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registration transactions central to their business of buying and
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY selling motor vehicles. The type of transactions that they will be able

to process, from their own business premises, include applications
Tuesday 15 July 2003 for the transfer of vehicle registration and applications for the
registration of new and second-hand vehicles.
While direct debit payment will be included in the EC facility,

The SPEAKER (Hon. L.P. Lewis) took the chair at vehicle dealers who do not elect to process their own transactions

2 p.m. and read prayers. will continue to be able to use credit cards (other than American
Express and Diners Club cards) for the payment of vehicle regis-
ARTS SA tration and other Transport SA transactions.
A petition signed by 1 132 residents of South Australia, BUSES, NEW

requesting the house to urge the government to ensure that |, reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (27 March).
funding to Arts SA is used in a manner that does not offend  The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: In reply to the honourable member’s
against community standards of decency or is grosslinquiry regarding the delivery of new buses to SouthLink and

ffensive t le of Christian faith. w. r nt thdorrens Transit, | provide the following information:
offensive to people of Christian faith, was presented by The delivery of 12 new buses to Torrens Transit was completed

Hon. RG Kerin_. in September 2002. These buses are operating in the East-West
Petition received. contract area.
As at 1 April 2003, 26 new buses have been delivered to the
KINGFISH FARMS Lonsdale Depot operated by SouthLink and are all in service.
The other 12 buses are on schedule for delivery by the end of
. ; ; i~ June 2003.
A pe’gltlon signed by 2 417 residents of 50””? A”S”"?‘“a' As | announced in August 2002, the government is investing
requesting the house to urge the government to immediatelys 4 million over the next five years to modernise and improve the
implement a moratorium on kingfish farm approvals pendingublic transport bus fleet.

completion of an independent research project and the
development of improved fisheries ecosystem management TRANSPORT SA
methods for kingfish farms, was presented by Mrs Penfold. |, reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (27 March).

Petition received. The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: The Transport SA web site was
entirely replaced in September 2002. The specific page in question
HOSPITALS, MODBURY listing the top ten black spot sites was discontinued at that time. The
basis for this decision was that there is no unique definition of a

" : :» black spot, and a listing of the ten sites with the largest number of
A petition signed by 671 electors of South Australia, crashes is not necessarily a list of the most dangerous sites on the

requesting the house to call on the government to catesiate's road network, when traffic volumes are taken into con-

gorically declare that Modbury Public Hospital will not be sideration. Due to this potential for misinterpretation by the public,

closed, amalgamated or any current services withdrawtfie page in question was not included in the new Transport SA web
(including the new maternity wing), was presented by the*'e-

Hon. D.C. Kotz. BUSES, SCHEDULES
Petition received.
In reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (27 March).
DOG CONTROL The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: Timetables for public transport buses
Pave beﬁn arrit\)/ed atasa (rjesuléqf rr?a(rjl_y years of expefrience.IVa_\rious
" . : .. factors have been considered including: surveys of actual times
A pe_tltlon signed by 497 residents of SQUth_ AuStralla’taken; and street, traffic and passenger loading conditions for each
requesting the house to amend current legislation to allowys route. Variations in conditions are such that it is not possible to
dogs, under effective control, to sit with their owners in allderive a universal average running time for all bus routes.
outdoor dining areas, was presented by Dr McFetridge. The Passenger Transport Board (PTB) and public transport
Petition received contractors work closely to ensure that public transport services are
’ appropriately designed, safe and reliable. If a contractor or the PTB
identifies running times on a particular route as a concern, this is
QUESTIONS ON NOTICE examined and changes may be made to the timetable for that service.
The contracts are performance based. They provide for additional
The SPEAKER: | direct that the written answers to the payments if patronage increases and payment deductions if services

following questions on th&lotice Paperas detailed in the &ré made with a defective vehicle, or are early, late or missed for

- . . reasons within the contractor’s control.
schedule that | now table, be distributed and printed i Changing the timetables to coincide with the new speed limits

Hansard Nos 125, 139, 144 and 157. was not considered necessary because:
buses mainly travel on arterial roads, which have retained a 60
MOTOR VEHICLES, REGISTRATION km/h speed limit;
observations made along non-arterial roads (which now have a
In reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (31 March). 50 km/h speed limit) before the speed limit change indicated that

The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: Transport SA introduced the first buses rarely exceeded a speed of about 52 km/h between bus
phase of an electronic commerce (EC) project in July and August  stops; and
2002. The new services allow clients to renew vehicle registration it was determined that the forecast difference in bus travel time
via the Internet or over the telephone using an interactive voice on roads with bus routes that have had the speed limit changed
response facility. These services are available 20 hours per day, from 60 km/h to 50 km/h was negligible.
7 days per week and have been very well received. A total of A moratorium is not in place. If the running time of a particular
200 000 transactions have been paid on the facility service sincservice has been sufficiently affected by the new speed limits the
August 2002. Over 30 000 clients used the services in March 2003imetable will be amended accordingly.

