance that has been prepared by a recognised body.
Clause 2: Commencement Clause 22: Amendment of s. 29—Provisions relating to consent
The measure will be brought into operation by proclamation. ~ The scheme under section 29 must be revised.
Clause 3: Amendment of s. 3—Interpretation Clause 23: Substitution of s. 30

This clause relates to the definitions that are relevant to the operatigpParate provision is to be made for conditions of consent. Various

of the Act. ‘Land’ is to include land submerged by water. Various Kinds of conditions may be considered.

consequential changes are also made to the section. Clause 24: Substitution of s. 31 _ o
Clause 4: Insertion of s. 3A The civil enforcement proceedings are to be revised. An application

For the purposes of the Act, a stratum of native vegetation is to b}g'” n?vvsbe rf}ade tothe EUV'fonénef”t Refo_urces and ngel;)_pmetnt

taken to be substantially intact if, in the opinion of the Council, the,=9Y" 4 pecinc prg\gSI?r? |scmate Or certain orders and notices 1o

stratum has not been seriously degraded by human activity during® Made or ISsued by the Lourt.

the preceding 20 years, disregarding human activity that has resulted. Clause 25: Amendment of s. 32—Appeals
in a fire. ese are consequential amendments.

Clause 5: Amendment of s. 4—Application of Act Clause 26: Amendment of s. 33—Commencement of proceedings

It is necessary to revise the provisions relating to the area of th&n€ Period for commencing enforcement proceedings is to be

it ; i 1« changed from 3 years to 4 years.
application of the Act, particularly in view of changes to councils, ¢ . ; Co
and changes to terminology under fhevelopment Act 1993 Clause 27: Insertion of Division 3 of Part 5
Clause 6: Amendment of s. 6—Objects This clause makes specific provision for the appointment and powers

The objects are to be revised to an extent. Reference is to be maagaé'ltgog':ez%plﬁ'gg:tsién of Parts 5A and 5B
to the commonly held desire of landowners to preserve, enhance al au s - . .
rtain matters will be the subject of appeal rights to the Adminis-

manage native vegetation on their land, and to the need to preve;

P ; : : P, rative and Disciplinary Division of the District Court.
aSctig;(t;?nal loss of the quality and quantity of native vegetation in th Clause 29: Insertion of s. 33J

Clause 7: Amendment of s. 8—Membership of the Council This provision is associated with the vesting of jurisdiction in the

The Council includes a person nominated by the LGA, who will beERD Court.

L Clause 30: Amendment of s. 34—Evidentiary provisions etc.
gglﬁgt%?ng{égé Minister from a panel of three persons who have be%%rtain facts determined by the use of devices are to be accepted as

Clause 8: Repeal of Division 2 of Part 3 prO\é?ngégel_agﬁ%ggteugl;ﬁrgg);t%éhe contrary.
The plroc\jnsmns relating to conciliations under the Act are to beThe repeal of section 36 is clonsequential. Costs and expenses
repealed. : e ; ;

Clause 9: Amendment of s. 21—The Eund incurred by the Council in taking action under the Act are to be

- assessed by reference to the reasonable costs and expenses of an
Exemplary damages awarded under other provisions of the Act a?ﬁdependent contractor.

to be paid into the Fund. Money paid as a penalty or by way of |5 ,se 32: Repeal of s. 37
exemplary damages under the Act is to be used (as far as practicablg)is is 4 cons'equential amendment
to establish native vegetation on land within the vicinity of the "~ |3 ;se 33: Amendment of s. 41'—Regulations

relevant land, and to maintain that vegetation once it is establisheg:ertain fees may need to be prescribed by reference to the Minister's

Clause 10: Insertion of Division 4 in Part 3 _ estimate of the cost of the service that is provided.
This clause provides for a specific power of delegation to be vested ' cjayse 34: Amendment of Development (System Improvement

in the Minister for the purposes of the Act. Program) Amendment Act 2000
Clause 11: Substitution of heading TheDevelopment (System Improvement Program) Amendment Act
This amendment is consequential. _ 2000contains provisions relating to the areas of the State to which
Clause 12: Amendment of s. 23—Heritage agreements theNative Vegetation Act 19%pplies. These provisions have now
This amendment makes express provision as to the purposes foeen superseded by amendments made by this Act.
which a heritage agreement will be entered into. Schedule
Clause 13: Repeal of s. 23C These are technical amendments.
This is a consequential amendment.
Clause 14: Insertion of Division 2 of Part 4 _ Mr HILL secured the adjournment of the debate.
Certain revegetation arrangements are to be recognised.
Clause 15: Insertion of heading STATUTESAMENDMENT (STALKING) BILL

This amendment is consequential.

Clause 16: Amendment of s. 24—Assistance to landowners : i alati ; }
An owner of land who proposes to undertake revegetation ig. Received from the Legislative Council and read a first
accordance with an arrangement approved under new Division 2 é§TM€-

Part 4 will be able to apply to the Council for financial assistance. )

Clause 17: Amendment of s. 25—Guidelines for the application TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | move:
of assistance and the management of native vegetation That this bill be now read a second time.

Draft guidelines that relate to land within the catchment area of 3 ek |eave to have the second reading explanation inserted
catchment management board will be submitted to that board for . T
comment. Specific power to vary or replace guidelines is to be vestéd Hansardwithout my reading it.

in the Council. Leave granted.
Clause 18: Insertion of Part 4A _ _ The crime of stalking is one which has only been recognised
This clause establishes a scheme for environmental credits. fairly recently. South Australia enacted its stalking legislation in
Clause 19: Amendment of s. 26—Offence of clearing native vega-994,
tation contrary to this Part A recent development in the area of stalking has been behaviour
Penalty provisions under section 26 are to be revised so that thteommonly dubbed ‘cyberstalking’. Cyberstalking occurs when
specific monetary penalty is $50 000. stalkers take advantage of information technology as a means of

Clause 20: Amendment of s. 27—Clearance of native vegetatiostalking their victims.
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Cyberstalking can occur in a number of different ways. The associated technology), facsimile transmission or the internet
cyberstalker may send emails to his or her victim; he or she may seek or some other form of electronic communication.
to contact his or her victim through chat-rooms; information about The proposed amendment also provides that if material is
the victim may be posted on the internet; or the victim may beinherently offensive material the circumstances of the dealing with
directed to offensive or threatening websites. Like other stalkinghe material cannot deprive it of that character.
behaviour, much of this may be behaviour which under different PART 4
circumstances would be considered ‘normal’. What makes this  AMENDMENT OF SUMMARY PROCEDURE ACT 1921
behaviour stalking is the intention of the perpetrator either to cause Clause 6: Amendment of s. 99—Restraining orders
physical or mental harm to the victim, or to cause the victim to feelSection 99 of theSummary Procedure Act 192drovides for
serious apprehension or fear. restraining orders where a person behaves in an intimidating or
The prevalence of cyberstalking has been better documented offensive manner and describes the type of behaviour that will
the USA than in Australia. However, in March of this year, the amount to this. This clause proposes to add to that behaviour the
Supreme Court of Victoria had to consider jurisdictional issuessituations where the defendant, on two or more separate occasions—
regarding a case in which a Victorian man was alleged to have 1. publishes or transmits offensive material, by means of the
stalked a Canadian woman, using the internet among other tools to internet or some other form of electronic communication, in

stalk his victim. such a way that the offensive material will be found by, or
In Australia, Victorian legislation currently takes the use of brought to the attention of, a person; or

electronic forms of communication into account in its stalking 2. the defendant communicates with a person, or to others about

legislation. Other legislation takes a more general approach which a person, by way of mail, telephone (including associated

could include electronic communications within the definition of technology), facsimile transmission or the internet or some

stalking behaviour. other form of electronic communication.