Transport SA is currently working with EDS (Australia) Pty Ltd
to further develop the EC facility to provide for further transactions CAR POOLING
that may be processed via the Internet. This work is nearing
completion and itis anticipated that an additional 24 transactions will  In reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (13 May).
be available via the Internet from June 2003. This facility will enable  The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: The proposal to develop Green
approved motor vehicle dealers to process a range of vehicfgravel Plans is only one aspect of a range of initiatives that may be
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used to change travel behaviour. The content of these Plans will need RECREATION AND SPORT
to be determined by the individual businesses. The development of
an employee car pooling database or provision of improved cycling In reply toHon. D.C. KOTZ (22 October 2002).
facilities are merely options that businesses may consider for The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: The Statewide Sport and Recreation
inclusion in their Green Travel Plans. Facilities Audit commenced in June 2002.
If this proposal is accepted, the Government would trial the, The Auditwas completed in 2002-2003 by the Office for Recrea-

introduction of Green Travel Plans within its own agencies. Any!ion and Sport with the assistance of a reference group comprising

costs associated with the development of these plans are expect8gustry and Government representatives. .
to be met fr(l)m Wimn existingvres%urces. P P Results from the Audit may be obtained from the Office for

Recreation and Sport.

TRANSPORT, TICKETING SYSTEM In reply toHon. D.C. KOTZ (21 October 2002).
The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: The budget, as published in the
In reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (2 June). budget papers, for the Office for Recreation, Sport and Racing for

The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: The current ticketing system has 2002-03 is $25.546 million. This includes the grants program as well
been in use for approximately 17 years and it is still operatingas athlete and coach development, facilities management and agency
reliably. Its operational performance is being reviewed annually an@perational expenditure.
itis currently forecast to remain operating reliably until at least 2007.

The next generation of ticketing systems are smartcard based. SOUTH AUSTRALIAN OLYMPIC COUNCIL
The Passenger Transport Board is monitoring developments related
to the introduction of smartcard ticketing in other States. One of the !Phreﬂ'y tol\l-/llcf]nvl\?R(iGﬁQrTzl @ar Oct?ber ﬁOOZr?. G
reasons for introducing smartcard ticketing systems in other States 1€ Hon. M.J. I: |can confirm that the Government
is the establishment of integrated ticketing” systems. Adelaideigs committed funds totalling $500 000 over four years toward the

system is already fully integrated between the three modes of publig®int Appeals Committee of the Olympic, Paralympic and
ommonwealth Games.

transport. . L .
Itis estimated that the cost of replacing the current system with g?;nsqgiféjzgzé\;? provided to the;gléll%vxgg% individual appeals:
smartcard technology is in excess of $20 million. - Paralympic Appeal 80 000
Commonwealth Games Appeal 80 000
PRINCES HIGHWAY Total: $400 000
In addition to the $400 000 for these three appeals, the Government
In reply toHon. M.R. BUCKBY (2 June). will contribute a further $100 000 for the administration of these

The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: Since taking Office, the Rann 2PPeals.
Government has made a strong commitment to improving South
Australia’s poor road safety performance compared with other States. EMERGENCY RADIO SIGNALS

The review of the appropriateness of the existing speed limits on | reply Mrs PENFOLD (15 October 2002).

South Australia’s rural roads is to achieve a safer road network as The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: Transport SA has been addressing
quickly as possible. The review of the 110km/h speed limit onthe key issues, by:

existing roads was undertaken using criteria based on interstate 'conducting régular radio testing from around the State;
practice, and directly related to established links between road speed Continuing to monitor the performance of the new system, which
and safety outcomes. has included a mail survey of all vessels with HF radio (about

Using these criteria, Transport SA recommended that the stretch  200) in South Australia;
of the Princes Highway between Kingston SE and Meningie be Advising HF users of the new system and the operation of Coast
reduced from 110km/h to 100km/h. Radio Adelaide. ) )

While I make no apology for vigorously pursuing reductions in Transport SA worked with the Royal Flying Doctor Service (RFDS)
road crashes and casualties through the implementation of a widd €quipment suppliers to design new software that would better
range of road safety measures, | would like to emphasise that trit the requirements of RFDS operators. This software was fully
Government continually seeks a balanced approach, taking accoufitalled at Pt Augusta on 11 October 2002, and tests have shown
of the effects of the road transport system, not only on safety, b{!IS has created a significant improvement in the ability of the RFDS

also on efficiency, access and the environment. to respond to incoming calls. . . .
4 In addition, Transport SA investigated the feasibility of intro-

ducing frequency 2182 and has arranged for the installation of this

ROADS, RIDDOCH HIGHWAY frequency to the existing service to significantly improve coverage
at night.
In reply toMr WILLIAMS (26 March). g
The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: This report has not been brought to MARINE EMERGENCY RADIO NETWORK

my attention, and the Department of Transport and Urban Planning

advise that it is unaware of the conference or any such report on the In reply toMrs PENFOLD (15 August 2002).