South Australia’s stalking legislation makes no direct references The proposed amendment also provides that if material is
to the use of electronic forms of communication for stalkinginherently offensive material the circumstances of the dealing with
purposes. The Government considers it desirable to make it clear thifite material cannot deprive it of that character.
stalking ‘on-line’ is equivalent to stalking ‘off-line’ and should be

treated as such. N o MrsGERAGHTY secured the adjournment of the debate.
This Bill will amend not only the provisions of tH@riminal Law

Consolidation Actvhich create the offence of stalking, but also the

related provisions in thBomestic Violence Aand theSummary LAND ACQUISITION (NATIVE TITLE)

Procedure Actvhich provide for the making of restraining orders. AMENDMENT BILL

It is desirable to maintain consistency across these three Acts, and ) )
to ensure that there is the same scope for prevention via a restraining Adjourned debate on second reading.

order as there is for punishment via the offence provisions. (Continued from 27 September. Page 2313.)
No form of stalking, whether on-line or off-line, is acceptable

behaviour in a modern society. These amendments will reinforce the it Thi
existing stalking laws and strengthen their application to MsHURLEY (Deputy L eader of the Opposition): This

cyberstalking. bill has been a very long time coming to this House. It was
Explanation of clauses initially introduced in 1998, it lapsed in 1999, and has been
Clause 1: Short title through several incarnations since then. It has also, I think,
Clause 2: Commencement been a great drain on the time and resources of a great many
Clause 3: Interpretation - - -
Clauses 1. 2 and 3 are formal. pe_:ople, including the Attorney-General, the Aboriginal Legal
' PART 2 Rights Movement, and other stakeholders such as the SA
AMENDMENT OF CRIMINAL LAW CONSOLIDATION ACT Farmers Federation, the Chamber of Mines and Energy, as
1935 well as individual Aboriginal groups. However, we finally
Clause 4: Amendment of s. 19AA—Unlawful stalking have it before us in a form which | understand is reasonably

Section 19AA of theCriminal Law Consolidation Act 193arovides ;
that a person who stalks another is guilty of an oﬁenceag;ld describ@¥ reed by all parties. . I
the type of behaviour that amounts to stalking. Clause 4 proposes an | have been following _the bill since 1998 and have h_ad
amendment to that section to add two new types of behaviour thaeveral briefings on the bill from various sources, including
may almountto stalking. Thatis, that stalking may occur if a personpAl RM, SAFF and the Chamber of Mines and Energy. It is
on at least two separate occasions— : ; : © it
1. publishes or transmits offensive material, by means of th worth reiterating tq this 'H'ouse what r.‘a“"e mle. is and why
internet or some other form of electronic communication, inthere has been a bit of difficulty about it. According to a very
such a way that the offensive material will be found by, or useful book from the National Native Title Tribunal:
brought to the attention of, the other person; or ‘Native title’ describes the rights and interests of Aboriginal and
2. communicates with the other person, or to others about thJorres Strait Islander people in land and waters, according to their
other person, by way of mail, telephone (including associategraditional laws and customs. Unlike freehold titles or leases, native
technology), facsimile transmission or the internet or somatje is not granted by governments. Native title may exist in places
other form of electronic communication in a manner thatyhere indigenous people continue to follow their traditional laws and
could reasonably be expected to arouse apprehension or feglistoms and have maintained a link with their country. Traditional
in the other person. _laws and customs vary throughout Australia. The rights of one native

_ The proposed amendment also provides that if material isitle group may be different to those held by another group.
inherently offensive material the circumstances of the dealing W|ti]:

the material cannot deprive it of that character. urther on in the booklet, this is expanded upon as follows:
PART 3 Native title cannot take away anyone else’s valid rights, including
AMENDMENT OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT 1994 .owning a home, holding a pastoral lease or having a mining licence.
~ Clause 5: Amendment of s. 4—Grounds for making domestigvhen the public has the right to access places such as parks,
violence restraining orders recreation reserves and beaches, this right cannot be taken away by

Section 4 of thddomestic Violence Act 199%ovides the grounds native title. Most houses in cities and towns are on freehold land, and
on which a domestic violence restraining order may be made. Thimost farms are also freehold. Freehold owners have exclusive
clause proposes to add to the grounds already covered by the Act thessession. Residential, commercial and certain other types of leases
situations where the defendant, on two or more separate occasionsatso confer exclusive possession. Australian law does not recognise
1. publishes or transmits offensive material, by means of thenative title over areas where people have exclusive possession of the
internet or some other form of electronic communication, inland.
such a way that the offensive material will be found by, or . : . .
brought to the attention of, a family member: or The plll yvhlch was brought in and WhICh we have been
2. communicates with a family member, or to others about &£0nsidering over a number of years is required for South
family member, by way of mail, telephone (including Australia to be in conformity with federal legislation. Initially
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the state government took not so much an aggressive view bilteir borders in the federal constitution, thereby reducing the
an ambitious view of what that state legislation mightrole and function of the Senate to a point where it becomes
comprise. a House which is mocked by members of the government in

However, following this long series of consultations, wethe House of Representatives. We all know that has already
now have quite a minimalist point of view which conforms happened. Paul Keating has referred to the Senate as ‘unrep-
with federal legislation but really goes very little further thanresentative swill’. Hence, the argument begins to do away
that. I understand that the Aboriginal groups and the ALRMwith the Senate; and to find reasons why it is not just
whilst they are not happy with the federal legislation, areredundant but, worse still, an obstruction. All this is aided and
happy now with the way in which this state bill conforms to abetted by the concept that we can establish a separate
that legislation. | will highlight a couple of the key points category of access, title and ownership than that which has
about the legislation in its current form. hitherto existed. So, | am not clear on what this stuff means.

It does confer the ability for the ALRM to be involvedin ~ While the House on Tuesday and Wednesday this week,
specific cases. This is a very useful thing. They haves it did last week, got up before 6 o’clock, this most
performed a very useful role in the negotiation and do haveontroversial piece of legislation is left until Thursday
the ability to represent Aboriginal people in certain casesifternoon, when members will hop into me because they will
whereas in other cases Aboriginal groups themselves, thaim | am deliberately deferring the adjournment of the
traditional owners of the land, are content to do their owrHouse. Well, | am not prepared to do otherwise unless |
negotiation or have the ability to do their own negotiation. understand the legislation which, it is proposed, will pass

It was also mentioned during the debate that the ability téhrough the House. God knows, it is bad enough in Canberra
make indigenous land use agreements is also optimised undertthe House of Representatives when they pass 40-odd bills
this legislation. This is really a crucial point. In South in about half that number of seconds by simply putting a
Australia, the indigenous land use agreement process is welillotine on them, and most members do not know the titles
down the track and has had some successes. In talking with the bills, leave alone what the meaning will be on the
the Farmers Federation and the Chamber of Mines ansfructure of society once those bills have passed. If you ask
Energy, they are very happy that we continue down this trackhem to explain how an explicit clause would affect citizens
It produces by far the best outcomes without the need tin the way in which it addresses the intercourse between
resort to costly legal representation. In many cases, it cagitizens, whether commercial or social, they do not know.
result in a quicker resolution of the issues when all the groupghey cannot answer that and they do not care because they
can sit down together, work through the issues and arrive &o not think it will be important at the next election. Indeed,
acommonsense agreement, rather than having to go throutfte way in which we conduct elections in this country
a series of legal and technical points and often arriving at aimcreasingly depends upon the spin which so-called spin
unsatisfactory situation which is not accepted by one or othegtoctors put on it, rather than the spin, or indeed the legitimate
of the parties. understanding, which citizens need to have of the law.

| am certainly very pleased that we have reached this point Most members of the House of Representatives, including
in the process, where the bill is widely accepted. We can géhe Treasurer, do not understand the tax act. The botch that
conformity with the federal legislation. | am sure there will has been made of that, with the taxation office admitting that
be considerable further discussion about the native titl@either its officers nor software programmers understand
process at federal and state levels. | think we can learwhat the act means, is an example of this. How therefore to
through the fairly tortuous process of this bill and its otherprovide for its implementation and administration is enough
predecessors that certainly it is better to sit down, consult anedbncern for me, and anyone else who cares about the
negotiate from the beginning, to exhibit patience as has bedagislative process, to say that we need to understand what
widely attributed to the Attorney-General, not least byacts such as that, including this act, all mean. | do not
himself, and just to achieve a satisfactory all around resoludnderstand, and no attempt was made to explain it to me.
tion. On the basis of that, the opposition certainly supports | am one of those members of parliament, albeit in the
the bill in its current form. minority—I do not know and | do not care whether | am in

the minority or majority in that respect—who is determined

Mr LEWIS (Hammond): In the time since | was aware to take some measure of responsibility for the legislation that
of the introduction of this legislation in the House, given thatgoes through this place, to try to understand what effect that
it covers a substantial area of the law—and there are 18 pagesdll have and how it will fit into the existing framework of
of it here—I have not had time to get a briefing on what eachhe law. | do not know whether the minister knows that. It
of the provisions mean, so | let the House know in advancevill be interesting to discover. In many instances in the past
that it will probably take us two or three hours to get throughit used to amaze me and cause me distress that ministers have
the committee stage. | want a fairly detailed explanation ohot known what various provisions are in the laws they have
what each of the clauses mean, because | am not preparedsmught to amend by the bills they have had responsibility for
pass a piece of legislation which I think fits in as part of ain this place—but no longer.
jigsaw for what will ultimately result in the destruction ofthe | have been here 20-odd years and the extent to which
federation in this country. ministers accept responsibility for legislation they bring into

It fits in as part of a piece of the jigsaw that is notthe place has diminished to the point where it is almost
primarily there for that purpose, but nonetheless, as a piedaughable at the present time; most of the legislation is not
of that same larger jigsaw in legislative framework, itunderstood by the minister who brings it into this chamber,
establishes the grounds upon which first a treaty could band an attempt to discover that by asking the minister about
signed between people who claim derivation from at leasthe legislation results in lengthy consultation between the
some of their ancestors as Aborigines, and in consequencemiinister and the adviser. Clearly, what the minister takes into
doing so, mock the establishment of the federation and dthe cabinet and into the party room, whichever party room
away with the capacity of the states to retain the integrity othat may be over the years, is not something of which they
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have had much understanding and not something which thehanged and made even more draconian than it is now for
group they have presented it to has cared to try to understaricose who are going to be affected by it in a direct way—I am
because it has been said at the time, ‘Well, if the Labor Partyot talking about those who are affected indirectly. | want to
does not oppose it, why on earth will the public be interestedinderstand what this act means, what each clause within the
in it?’; and, if the Labor Party does oppose it, ‘Why is it that act means and why it is necessary for that clause to be there.
the Labor Party sees some advantage in the shift of emphagfst cannot be explained to me | will stay here until it is.

of the law from the I’Ight or the centre further to the Ieft’)', | will Satisfy myself_whether or not | agree with the

and, more particularly, ‘What will be the consequences folyroposition—that by the time it is finally through this place
the people whom the law will affect? Why are we making| wi|| have done my best to understand it, and | do not care
those consequences in law and having that impact on thogghat effect that has on the lives of any of the other members
people?” o . here. | am determined to make this place follow due process
I do not imply by saying ‘impact’ that it is adverse. | even if other agencies of government do not care or bother to
merely want to know who wins and who loses, if anyone doegjo that. Altogether, then, | guess that | could lead off by
lose, and whether or not they, not their stakeholders, hav§osing the question: to what extent does the government set
been consulted. This argument that all you have to do is taligyt to determine the legitimacy of those people claiming to
to Trades Hall and the South Australian something or othele peneficiaries under native title and entitled to make such
say, the environment council or the chamber of mines, anglaims and establish the integrity of their membership of that

so on, as being the way to consult with the wider communitygroup (which is still very badly defined in our law) of people
is piffle. All that does is institutionalise the controls which who say they are of Aboriginal extraction?

those organisations have of the citizen’s prerogative to go
about their legitimate business. It forces people to join thos?ns

organisations if they want to have a say on one or other S'q?/hatever being given status as Aboriginal people but that

of the argument. - :

/ . ._they took, at public expense, others who claimed to be
t'ogheel_iﬁzr?rl;irg .Snaysh'.iﬁt?ncisngorcftr:.etg(;Tfaqrfsazﬁgqtzﬁ\boriginal people to court to say that they were not entitled
lon, yet the m: in which It conducts | ! "Sto be considered descendants of Aborigines and of Aboriginal
consultation with the public is anything but standing up for

the individual’s rights—standing up for people who wish to extraction. The group of people | talk about are, of course,

L those in New South Wales who were clearly of Sri Lankan
choose whether or not they belong to an organisation or A traction. it has been finally proved

association. The Liberal Party is as bad as the Labor Party if ; : )
that respect. True, different organisations are involved. | do NOt one drop of blood in their veins came from any
not think the Liberal Party wants everyone to join a union/\uStralian Aborigine, and they have cost New South Wales
which is affiliated with the United Trades and Labor Council.2nd Australian taxpayers hundreds of thousands of dollars
I do not mind if they do. | encourage anyone who wishes t&nd done great injury to the cause of recognition of native
join to do so, and anyone who wishes to join any organisatioHtl® @nd other elements of the reconciliation process in
to do so, but it should not be mandatory on any citizen wh&onsequence of the shoddy, incompetent and indifferent
owns a business or who has an interest in any policy mattéPProach, if you want to call it that, taken by the instrumen-
which is to be the subject of change in law for them to jointahtles which ha_d the_, _respon5|b|llty of estab_lls_hmg a regl_ster
an organisation before they can have a say on it. It should bQT those Austra_llan citizens who are of Aboriginal extraction.
as was intended when we established parliament, thleguess that will _get us.sta.rted on the way because that is
responsibility of each of us in here to listen to what ourWhere we need, in the first instance, to begin.
citizens, our electors, who delegate their authority to us have We have claimants there striking out the existing defini-
to say about the consequences for themselves. tion of a claimant and putting in another definition. Item by
It is all very well to stand up in here and say, 'l talked to item we will see, when we get into committee, what we can
so and so from such and such an organisation, and it seentdiscover about what those terms mean and what they are
that having been said, that that organisation has the authoritgtended to achieve, what effect they will have on existing
and the power to speak on behalf of it, and to get away witthandholders and what the benefit it is said they will bring to
it. | am saying it is not good enough. Increasingly, the publidhe people who are to be the beneficiaries of their effects.
is disenchanted with us because we will not listen to whatVhilst | could have brought a couple of learned documents
they say, or try to say, to us as individuals. We simply sayinto the chamber with me to quote from in my second reading
‘Well, we talked to this organisation that represents that poin€ontribution on these matters, suffice to say that | think that
of view and they said something different.” They have theirthe House now understands where | am coming from in
agenda for saying something different; that is what | antealing with this matter in debate, at least sufficiently so to
putting to the House today, and it is not necessarily in the besinsure that | am not improperly accused of attempting to
interests of harmony in society future. | am absolutely certairfilibuster: | just do not know what the legislation means. |
that it is not in the best interests of increasing levels of publidrust that the minister does, otherwise we are in for a very

We already know that a farce exists interstate of an
tance of not only people who have no Aboriginal forebears

respect for parliament. It is anything but. long night.
| do not understand what one seeks to achieve from this.
The second reading speech that was incorporatedisard TheHon. R.G. KERIN (Deputy Premier): | thank the

on this matter is so full of jargon that it just bogs me downtwo members for their contributions to this bill. To a certain
and craps me off that | cannot understand it. No attempt isxtent, | understand the concerns of the member for
made to do anything more than to put in there the basiélammond. Itis a very technical bill and, for those not legally
legalistic explanations of what is intended. Yet in anothetrained, it is extremely difficult to understand some of the
instance, as | said to the House a little while ago, with theclauses and the total meaning of the bill. | have spoken briefly
police, for instance, the Firearms Act is now in the processvith the member for Hammond. | thank him because he is
of being put into plain language so that its meaning can bagreeable for the people who have the intricate legal know-
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ledge to brief him and to help him understand the bill. I A bill for appropriating revenue or other public money for any
appreciate why he would want to do that, absolutely. previous authorised purpose shall not contain any provision
. o appropriating revenue or other public money for any purpose other
| thank members for.the|r contr|but|.0ns..0nce We ar€an a previously authorised purpose.
through the second reading stage we will adjourn the bill to ) ) .
ensure that the member for Hammond, and any othepccordingly, the government has introduced this bill to
member, has the opportunity of a briefing. The bill will be 2Uthorise appropriation for non-metropolitan railways. The
brought back on the next sitting day. bill quite specifically rules outin clause 5 the expenditure of
Bill read a second time. money on projects for the facilitation of metropolitan
In committee. passenger railway services. _
Clause 1 passed | notice that when the Minister for Transport first can-
Progress re orted' committee to sit again vassed the bill in another place she thought that the leasing
9 P ’ gain. or sell off of these railway properties may eventually raise as