Riddoch Highway. The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: Commencing 12 August 2002, Coast
The need for the overtaking lanes on individual roads is deterRadio Adelaide has been monitoring designated frequencies 24 hours

mined using criteria such as volume of traffic and mix of vehicle@ day With the system currently operating as specified.
types, crash history, strategic importance of the road, community
feedback and the degree of bunching and consequent delays that HAEMOGLOBIN LEVEL STANDARDS
could be expected if there is no opportunity to overtake. These
; n reply toDr MCFETRIDGE (15 May).
assessments were undertaken on rural arterial roads across the Stat he Hon L. STEVENS: The Australan Red Cross Blood

to develop a State_ wide program. . o . Service (ARCBS) has adopted higher Haemoglobin (Hb) thresholds

_ The Riddoch Highway was given a high priority on this program, tor accepting blood donors. The new thresholds for donor haemoglo-
with three lanes being constructed within the first two years of thgyi jevels have been set by the Therapeutic Goods Administration
program. These lanes are located between Tarpeena and Moygt, gtect the health and well-being of Australian blood donors. The
Gambier, which were seen as the highest priority areas. Sections faf,;th Australian Red Cross Blood Service will implement the new
further lanes have been identified between Glenroy-Coonawarra a'?s‘igndard in two stages, introducing higher regulatory thresholds over
Penola-Tarpeena. ) _ a two-year period, starting in early 2004.

However, on a priority basis, these locations are not programmed Maintaining national blood and blood product stocks is a priority.
within the current 5 year funded program that finishes in 2004-05A national marketing and communication strategy has been devel-
The specific section mentioned, between Keith and Padthaway, tsped to rebuild and maintain donation rates throughout the phasing
currently considered to be operating satisfactorily and consequentiy of the new standards. As the Australian donor community and the
has a lower priority for the construction of overtaking lanesBlood Service have a history of responding well to past donor
compared to other locations across the State. deferral campaigns, it is unlikely that SA will experience any
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reduction in availability of blood and blood products due to the adopdump being located in our backyard. The commonwealth

tion of the new standard. L seizure of state land against the will of the government and
The South Australian government has made provision in 2003-0

to contribute funds to the national project to help the ARCBS rebuiloﬁgau’]St the will of th_e people of this stat_e W,'” n_o_t go

and maintain donation rates to ensure blood stocks are maintainédichallenged. Bulldozing over South Australians’ legitimate
In addition, the Bloodsafe project, a safety and quality projectconcerns is not a measure of good government and will

funded through the Department of Human Services, will focus orcertainly not work in this state.

improving inventory management of blood supplies throughout this | 5t Tuesday, the Minister for Environment and Conser-

period. This effort will reduce the inappropriate use of blood and_ _.. h Ith f full
blood products and contribute, at the local level, to meeting th/ation sent a request to the commonwealth for a full state-

challenge of maintaining stocks. ment of the reasons for compulsory acquisition under
section 13 of the Administrative Decisions (Judicial Review)
PAPERS TABLED Act. The commonwealth must respond within 28 days. Once
) ) that response is received, and subject to the deliberations of
The following papers were laid on the table: this parliament, the state willimmediately lodge an applica-
By the Treasurer (Hon. K.O. Foley)— tion for judicial review in the Federal Court. | now have a
Regulations under the following Acts— copy of the declaration of compulsory acquisition of land

Emergency Services Funding Act 1998—Remissions yithin the Arcoona pastoral lease, which was announced by

Variation—Land . L n
Stamp Duties—Recognised Financial Markets Senator Nick Minchin on Monday 7 June—and | now table
this document.

By the Minister for Health (Hon. L. Stevens)— Despite the compulsory acquisition of land at Arcoona

Cogt(g%"ﬁg O%LébStances Advisory Council—Report, Station by the commonwealth government, there is still a long
Memorandum of Understanding between the Minister for way to go before the 130 truck loads_' we are told, of fad"?ac‘
Health and the Local Government Association in tive waste travel over our borders. It is now more than a fight
relation to the Exercise of Functions under the Food  against the radioactive waste dump. It has now become a
Act 2001 by Councils fight for our state’s rights. It has been the heavy-handed—
By the Minister for Environment and Conservation (Hon. Members interjecting:
J.D. Hill)— The Hon. M.D. RANN: There is a clear division with
Animal and Plant Control Commission, South Australia— Members opposite. The Liberal Party supports a waste dump:
Report 2002 Labor is opposed to it. It has been the heavy-handed ac-
Regulations under the following Acts— tions—
Water Resources Act 1997—lrrigation Levy The SPEAKER: Order! Leave has been granted.
By the Minister for Transport (Hon. M.J. Wright)— Mr BRINDAL: | rise on a point of order, sir. Leave has
Regulations under the following Acts— been granted for a ministerial statement, not to debate a
Mogai/gglocr']ege—es Variation matter and, in asserting the views of the opposition, the
Refund on Licence Surrender Premier is, indeed, debgtlng t,he matter. 3
Road Traffic—Alcotest Grounds The Hon. K.O. Foley: Aren't you leaving®