much as $10 million. Itis not that the government intends to
RAIL TRANSPORT FACILITATION FUND BILL run the Wolseley to Mount Gambier line, if indeed it is
Adjourned debate on second reading. standardised and goes back into operation, but rather itis the
(Continued from 26 September. Page 2269.) intention of the government to lease that track, as | under-

stand it, to a private operator, and three private operators have

Mr ATKINSON (Spence): This bill has been occasioned P€en short-listed for this purpose. _
by the commonwealth’s dispensing with Australian National, _The otherissue on which Mr Selway was asked to give an
thatis, Australian National Railways. Owing to that event, goPinion was whether the state could require the common-
number of railway properties, buildings and track have beepealth to contribute to '_[he cost of the stand_ard|sat|on of the
donated to the state as a result of the Non-MetropolitaifVolseley-Mount Gambier line under the Railway Standardi-
Railways Transfer Act 1997. Among the tracks given backé@tion Agreement of 1949, which led to the State Railways
to the state is the broad gauge line from Wolseley (nea$tandard|sat|on Agreement Act 1949. Under clause 14 oft.he
Bordertown) down to Mount Gambier. That line once ran intoa_lgreement, seven-tenths of the total cost of the standardisa-
another broad gauge line from Adelaide to Melbourne butlion works were to be met by the commonwealth, but the
owing to the standardisation of the track in about 1995, theolicitor-General is quite adamant that South Australia
broad gauge line up from Mount Gambier to Wolseley end§annot rely on that 1949 agreement, and he says thatin 1961
in a standard gauge main line. a case on_th|s point went to the High Court, and the High

Itis the hope of the government that by selling or leasing-Curt decided that the commonwealth was not under any
these railway properties it can raise money for railway workse92! obligation pursuant to the agreement. If we were to try
and among the works the government has in mind is th insist on that agreement it would be a case of looking a gift
standardisation of the Wolseley to Mount Gambier track sd10rs€ in the mouth since the commonwealth has been kind
that it would fit in with a standardised main line between€nough to return these non-metropolitan railway properties
Adelaide and Melbourne and the construction of a rail bridgénd buildings to us, despite our selling them to the common-
as part of the third river crossing at Port Adelaide. One wouldV€@th in 1975. The minister with us today was there when
have thought that using its normal appropriation authority th&hat very agreement— _
government could channel money, raised through the sale or T heHon. Dean Brown: That is why we have ended up
lease of these properties and buildings, to these railwayith this land. The commonwealth government used it
projects. However, an opinion by the Solicitor-General, Mrautomatically. _ _ _ _
Brad Selway, has raised doubt about whether the general Mr ATKINSON: That is something I did not know: it

appropriation authority can be used for railway purposes. [¥/as a question | was going to ask, but the minister has
his opinion on this matter the Solicitor-General says: anticipated me, that is, that under the 1975 agreement if the

Historically the development of railways has always given risecommonwealth did not usg thg tra.Cks__
to a specific statute authorising such development. The statute books 1he Hon. Dean Brown interjecting: N
of this state contain many such acts. There are various historical and The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The minister and the

constitutional reasons for this. However, given that practice thergnemper for Spence may like to formalise this discussion

must be some doubt whether it is the function of any governme! : i : : ;
department, or indeed the government as a whole, to spend mon ring the opportunities that will be provided in the debate.

for the development of a railway other than primary work without ~ Mr ATKINSON: Well, sir, | think the minister is quite

specific legislative authorisation. helpful in explaining to the House that, under the 1975
If I may interpolate there, after the sale of the state’s sale oigréément on non-metropolitan railways, if the common-
the non-metropolitan railways to the commonwealth in 1975Wealth did not use the track or the property then it would

the state government got out of the business of non-metr¢€Vert to state ownership. I recall that the minister at the time
politan railways. Mr Selway goes on: in 1975 was a tremendous opponent of the transfer of non-

metropolitan railways to the commonwealth. Indeed, the
) Premier of the day, Don Dunstan, called an election on this
thatis, 1975— very issue. This was the failure of the then Liberal opposition
it has not been the ordinary business of any state governmetd consent to the transfer of non-metropolitan railways to the
department or indeed of the state government itself to develop gsommonwealth, but as things turned out it seems to have been
othrate o_rI to assist in the development or operation of non-metrQinar a good deal because we sold them this property and
poliian ralways. now they have had to give it back to us for nothing. Maybe

Since at least that time—

The Solicitor-General concludes: after 26 years the minister has a different view of his party’s
I think it would be inappropriate and probably improper to usedecision to oppose the transfer of the non-metropolitan
an existing appropriation authority for such a payment. railways to the then Whitlam government. Perhaps he will

Section 3 of our state Constitution says: enlighten us on what is his opinion. Perhaps the member for
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Schubert will enlighten us on whether the 1975 agreemersthare of freight carried by rail, the tonnage moved by road is
was a good deal. Certainly at this remove it looks like a goodorecast by the Bureau of Transport Economics to increase
deal to me. With those remarks, the opposition supports thiey 80 per cent by 2015. The South Australian articulated road
bill. freight vehicle task is forecast to increase by 50 per cent over
the next 10 years. That is a staggering statistic—from

Mr VENNING (Schubert): I certainly support this bill  12.1 billion to 18.12 billion net tonne kilometres. They are
and also note the comments by the member for Spence. Tiige numbers and alarming statistics.
object of this bill is to create a rail transport fund, as the | believe itis very important that we actively promote the
minister and member for Spence were just discussing acrosermodal transfer of more interstate and intrastate freight
the House, to allow the government to undertake raifrom road to rail. If we do not address the issue of the
facilitation projects and to provide specific authority for theincrease in road freight, we will only see an increased in the
expenditure of such projects. I, too, appreciate the informarate of problems that we already experience on the roads with
tion from the minister a second ago. Railways and also, the heavy transports travelling on them. This is very danger-
believe, rail corridors, handed back from the commonwealtiyus on some of our roads, which are not designed to carry
government to the state can either be sold and/or leased andavy freight transport as well as cars. As we all know, cars
we can then create this fund. and trucks do not mix, and this certainly causes a lot of

I would like to comment on the challenge from the anxieties. A lot of our road fatalities are caused just by that,
member for Spence a few moments ago; | think the sale of thith huge trucks, B-doubles and even A-trains, in collisions
South Australian Railways by the Dunstan government inwith small family sedans; we have certainly seen some
1975 is one of the worst things that any government in Soutfraumatic accidents.

Australia has done, particularly at that time. We never gotany With the Adelaide to Darwin railway project going full
money for them; they were handed in as a liability and takesteam ahead, | am confident that we will see a very large and
over, and all that did was close down a lot of our countryefficient intermodal operation at Port Augusta. | know the
lines. We lost all our local parcel and passenger services. fhember for Stuart certainly supports that, and he certainly
meant that country people lost a great asset. | thought it wgsushes his case very hard. That could well become the freight
incongruous that the city kept its rail services, which ran ahub not only of South Australia but also of Australia. | firmly
huge losses, but they were not allowed to run at huge losseglieve that we will see many other intermodal hubs estab-
in country regions. It smacked of Dunstanism, and I think itlished throughout South Australia and indeed throughout
was one of the worst things he ever did. Australia, connecting through to Port Augusta and on to

An honourable member interjecting: Darwin.

Mr VENNING: They will be coming back. These Members know that | am a great advocate of rail and its
corridors that were closed down right through the north werelefinite advantages to carry very heavy loads very long
valuable not only for passengers and freight but, morelistances and at very beneficial economies of scale. Realisti-
importantly, for the grain. We now have ports such ascally speaking, large shipments of non-perishables should all
Wallaroo that have no rail connection whatsoever. In the olde carried on rail. | understand that, when you are carrying
days it used to be connected through Snowtown angerishable goods on a tight time frame, particularly over a
Brinkworth into some of the best grain growing country areaslistance, semis and B-doubles are the way to go.
in this state, but when SAR went we lost all those lines. The | am not in any way saying that road transporters do not
corridors are still there, but there are no lines, and it is pretthave their place; in fact, they play a vital role in the whole
sad. | think that on reflection any member of this Houseefficient process. However, we need to ramp up the use of
would say that it was not a good move and certainly we losintermodal transfer systems from road to rail. | believe that
a very valuable asset. any effort that the government can make to assist the

The ability to invest in appropriate rail projects and improvement of intermodal activities will not adversely affect
identify funds for that purpose will provide a more competi-road transports. However, what can go on rail should go on
tive transport framework for South Australian primary andrail, particularly on the Melbourne to Perth route and also on
secondary industries. It will address safety, greenhouse gaése other intercity routes across Australia. | wonder why we
and pollution issues as part of the transport infrastructurgee so much traffic on the Melbourne to Sydney road; that is
investment decisions. the horror road of Australia. | know it carries perishable

Projects currently approved and/or under consideration fogoods, but surely a lot of that freight should be on the railway
government support include the Port River expressway rallne where it would not cause those problems.
bridge—a project in which | have taken a lot of interest—and, We need to win back the confidence of business to use
as the member for Spence has alluded to, the South-East radiil, as they did in years past. We potentially have a very
line standardisation, that is, Wolseley to Mount Gambiergood rail network in this country, and | believe it is under-
Investments in rail projects such as this will also enhance thatilised. | want to cite one case in the Barossa. We have there
commercial ability of the Adelaide to Darwin railway to a rail line which is used daily. It is used only to cart rock from
attract rail freight, thus enhancing the South AustraliarPenrice to the city.
government’s investment in that project. As we said, we spent Members interjecting:

a lot of money on this and we now have to make it work. The  Mr VENNING: There is one train a day; one up and one
way you make it work is to upgrade the network that isback at 11 o’clock. There is no reason at all why, if they were
behind it. The Solicitor-General has advised that specifiencouraged, the wine industries could not cart glass, cork and
appropriation authority is required for the government toeverything else—apart from the wine, which is usually
undertake rail projects. This need is addressed in the bill. ordered for next-day delivery—on the railway line. Much

The growth in freight task across Australia is forecast tovork has been done to encourage that. It has not happened
continue to increase at a greater rate than the GDP. At currepét, but be assured that if an opportunity is there | will be
growth rates, and in the absence of significant increases in tigomoting it.
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The whole matter of rail and related issues takes me to @ill give them the ability to load trains five carriages at a
rail project in my electorate of Schubert. The newest onetime. In other words, a train can be loaded in 40 minutes
which was opened just last week, is the refurbished railwaynstead of four hours. When the trains arrive here, they can
line from Tanunda to Angaston. | am very pleased that aftebe unloaded just as quickly, because they do not have to be
two years of arguing and wrangling we have eventuallypbacked out, and there can be a train right behind it.
upgraded the railway line from Nuriootpa, so now the
Barossa tourist train can go right through to Angaston. Th
member for Bragg, the Hon. Graham Ingerson, did a lot 0

Rather than have huge amounts of storage on ground when
hips come in, the grain can be brought in the train as the ship

Is there, because the trains can very quickly be turned around.

work in lobbying the federal government, and we got the'I'hat loop line has been a dream at Port Adelaide for years,

funds, but the private operators, through their contractorso B
' : ’ U ut there was not space to put it in. However, now at Outer
wanted $60 000 per year just to upgrade those five kllometrqﬁarbor we have thepspace Fz:\nd it will go in. 1 am fairly sure

ggt;?)(;kk.n\(,)vvs P? é\?vutig tk:j?(tj 1::1 agﬂgvtggirﬁg%z\aegt?:g%zéhat the Liberal government will win the election, but if we
Y g o not | hope that the Labor government will pick up that

and the train is now travelling to Angaston, so the total " . : o . S .
Barossa experience by rail is now complete. This goes t8r01ect and continue with it. As | said, that rail bridge is a

prove that if you keep at it long enough and keep pushing th&&WY important pivotal part of the whole project.
argument you will eventually break through. The south-eastern rail standardisation project from

| also want to comment on the Port River expressway railWolseley to Mount Gambier has potential. We have had
bridge and the port upgrade that goes with it. As this electioprivate operators wishing to become involved in that. They
draws near, | am a little concerned that negotiations are nditave privately lobbied me. | take my hat off to the minister,
complete, because we have no guarantee from the Labor silecause she certainly has not rushed in here full bore. She has
of politics that they would go on with this. This is probably considered the situation carefully. If we can get that
the most vital piece of infrastructure that could occur for theWolseley-Mount Gambier line open it would give us so much
economy of South Australia, because grain is still our largesinore flexibility with what we can do in the South-East,
long-term export and income earner. Certainly, the wingarticularly with our being able to use the port of Portland,
industry is pushing it very hard right now, but over the longas well as other areas. We will be able not only to get the
term | believe grain will still be our biggest source of income.freight and pine products out by rail but also hopefully to get
Given the port inefficiencies that we currently have, this isa passenger service back to one of our pivotal regional cities,
a great opportunity for us to address that matter. This raithat is, Mount Gambier, as it always used to be.
bridge over the Port River is vital, then we could have trains
delivering grain to Outer Harbor.

Two issues are involved here. The bridge has to b
constructed very soon so that we can put the train straig
over it to the port of Outer Harbor and, hopefully, with the
sale process that is currently under way, we will see th
deepening of the port to 14 metres so that we can get not on

tEe large grain ﬁhipﬁ but a'soﬁf_h‘? large co?tain(lar vessels uld bypass Adelaide and go to the intermodal operation,
Grain il bo abie o be delvered thert by rain traight romS 2 & Port Augusta o north of Adelaice. The bypass ailway
dme could go to Murray Bridge, Apamurra, Cambrai or Sedan

the silos in the country, rather than being delivered by roa ; ; : . :
. X - Y ~“"and then either into Angaston and into the city or directly
which would clog up the roads in the Port Adelaide dISt”Ct'north to Eudunda on the old corridor which is still there and

We are on the brink of some major breakthroughs in EfflC'en'connect up with the railway line north. Then you have the full
cies with regard to the selling of a major project. | look

? . . . option of going either way. This is a very timely bill. As
forward to this project with confidence. However, | am alsomembers can see, | am pretty passionate about rail, and it is

copcer_ned beca“3¢ this project is_ uncontra_cted as We alqatter of commonsense, because over the years rail has
going into an election period and is not all tied up. If the een a big part of our history. There is no reason why rail

tg%ofri tss'd%ﬁip?rl:tlce?a?%\ﬁetﬁﬁg%ﬁgﬁrﬁﬂ{ daéleer?;tnﬁ()l ould not be a great advantage to South Australia, particularly
policy y regional South Australia.

sleep a lot easier. Projects such the port and the railway line
connecting it are very important and should not be abandoned
just because there is a change in the government of the day. SITTINGS AND BUSINESS
Mr Clarke interjecting:
Mr VENNING: The member for Ross Smith tells me that  TheHon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human
the bidders have until tomorrow. | know nothing of this Services): | move:
matter, as it is under strict probity. At this time, | again
declare my interest as a shareholder of AusBulk. | do not That the time for moving the adjournment of the House be
believe that AusBulk is involved in the discussions at presenftended beyond 5 p.m.
but | am not sure. | look forward not only to the rail bridge,  njotion carried
which is of critical importance, but also to the loop rail that
goes with it, that is, the rail coming down from the main line,
as it does currently, over the Port River and then to Outer WEST BEACH RECREATION RESERVE
Harbor. When it gets there, a loop line is provided so that (REVIEW) AMENDMENT BILL
trains do not have to back out. We are now putting in
technology in country silos—especially those on the near Received from the Legislative Council and read a first
verges such as those at Roseworthy and Tailem Bend—thtitne.