Mr Brindal: Perhaps.

By the Minister for Tourism (Hon. J.D. Lomax-Smith)— The Hon. P.F. Conlon:Go ahead: make my day!
Regulations under the following Act— AR . . ;
Fisheries—River Fishery—Prescribed Fish The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the Deputy Premier and

. . Minister for Infrastructure.
By the Minister for Employment, Training and Further  The Hon. M.D. RANN: It has been the heavy-handed

Education (Hon. J.D. Lomax-Smith)— actions of the commonwealth which will force the state to the

Education Adelaide Charter courts. The commonwealth could have introduced legislation

By the Minister for Administrative Services (Hon. J.W. into the federal parliament to try to get it through the Senate,
Weatherill)— as well as the House of Representatives, but instead has

Regulations under the following Acts— chosen to circumvent the debate by simply imposing the

Fees Regulation—Water and Sewerage Requirements dump by administrative means.

Sewerage Act—Charges Variation The South Australian Solicitor-General has advised that
Waterworks Act 1932—Charges Variation. there are proper grounds on which to challenge the acquisi-

AUDITOR GENERAL, SUPPLEMENTARY tion of the relevant Iar_1d_ by the commqnwealth i_n_the Fe(_jeral

REPORT Court under the Administrative Decisions (Judicial Review)

Act 1977. First, the state was denied natural justice before the

The SPEAKER: | lay on the table the supplementary @cquisition of its property and the issue of an urgency
report of the Auditor-General entitled, ‘The process ofcertificate by the commonwealth minister under section 24(1)

procurement of a magnetic resonance imaging machine by ti% the Lands Acquisition Act 1989. Secondly, there were no

North Western Adelaide Health Service'. circumstances that permitted the use of the urgency powers
Ordered to be published. in the commonwealth act. Thirdly, the commonwealth
minister acted for an improper purpose in issuing the

RADIOACTIVE WASTE certificate of urgency. The certificate of urgency was used to

simply avoid the introduction of a state law. What has been
The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): | seek leave to make an issue for more than a decade cannot simply become an
a ministerial statement. issue of national urgency overnight.
Leave granted. The only urgency was political urgency. The Howard
The Hon. M.D. RANN: The state government is closer government wants this out of the way before the next federal
to taking the commonwealth government to the Federal Cousglection. It wants South Australia to raise the white flag and
to continue South Australia’s fight against a radioactive wastgive up quietly. Well, we will not do that. Included with the
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declaration of acquisition, the commonwealth governmentabor’s first budget which reduced road maintenance and,
has issued a compensation form to fill out. They have givehence, threatened road safety? Last year, when the Labor
us a compensation form to fill out in relation to this nucleargovernment cut funding for Far North roads by $3 million,
waste dump. This form is basic and simply asks for thehe Liberal Party issued a statement saying:
identification of items and the total amount we are claiming.  Roads linking Coober Pedy, William Creek and Oodnadatta are
If a dump is imposed on this state, the compensatiomainly affected by the Rann government’s decision to cut funding.
would be immeasurable. What price do you put on a clean, 55 stated:
green image? What price do you put on our environment?
What price do you put on the potential export losses for ouy,;,
tourism, wine and food industries? What price do you put on .
our regional communities that will have to bear the bruntof ~ The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT (Minister for Transport): |
truck loads of radioactive waste coming across our borderdhank the member for Light for his question: | think every-
along our roads and through our communities? How do yogody in the house is aware why he has asked it. Obviously,
put a price in terms of filling in a form on compensation tothe events that took place recently are very sad. As the
hand over to the commonwealth? member for Light and the opposition would be aware, a
I can inform the house that the cost of the challenge in th@olice inquiry is in progress. | am sure that the member for
courts has been a topic of wide debate in the media and h&dght would not want to turn this into a grubby political
been greatly exaggerated by the commonwealth governmergixercise: | am sure that would be far beyond him.
I can inform the house, too, that the Crown Solicitor has
advised that all work relating to the legal challenge will be WOMEN'S INFORMATION SERVICE
performed by salaried staff in the Attorney-General’s Depart- .
ment and by the Solicitor-General. There will be no addition- Mrs GERAGHTY (Torrens): My question is to the
a' costs apart from ordinary court fees We have seen t[’M”“Ster f0r the StatUS Of Women.. What IS the $|gn|f|cance
stories about millions of dollars. | am advised that there is £ the Women'’s Information Service’s 25th anniversary?
filing fee of $574, a setting down fee of $1 148 (which The Hon. SW.KEY (Minister for the Status of
includes the first day of hearing), and a daily fee after the firsyvomen). On Wednesday last week, over 250 people
day of $458. Thus, if the hearing went for a maximum of twoattended the celebration for the 25th anniversary of the
days, as | am advised is expected, the fees would be $2 188omen’s Information Service. Originally named the
in total. Yet we have been hearing the Liberals and the peopM/omen’s Information Switchboard, the service was estab-
whom they are getting to ring the talk-back shows talkinglished as a specialised service for women providing accurate
about millions of dollars. and relevant information in a range of areas. The Women’s
The cost of not fighting this decision will be much greaterinformation Switchboard opened on 8 July 1978 and operated
for our state and for future generations. If the legal challengérom the old institute building in Kintore Avenue until 1997,
is successful, it could take some months for the final decisiowhen the service changed its name to Women'’s Information
to be made. This could take the issue well into next year andervice and moved to its current location in Station Arcade
become a significant election issue for the commonwealttyn North Terrace.
It would give the people of this state an opportunity to vote  Qver the last quarter of a century, the service has main-
on this issue. In the meantime, | want details of the contragiined its mission to ensure that women have access to
entered into by the federal government with public relationgyccyrate and culturally appropriate information. Women
firm Michels Warren to work on this issue. | want to know ¢ontinye to seek information on diverse issues such as health
whether or not their brief includes a letter-writing campaign, g counselling, self-help in support groups, accommodation,
and a talk-back radio campaign designed to champion thgisapility services, legal and separation issues, domestic

cause of placing the radioactive waste dump in our backyard; 3 " ) : ;
Are there phoney letters being prepared? That is what | war&?lfrnt%% ;Vggr(sﬂ]d finance-related issues, and social groups.

to know. I hope not. | hope that they are beyond that. | hope L
the federal government is doing the right thing—not playing ¢Eehﬁ2%u'§l\3)ve EEeyt?e\/\r/illmglrfeycot:Jn?ri 2 moment—the

the sort of games we saw before the 2001 election. \ X . h S
Despite the commonwealth's efforts, we do not want tOWomens Information Service has contributed significantly

be known as the radioactive waste and the detention centlf’ ttuz (;?renargtg}lg/ot;%/ :3?203%;2%3;?]\3' ;ﬁfeogt’;)balligﬁrlﬁgﬂyof
state. | appeal once again to all members of parliament to p

our state first and join the fight against the radioactive wast erwces.forl women. l\/tl)oreklreceng.ly,ht.hebsgarwce Igunghleq a
dump being located in South Australia. Let us vote like ou ommunity languages booklet, which is being used widely in

: f the multicultural community. The Women’s Information
Sta,t\ﬁe%'g ;Jstlfrrfe%ir;(;fg!ons depended upon it. Service also has an after hours legal service, internet training
The SPEAKER: Ordérl and public access computers, a register of tradeswomen and
The Hon. P.E Conlon ihterjecting' a rural outreach service. The service has provided valuable
Th SPEAKER' Order! | th .M' ister for G _support to women in South Australia over the past 25 years,
€ ] -order: twarn the Minister for Sovern- g it success is due to the many women who have made an
ment Enterprises for the second time. enormous contribution, often in a voluntary capacity. The
service continues to assist women in becoming independent

.. the cutin funding will endanger the lives of locals and tourists
visit the Outback.

QUESTION TIME by giving them a range of accurate and up-to-date options
from which they can make their own choices.
ROADS, OUTBACK | am pleased to report that an increasing number of women

are using the service. In 2002-03, 31 000 people used the

The Hon. M.R. BUCKBY (Light): My questionistothe service, the majority of these being women but a number of
Minister for Transport. Will the government reinstate themen having also used the service. At least 23 000 women
$3 million in Outback and Far North funding that was cut inhave accessed the service by walking into the Station Arcade
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shopfront or through one of the outreach services in th€ommission. It is not in the state system: it is in the federal
Flinders Ranges, Eyre Peninsula, Riverland, Mid Northsystem. Would they ask us to pay for a dispute that took place
South-East and other outer metropolitan areas. with the workers of Telstra? Of course not! This is a cheap
| also want to take this opportunity to note that the 25thpolitical attempt by the former government which, of course,
anniversary celebration provided the opportunity to publiclyprivatised this service.
acknowledge the former Office for the Status of Womenand The Leader of the Opposition referred to the former
to say that it will now be known as the Office for Women. minister for transport (Hon. Diana Laidlaw) whom the then
Announcing this change at the 25th anniversary event for thacting premier acknowledged correctly as being a very good
Women's Information Service emphasises the importanceransport minister. What did the Hon. Diana Laidlaw say? On
that I place not only on the office but also on the celebratiorl February 2000, the then minister for transport (Hon. Diana
itself. Laidlaw) was quoted as saying:

Members will be aware that the expression ‘status of The governmentis not involved in the employment arrangements
women’ emerged from the United Nations Commission forof the new operators, or the remuneration paid to their staff.

the Status of Women. However, some people have beep,at is what your minister said. However, she said more.
confused by the term and there have been some less than Members interjecting:

helpful twists on the name, especially from those who do not The SPEAKER: Order. the members for Mawson and
support the policy dedicated to advancing the needs gfightl : ,
women. The Office for Women has also recently move ; . .
premises from the 12th floor of Roma Mitchell House to the The Hon. M‘] WRIGHT. She went on to say: _
third floor of the same building. | take this opportunity to _ These are issues to be resolved between the companies them-
acknowledge the significant contribution that the officeSe!Ves: their employees and the unions.
makes in ensuring that women'’s interests are considered |nd of quote, end of story!
development of policy across government.

The women’s portfolio still has the smallest budget in WATER RESTRICTIONS
government, and it is to the credit of that portfolio that the L
staff there put out the high value work they do and are of Mr KOUTSANTONIS (West Torrens): My question is
great support to women in South Australia. | am sure that afi© the Minister for the River Murray. There have been reports
of you join me in wishing the Women'’s Information Service ©f Profiteering by businesses during the current water

and the Office for Women well. restrictions.
Members interjecting:
TRANSPORT, BUS DRIVERS’ STRIKE The SPEAKER: The member for Bright will come to
order!
The Hon. R.G. KERIN (Leader of the Opposition): Mr KOUTSANTONIS: If so, what action can be taken

Will the Premier instruct the Minister for Transport to work to stamp out such behaviour?
with the parties involved to negotiate a swift resolutiontothe  The Hon. J.D. HILL (Minister for the River Murray):

ongoing bus drivers’ strike or at least work towards minimis-The water restrictions that took effect from 1 July apply to the
ing disruption to the community? Last Friday alone, approXiyse of water outside and do not affect plumbed water indoors.
mately 95 000 South Australians, including students and thghe restrictions relate to the use of water and do not affect the
elderly, were left stranded without transport, and a secongrice of water. Therefore, there is no reason for businesses to
round of bus strikes are planned for next week. This mornindncrease prices for the use of water. Last week, a listener told
Alex Gallacher, the Secretary of the Transport WorkergAAs Leon Byner that a certain licensed premises was not
Union, confirmed that he had had no discussions whatsoevgfoviding free tap water due to water restrictions. Apparently,
with the Minister for Transport and Industrial Relations. |n[he licensee said that bottled water could be purchased, but
fact, he said he could not even remember the last time theyee tap water could not be provided unless a bottle of wine
had spoken. The former Minister for Transport, the Honwas bought. The member for Unley told the parliament last
Diana Laidlaw, well demonstrated how state ministers camight that he was aware of a pub (and | imagine that he is
play a valuable role in negotiating resolutions to industrialaware of a number of pubs) on King William Street that was
disputes that are in the federal arena. In the year 2000 shgso refusing to provide free tap water to patrons. It may well
took immediate action, stating that she had to do somethinge the same pub that was referred to in Leon Byner's
to help people. program.

The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT (Minister for Transport): | | am advised that licensed premises are not required by
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. Arenjaw to offer free water to customers when serving alcohol.
members opposite a funny lot? They privatise the bus servicgjowever, the practice of offering free tap water is very
then they ask an incoming government to play a role afteeommon in most pubs and clubs and is strongly encouraged
they outsourced the services. Aren’t they a funny lot! Whaby the Liquor and Gamb“ng Commissioner as part of a
else do they do? Whether they privatise ETSA, TAB or theesponsible service involving the supply of alcohol. It is
bus services, what do we find? A disaster in waiting! That ip|ainly and simply false to claim that a business cannot offer
because of the mentality of the former conservative leera!ap water to customers for drinking purposes due to water
government. Aren’t they absolute hypocrites! What do theytestrictions. It is hard to see the business owner’s actions in
do now? They ask the government to play a role in thisany way other than profiteering. Laws are in place to protect

matter, deSpite the fact that they know full well that it is in the consumer from profiteering. The Fair Trading Act of
the federal Industrial Relations Commission. They are 987 makes it an offence to:

ites!
absqlute hypocrltes.. . . ... make afalse or misleading representation with respect to the
First of all, they privatise the service; secondly, they knowprice of goods or services. The offence carries a maximum penalty
full well that this is in the federal Industrial Relations of $100 000 for a body corporate, or $20 000 for an individual.
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On the face of it, it would seem that this business is in breach ROADS, BLACK SPOT FUNDING
of that law. Unfortunately, the listener’s report to Leon Byner
is not sufficiently detailed to pursue that particular business. Mr RAU (Enfield): My question is also to the Minister
However, | will contact Mr Byner to invite his listeners to for Transport.
submit any further information, and | ask the member for Members interjecting:
Unley to provide me with that information as well. Mr RAU: This is a demanding question.