The last project | wish to discuss is a bit futuristic—the

Adelaide rail bypass, which has been spoken of for some
ears now. Some people are opposed to it, because they think

it could take Adelaide off line, although | do not believe it

will. We have concerns about freight coming through some

f our suburbs because it creates noise, and so on. A lot of

hat freight does not really need to come into Adelaide. It
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SURVIVAL OF CAUSESOF ACTION During our term of office, freight movement across the
(DUST-RELATED CONDITIONS) AMENDMENT state have increased significantly. Mining developments that
BILL we have supported are nearing the time when they will come

on stream, with thousands of tonnes of product requiring to
The Legislative Council agreed to the amendment madBe transported. The growth in freight across Australia is
by the House of Assembly without any amendment. forecast to increase at a rate greater than the gross domestic
product. The Bureau of Transport Economics has forecast
that, at the current growth rates, and in the absence of
STATUTESAMENDMENT (GOVERNOR'S significant increases in the share of freight going by rail,
REMUNERATION) BILL tonnages moved by road would increase by 80 per cent by the
o ) o year 2015. In South Australia, freight going by articulated
The Legislative Council agreed to the bill with the yoad transport in the next 10 years is forecast to increase by
amendment indicated by the following schedule, to whichgQ per cent from 12.1 to 18.12 billion net tonne kilometres.
amendment the Legislative Council desires the concurrencehis is an exciting prospect. The Rail Transport Facilitation
of the House of Assembly: Fund Bill addresses the expectations raised through this
Page 4, lines 8 and 9 (clause 7)—Leave out subclause (b). forecas_t- ) ) .
Consideration in committee. Moving freight by rpad and rall'has never bee.n integrated
The Hon. J.W. OL SEN (Premier): | move: to any extent. Designing road trains and_ rail rolling s@ock SO
the trailers can be put onto bogeys without touching the
That the Legislative Council's amendment be agreed to. freight is a move in the right direction. This is the type of
During the debate on this measure before the House, th@anning that needs to be accelerated and expanded to benefit
member for Hammond raised an issue related to the calcul@ur state to appropriately cope with both distance and
tion. | indicated that that matter would be reviewed andsolation. The advantages of each method of transport—that
checked. As a result of that review, this slight amendment has, rail and road—need to be exploited for the best progress
been putin place, and itis the intention of the government tén the future. This state government has looked at issues as
support the amendment of the Council. they affect the whole of the state and as they affect various
Mr ATKINSON: The opposition also supports the departments. This integrated approach is reaping dividends
amendment. It is good to know that the careful eye of thdor our state. We promote transport policy and planning
member for Hammond has resulted in a useful and constru@cross transport modes for economy, efficiency and protec-
tive change to the statute law of the state. tion of the environment. Inevitably, this links in with freight
Motion carried. movement by sea. The government has done much in this
area. Certainly, in my region, rail and road links with sea
transport are well developed and integrated.
The Liberal state government is committed to promoting
Adi d debat d readi d i rwe greater use of rail by interstate and intrastate freight
journed debate on second reading (resumed on motiony e rai0rs. The projected increase in freight tonnage requires
(Continued from page 2419.) planning now to ensure smooth handling in the future, and at
. ) the most economical cost. Such an increase, if handled only
Mrs PENFOLD (Flinders): Our Liberal governmenthas py road transport, would result in road congestion, a rise in
a progressive objective in relation to the development ofgaq risks and a steep upward curve in road maintenance
South Australia for the benefit of future generations. This billzgsts.
is groundbreaking in that it brings together many different  The Liberal government is proactive when it comes to the
needs on a state basis—something that has never previouglifvironment. From an environmental perspective, rail is able
been done by rail in this state. As the member representing transport three times the tonnage over certain routes for the
Eyre Peninsula, | am perhaps more aware of this than moghme expenditure of energy as road. Facilitation of rail
other members in the House. The Eyre Peninsula division afansport is, therefore, a positive move in reducing green-
the former South Australian Railways made a profitin some\ouse gases. This fits well with the government's support for
years. That resulted directly from the tonnages transported ijther measures to reduce greenhouse gases, such as the
rail. Those who worked in the division contributed to the development of wind farms to generate electricity. A holistic
development and success of the rail system, enduring thgyproach to transport and freight movement provides the
harsh conditions that prevailed particularly in the first half Ofmost favourable environmental outcomes for the state.
last century to provide a lifeline to remote settlements and  Competition is a word that we have all become familiar
towns. The proud record of those men and of the times igjith in recent years. It is fair to say that competition across
being preserved in the Eyre Peninsula Railway Museurodes of transport has not been strong. Looking at rail and
operated by the Eyre Peninsula Railway Preservation Socieppad as two facets of the same issue will provide a more
in the former Port Lincoln railway station. Like most competitive framework in South Australia’s primary and
businesses that are run by governments rather than privadgcondary industries. We aim for the best service at the most
enterprise, management's decisions in the past did not kee@onomical rate. This will keep us competitive with our world
abreast of the reality of the business world. trading partners. We are reminded time and again that we are
Therefore, rail patronage across the state fell into declingiow a global village. We must always be cognisant of this
The railways were sold first to the federal government, thefact or we lose custom, therefore, lose income and go along
to private enterprise. However, the state Liberal governmenhe downward path to hardship and poverty.
is continually researching what is best for South Australians The Adelaide-Darwin rail link opens a new era for South
to move ahead. We are not afraid of innovation and of takingAustralia, one in which we must anticipate the future and its
up modern technology. So, we come to the Rail Transpofgpportunities. | find it quite exciting when | look at the
Facilitation Fund Bill 2001. possibilities that could come to Eyre Peninsula, particularly

RAIL TRANSPORT FACILITATION FUND BILL
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in tourism. Of course, the Eyre Peninsula rail system need$e state government in the order of $100 million for our
to be standardised and linked with the interstate system toountry rail network. The odd thing was that | think the
gain the most benefit for our state and, in particular, Eyreommonwealth grants that came through to this state in the
Peninsula. | flag that this is a matter for future considerationnext year were reduced by a similar amount. So, South
and one that | have already given considerable thought to.Australia virtually gave the rail network to the common-

No development occurs without money. The Rail Transwealth. | would argue that the then Labor government of
port Facilitation Fund Bill brings into play a dedicated fund South Australia sold the network for one purpose: it did not
that will have a wide application to develop, upgrade anchave the guts to close it down as it wanted to, and gave it to
improve rail in this state. It is good business practice td¢he commonwealth so that the commonwealth would close
ensure that money earned in one area is reinvested in that aiedown.
to liftincome. Income from the sale and/or lease of rail assets We have seen the rail network across the state over the last
will find a ready home in this fund, as will income derived 25 years, line after line, being closed and put out of use—the
from rail facilitation projects. It has been truly stated thatrail was ripped up and, in a lot of cases, the land was disposed
money breeds money. The proposed method of funding thef. This is most evident through the Mallee, where the only
bill provides an investment pool that will be conveniently two rail lines that operate through the Mallee now are the
accessible as projects eventuate. It will be added to with graftinnaroo and the Loxton lines. Thank God we still have
money from time to time to keep the pool operational. Ithose, because the Mallee is a very productive area of the
particularly support the flexibility with which the fund is state, as we saw last season, in particular—and this season
being set up, so that projects can be evaluated on their meritisere will be a huge grain crop come out of the Mallee.
and the most appropriate form of support decided on. Thdtnfortunately, most of it will be delivered to Port Adelaide
may be a grant or a loan, capital investment, or the purchasaa the road network, and that is a crying shame. Not only
of equipment or materials. | support the bill. will that extra freight on our road network put more pressure

on our road network, but it will also put more pressure on

Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): Mr Deputy Speaker, | those other people who, of necessity, have to use the road
think that you welcome this bill to the House probably asnetwork. | am talking about the average motorist who, in my
much as, if not more than, any member. We have heardpinion—particularly those who venture out from the city
considerable contributions this afternoon, but | wish to refefrom time to time on country roads—are ill-equipped to be
to the contribution from the member for Spence, who talkedharing a carriageway with B-doubles.
about the historical context of where we find ourselves today, In more recent times, at last we have had a standardisation
and the Solicitor-General's advice that we need a specifiprogram for the Australian rail system. There is no point in
appropriation authority for the government to undertake raigoing over the historical context of how we ended up with
facilitation projects. many different gauges of rail across Australia. But at last we