A breach of the Fair Trading Act allows a person to  An honourable member interjecting:
recover losses through the courts. Obviously, no-one would pMr RAU: No warning at all. What is the new role for
pursue a court action for the cost of a bottle of water|ocal government in the state’s Black Spot Program?
However, if a number of customers of a particular business  The Hon, M.J. WRIGHT (Minister for Transport): |
complain the commissioner has the power to take action ofhank the honourable member for his question and his
their behalf through a class action where it is in the pUb”congoing passion for road safety. The government's road
interest to do so. Furthermore, the commissioner can seek @@fety initiatives include funding for the state's Black Spot
assurance from a trader that this practice will stop. If thaprogram in recognition of South Australia’s appalling road
assurance is not honoured, a fine of $5 000 can be imposeghfety record and the role that infrastructure can play in

Itis not true that a pub can claim that it cannot providelowering the road toll. As stated in the South Australian Draft
free water due to water restrictions. Such a claim is misleadfransport Plan, a key transport priority is to improve road
ing and deceptive. This report may be an isolated incident-safety evidenced by the target of a 50 per cent reduction in
although, obviously, we now have two reports: one from Mrfatalities and serious injuries by 2018. In keeping with this
Byner and the other from the member for Unley—howevertarget, the government has allocated $7 million to the state’s
as Minister for Consumer Affairs | issue a general warningglack Spot Program for 2003-04. This will fund four rail
that the government will not tolerate profiteering by businessevel crossing projects and a further 19 road sites across the
during this time of restricted water use. state arterial network in rural centres and busy city routes.

| strongly encourage the public to report any incidents of Road safety in country areas is of great concern to this
possible profiteering to the Office of Consumer and Businesgovernment because country residents are over-represented
Affairs. All such reports will be thoroughly investigated and, in fatalities. This trend must be reversed, and 65 per cent of
if circumstances warrant it, charges may be brought. Comthe black spot funding will be expended in country areas.
plaints can be made to the Consumer Affairs Branch of th&xamples of the projects in this year’s program are:

Office of Consumer and Business Affairs on 8204 9777. - intersection upgrades at the Jubilee Highway and Pick
Avenue intersection in Mount Gambier; the Main North
AUTOMOTIVE INDUSTRY DISPUTE Road and Silo Access Road intersection at Melrose; and
works at the complex Mortlock Terrace/Verran
The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Deputy Leader of the Terrace/Shepherd Avenue/Anne Street intersection, Port
Opposition): My question is to the Minister for Industrial Lincoln;
Relations. Why has the minister not taken steps— - traffic signals or roundabout installation at the Naracoorte
Members interjecting: to Apsley Road and McRae Street South intersection at
The SPEAKER: Order! Naracoorte; and the Murray Bridge to Wellington road at

Mulgandawah Road intersection at Murray Bridge;
installation of up to seven slow vehicle turn-outs on the
Tea Tree Gully to Mannum road in the Adelaide Hills; and

. works at several metropolitan locations, including the
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: Why has the minister not P d

) o . Cross Road/Winifred Street intersection at Marion, and
taken steps to work with the parties involved to negotiate @ o Grand Junction Road/Hanson Road intersection.

;etst()) cl)l:ﬁotﬂ éohglr;tes,bnb(jigﬁfrg(gljlls—%f(tzleeﬁ\hrelgﬁ\etrs]glgrrr::earl\]/luiizﬁttlyjigﬂg am especially delighted that, in a South Australian first, a
P ’ new state and local government joint funding arrangement

plant, as we all know, was shut down yesterday due t% . ; :
o ) . alled the Safer Local Roads Program is being established
200 AMWU workers striking at Henderson’s Automotives. under the state black spot program to fund projects on local

In 2001, the then deputy premier, Rob Kerin, worked tOrPads. Local government's contribution will start at 25 per
successfully negotiate an (_and to the industrial d_|spute th ent in 2003-04, increasing to 33 per cent for the following
threatened manufacturers in this state. The media reporte vo financial yeérs The Safer Local Roads Program further
. Intervention by the state government has ended an industriddolsters the total funds to remedy notorious black spots across
dispute at an exhaust manufacturing plant. Deputy Premier RO state. This financial year the arrangement will take total
Kerin met the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union delegateﬁ‘unding to $7.5 million. with $2.3 million allocated to local

and Walkers management yesterday. c -
) roads and the prospect of more to come in succeeding years.
The dispute was covered by a Federal Award but AMWU

The Hon. K.O. Foley interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier has been '
warned.