I have recently read a rather interesting book (which I noteare seeing a standardisation of that system right across
is quite popular at the moment) call€de Map that Changed Australia. Unfortunately, for my electorate and the people in
the World which chronicles the life and times of William the South-East of the state—that most productive area of the
Smith, who is recognised as the father of the science oftate—the line that runs from Wolseley south through
geology. He made his discoveries whilst involved in theNaracoorte and Penola to Mount Gambier, traverses probably
construction of canals throughout Great Britain in the latethe richest and most productive agricultural part of the state.
1700s, and he talked about the statutes having to go through Since 1995, when the Melbourne to Adelaide line was
the parliament, and people having to travel to London to sestandardised, that line has been left in limbo. Being a broad
the statutes go through parliament to allow for the construcgauge, obviously the rolling stock cannot readily transfer to
tion of canals which crisscrossed Britain to ferry coal, inthe newly standardised line. It has been a bone of contention
those days. Of course, those canals were superseded quiih all those in my electorate since that time. They lament
soon after that time by the railways, which drove all the canathat that line was not standardised at the time in the early to
companies broke. | guess the way in which we went aboutid-1990s to allow freight trains to operate down as far as
business here in Australia grew out of that, and | carMount Gambier.
understand the need for a special bill of the parliament—a The member for Schubert spoke highly of the action that
special statute—to allow for the construction of a railway,the minister is taking on this matter. The minister needs to be
because it is a very complex matter to build a railway: thecommended. At every opportunity | get, | sing her praises in
land has to be appropriated, and rail obviously needs veryy electorate. More than any transport minister of this state,
slight grades, large radius curves and all those sorts of thingghis minister is presiding over a time which hopefully will see
So, it is a much more complicated matter than building ahe standardisation of that corridor through the South-East to
road. Mount Gambier and see freight trains and passenger services

The other factor that leads us to where we are now (angdotentially back on that route, bringing the freight from that
which has been alluded to by several members) is that, in therea into Adelaide, the heart of South Australia, where further
mid 1970s, the then Dunstan government supposedly—anglue adding can be done. A lot is being done now, but
the member for Spence referred to it—made a good deal icertainly marketing can be done, even on ships. In a few
selling the country rail network of South Australia to the thenyears, we will see the completion of the Adelaide to Darwin
federal Labor government. route, which will allow us to access that new port in Darwin

Mr Atkinson: It was making a huge loss. which is so close to the major markets of Asia.

Mr WILLIAMS: The member interjects that it was  Several members have talked about the increase in the
making a huge loss—as was the metropolitan rail servicdreight tasks which we are facing in the near future. | will just
which was never sold and which has continued to make guantify that in terms which might mean more to some
huge loss to this day. If my memory serves me well (and imembers. | refer to the effect of the freight tasks that road
was a long time ago), | think that the federal government paithauliers have in my electorate. When travelling from
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Tintinara to Tailem Bend some months ago on my way tdo Snowtown, to relay the track to Moonta. The only thing

Adelaide on a Monday evening ready for the Tuesday’that is missing are the sleepers, and | have made requests of

sitting, out of sheer boredom | started counting the semitrailseveral different departments, but so far none has been

ers coming towards me. In that drive of about one hour, forthcoming gratis.

counted more than 120 semitrailers heading to Melbourne.| Mr Clarke: | know where 39 000 are gathering dust, but

would hate to think how many semitrailers travel over thatl will get to that later.

stretch of road from Adelaide to Melbourne every day of Mr MEIER: Thank you very much. | am happy to follow

every week throughout the year. that one through. On this bill, the minister has assured me that
I have felt and always argued that a lot of that freightcertainly, if there is any land or anything to be sold off, the

should be back on the rail. Quite often | will pass up to threenormal full consultation procedures will apply and the

or four trains on the trip between Keith and Tailem Bend. Icommunity and councils will have the chance to have their

would like to see a lot more trains and a lot fewer trucks. Isay. So | see no problem with this, and | trust that it will

also have the situation in the township of Penola where thpenefit rail more for the future.

Riddoch Highway passes down the main street of that

township which has rebuilt its economy in recent years TheHon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human

around the tourism industry, obviously on the doorstep of theervices): | would like to thank each of the members for their

famous Coonawarra wine strip. It has recreated someontribution to this debate. It is an issue which has created a

historical walks around the town— lot of interest particularly in country areas where it has the
Mr Clarke interjecting: impact. | raised the issue across the House with the shadow
Mr WILLIAMS: And yes, the third miracle has hap- Attorney-General. | well recall the bill that was brought into

pened in Penolain the last few years, with the building of thehe parliament. | well recall the election in 1975—

tourism industry there. But the locals complain that they get  Mr Atkinson interjecting:

approximately 600 heavy truck movements through the main  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: | had.

street of that town every day, and that does not tie in very Mr Clarke interjecting:

well with the tourism trade which is being built and whichthe  The Hon. DEAN BROWN: There were, actually, yes, but

locals wish to increase. _ _ itwas a snap election. | am sure other members would recall
Also, as the member for Schubert pointed out, the thirghat occasion. In fact, | recall going out and speaking at a

Port River crossing is incredibly important. The minister INmeeting that night, coming back and finding that there was

her second reading speech in another place highlighted bogh|ot of discussion around the place because suddenly an

those projects—the standardisation of the South-East rajection had been called. | also recall the then Premier of the

network and the third river crossing—and, as the member fofay thinking that he was going to win that election very

Schubert stated, hopefully we will get a deep water port agasily, and winning it by a margin of 250 votes in the end.

Outer Harbor, a new grain terminal— TheHon. DEAN BROWN: It was at that election that the
Mr Clarke interjecting: Deputy Speaker (the member for Heysen) was elected to this
Mr WILLIAMS: Exactly. parliament. | also recall going out and campaigning for the
Mr Clarke interjecting: member for Heysen at that election. Coming back to the bill

Mr WILLIAMS: You are confusing the issue. We are pefore the House, | thank members for their contribution. On
talking about setting up a rail fund so that we can have somgenga|f of the Minister for Transport, | will give a specific

moneys— commitment to the House, especially to the member for
Mr Clarke interjecting: . Gordon. The member for Gordon has asked for certain
Mr WILLIAMS: | think that will be taken care of. undertakings from the minister and the minister is willing to
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! give an undertaking concerning the following matter:

Mr Wi LLIAMS' It is most important to t_h!s state that. In briefing [the member for Gordon] on the above bill, [the
both these projects get up. | commend the minister for settingiember for Gordon] indicated that he would like assurance that local
up this fund so that the moneys that are returned through thguncils will be given notice and proper government procedures are
sale of rail assets—and there are a number which are surplfmlowed if a parcel of land in its area is to be offered for sale or
to the requirements of the state—can be put in that fund. Th§ase-
fund will also be able to receive income derived from otherThe minister has said she will give an assurance to the
sources. | hope that, over the next period, funds are built umember for Gordon. Continuing:
so that both these projects may proceed. | reiterate the _  current government procedures for the sale of rail property
importance that | believe they have for the future of this staterequire notice to be given to the relevant council (under Premier and
| commend the bill. Cabinet Circular 114) in case there is a specific interest in council

acquiring that property. . .

Mr MEIER (Goyder): | will speak very briefly to this  The minister has indicated that this will continue to be the
bill. I notice that Wallaroo is mentioned specifically in it. | case. | continue quoting, as follows:
was a little concerned that perhaps land was to be sold off or \yhere councils have agreed to develop rail property for
other track would be sold off, and | have been assured that ns@mmunity not commercial purposes—a number of parcels of
track will be sold off in the Wallaroo area. In fact, the surplus rail property across the state have already been transferred
government and the minister give full support to the Yorket© councils atlittle or no cost.

Peninsula Rail Preservation Society in their magnificentn fact, | think | am right in saying that at Pinnaroo they have
railway from Wallaroo to Bute. established a museum which has become quite a tourist

Mr Clarke interjecting: attraction and which | opened, having first been involved with

Mr MEIER: ltis interesting that the honourable memberencouraging the community to establish that museum. The
interjects, because apparently there is sufficient tracknuseum was established on railway land and has become, |
available, of both standard and broad gauge, from Wallarothink, the pride of Pinnaroo. It shows a fantastic amount of
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the history for the mallee. The member for Hammond, Iwe think it is a good idea and we will help you carry it
know, is a keen supporter of the museum. There is a classifrough in terms of pilot studies and the like,—because it is
example where the local council has been heavily involvedar too expensive for one individual or a partnership to do
together with the broader community, in terms of railwayit—or, if the department thinks that it is a crazy idea but it is
land. | am delighted to give that assurance on behalf of thgeing polite to him, then put him out of his misery and tell
minister that local councils in fact will be offered the land to pjm why so that he can get on with his life. He is perpetually
see whether they have an interest in purchasing it; otherwigg hanging between two stools, in part receiving encourage-
it will be put up for open sale. | urge all members of the mant from government agencies that he ought to look further
House to now support the legislation through the committegy it 1 it with no resources for him to effectively do so. So the

stagﬁls. d dti government should either assist him or tell him that it does
F;,I Cgﬁmﬁtzgcon fime. not think it will work; that it is a crazy idea or whatever and
Clauses 1 to 4 passed. let him get back his life. | would like to know whether the
Clause 5. minister, in particular the Minister for Transport, will in fact

Mr CLARKE: My electorate contains the Islington take on board my comments and see what can be done to

railway workshops which in its heyday, in the late 19605,aSSiSt this person. .
early )1/9705, hag something like %/SOyO to 3000 workers, 1heHon. DEAN BROWN: | acknowledge the point
Today, unfortunately, there would be barely 100 employeednade by the member for Ross Smith. In fact, | have seen the
if that, in that workshop. There are two areas | want to rais€oncept and | think anyone who has seen it would say itis a
with the minister. | appreciate that the minister may need t&/ery innovative step indeed. Whether or not it can be applied
go to the minister responsible for this legislation or thepractically is not for me to say. | am not a railway specialist.
department to get the answers. He may wish to take it ohlowever, | will refer the issue to the minister and ask
notice. whether she would provide a frank response for the member

In terms of the minister applying money towards rail for Ross Smith so that he can get in touch with the inventor.
facilitation projects, one of my constituents has beerCertainly, if there is any way of developing that and putting
regularly in contact with me, the Premier, the state Ministeiit into a practical application, | think that it would be ideal to
for Transport, the federal Minister for Transport, the Primedo so, particularly to overcome the variation in gauges that
Minister, and anyone else who will listen. He has come upstill exists around the whole of Australia.
with an invention with respect to the standardisation of our Mr CLARKE: | thank the minister for his comments and,
railway gauges. The company, JMB Engineering Servicesp particular, for the fact that he took the time to look at that
has been formed to promote this invention involving a duahodel put forward by my constituent. I look forward to the
gauge carnageway. response from the Minister for Transport. The minister might

Rather than the normal means by which rail gauges arglso be interested to know that, about two or so years ago, the
standardised, where one of the railway lines is shifted sghvention by my constituent on the model railway that he
many inches to fitin with the standard gauge, this person an@oked at won an inventor magazine’s—I am not sure of the
his company have developed a railway carriage wheel whicBxact title now—national award. The invention obviously had
has an additional flange on the normal wheel. Therefore, asome considerable substance but, like the minister, | have
the crane and its rolling stock go from one gauge to the nexibsolutely no practical knowledge of engineering so | do not
it can simply adjust depending on which railway gauge itknow whether the idea is capable of coming to economic
happens to be. He estimates it is of considerable saving #ayition.
terms of the cost of standardisation of our railway lines in | know that this bill does not cover metropolitan passenger
South Australia and, of course, there is export potential agjl services; so, even though my question is based around
well to other countries such as India which have adopte¢hetropolitan passenger rail it still relates to this bill in terms
tactics similar to those that Australian colonies had a centursf my fears that the same thing might happen in the
or more, ago of different size railway gauges. In fact, a modehon-metropolitan area with respect to this fund. About six
was put on display at Parliament House in the member fofeeks ago | had reason to look at the condition of the railway
Schubert’_s office and a number of members of parliamengjeepers of the metropolitan passenger railway system
took the time to look at it. between Woodville and Outer Harbor. | might say that the

The difficulty is that all the letters and correspondence thaivooden sleepers that | had drawn to my attention by certain
my constituent has had from the Premier, the state Ministgseople were an absolute disgrace.
for Transport and her federal colleague state that it is a They were white-ant ridden. Whereas normally the ballast
wonderful idea and they cannot understand why the privatsurrounding the railway line would have a nice drop and
sector is not involved in it. In fact, in the words of the slope on the ground for levelling, | assume that it had all been
Premier, he was ‘amazed that the private sector did not waigkemolished over a period of time and was in need of remedial
to pick up the idea’. Unfortunately, the private companies thatvork. | did not realise, or | had forgotten, that this bill was
now operate our freight lines, and so on, and our railway.oming on today so | did not bring my notes with me, but at
companies are not interested in it. | can guess why. Basicallg dozen places at least along that particular line, Woodville
when railway standardisation takes place the taxpayers pial Outer Harbor, the speed limit, for safety reasons, has been
up the cost. What is the incentive for them to promote orreduced to about 25 km/h. | visited the TransAdelaide
develop this particular invention? If it costs more to standardeepot—at the extension of South Road, I think it is,
ise the railway gauges, it does not matter to them. The coswingfield way—and | saw about 20 000 concrete sleepers
are simply passed onto the taxpayer. sitting there gathering dust.

I would like the government to have a serious look at what | understand that about another 18 000 were on order at
is being proposed by my constituent. There are reams & price of approximately $100 a sleeper. They were scheduled
correspondence in the various departmental files on thi® be used to complete the resleeping, if | could term it that
particular invention. Either the government could say, ‘Yesway (it is probably not the technical term), of the Woodville
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to Outer Harbor passenger railway line. However, | underraised and this bill, but | will refer that matter to the minister

stand that the budget for that had been reduced. That wodnd | am sure that, with her usual enthusiasm (if it happens
was scheduled to take place this year but they are now goirtg be a TransAdelaide issue), she will take up the issue.
to repair only half the line. The capital replacement costs imransAdelaide has a reballasting program, but | will get the
the budget have been cut in half. We have something likeninister to respond directly to the member for Ross Smith.

19 000 to 20 000 sleepers at $100 each just sitting at thecontinue to support this bill and urge members to continue
depot gathering dust when they ought to have been appliag support it.

to upgrade the passenger railway track. . Clause passed.

My concern is not so much the passage of the bill—and Clause 6 and title d

passed.

I know that a number of members have already spoken about _. o
how this will be used to upgrade railway lines, standardisa- Bill 'éad a third time and passed.
tion of the gauges, etc.—but that the work will not happen.
As always it will ultimately depend on the government of the FESTIVAL OF ARTS
day to decide whether or not certain budgets will be met. .
Would the minister pursue with the Minister for Transport  TheHon. DEAN BROWN (Minister for Human
this issue of only half doing a job along the Outer Harbor toServices): | lay on the table the ministerial statement relating
Woodville passenger rail line in terms of resleeping, if thatto the Adelaide Festival made earlier today in another place
is the term, otherwise something like $2 million of capital hasdy my colleague the Minister for the Arts.
already been spent on concrete railway sleepers, which are
just gathering dust and, no doubt, taxpayers are paying ADJOURNMENT
interest on them.

TheHon. DEAN BROWN: To be frank, | fail to see the At 5.39 p.m. the House adjourned until Tuesday
connection between what the member for Ross Smith ha&3 October at 2 p.m.