President lan Curry endorsed the Deputy Premier’s actions. MOTOR VEHICLES. REGISTRATION
He said, ‘Mr Kerin’s help was constructive and timely.’ '
The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT (Minister for Industrial The Hon. M.R. BUCKBY (Light): Will the Minister for

Relations): The answer to the honourable member’s questiofransport advise the house of the predicted total loss to
is very simple: this is a federal matter under the federaRevenue SA resulting from the government’s plan to phase
Industrial Relations Commission, as the opposition know®ut registration discs? While this initiative will result in a
full well. Perhaps the member for Finniss might like to comeone-off saving to the Department of Transport, the potential
back and give us in his next question the full details of th€or an increase in the number of unregistered cars will result
precise case in which the then deputy premier was involvedn ongoing loss of revenue to the government.
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The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT (Minister for Transport): syndrome—something like SARS—a condition which affects
National rules for vehicle registration have dispensed wittas many people as leukaemia within our community and
registration stickers. South Australia is likely to be the firstwhich has the potential to kill. The other start-up support is
state to implement the change. Is that such a bad thing? for a company called OzTech. Its application is to develop

An honourable member interjecting: technology which creates hydroxyl radicals, which can be

The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: The member for Mawson says used to kill micro-organisms and bacteria. This is particularly
it is a bad thing because he does not like South Australia toseful, notin the human setting but, rather, in the cleaning of
be first with anything. Other states will follow. Technology beverage lines for beer and wine—an important resource to
is such that police no longer rely on registration stickerskeep germ free. These two opportunities have the potential
Police have online access to the vehicle register, and polider serious development and economic benefit in the future,
can verify registration from the roadside either via radio orand | congratulate these two companies on taking the first
directly. That is what will take place. | will come back with step to develop their intellectual property and to take it to
the detail requested by the member for Light. To the best aharket.
my knowledge, | have not been advised. In the situation that

the honourable member is talking about, the figure that was FAMILY AND YOUTH SERVICES
of serious concern would be minimal, if at all.
An honourable member interjecting: The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Deputy Leader of the
The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: No, I'm not. If | had that ©Opposition): My question is to the Minister for Social
detail— Justice. Why has the government not resolved the current
An honourable member interjecting: FAYS dispute by providing funds to employ more staff,

The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT: No. not at all. If | had that "ather than expect bans to be lifted without committing to one
detail, obviously | would provide it now. | will get that detail €X{ra staff member to protect children? Yesterday, the

for the member for Light. It is my understanding that what hedovernment wrote to the Public Service Association demand-
has asked about would be a very minimal amount. Howevef?d that all bans be lifted before the government will even

I will come back with that detail. consider the appointment of more staff or the provision of
more funds.
BIOTECHNOLOGY COMPANIES The Hon. S.W. KEY (Minister for Social Justice): |

think it is timely that the deputy leader has raised the issue of

Ms CICCARELLO (Norwood): My question is to the Family and Youth Services because, last time | was asked a
Minister for Science and Information Economy. What supporfjuestion by the opposition about Family and Youth Services,
is available to South Australian biotech companies, particua claim was made by the leader about a child who was in an
larly start-up or early stage companies? urgent and difficult situation and who needed assistance from

The Hon. J.D. LOMAX-SMITH (Minister for Science Family and Youth Services staff. As yet, | still have not
and Information Economy): | thank the member for received information about that particular urgent case. | ask
Norwood for her interest in the science community andhe leader to provide that information to me—and | do
innovation within this state. Biolnnovation SA is a dedicatedguestion the urgency of that matter he raised that day.
public body incorporated by the state government to drive the In relation to the question just asked by the deputy leader,
growth of South Australia’s bioscience industry. It hasas members in this chamber would know, an industrial
developed an initiative known as the BioCatalyst Prograntispute has been going on for some four weeks now between
Fund, whereby South Australian bioscience companies afeamily and Youth Services and the government. There have
given preference in eligible funding for start-up and earlybeen discussions about work force levels and issues to do
stage development. The aim of the fund is to help reduce thaith the very important work that Family and Youth Services
cost of demonstrating the commercial and technical viabilityworkers do. | would be interested to see the letter to which
for start-up and early stage South Australian companies, arttle deputy leader refers. However, the point of his question
to attract private sector and venture capital investment intes whether there will be any resolution with regard to this
the bioscience industry. The application process is botdispute. | believe that there will be resolution shortly. We
rigorous and challenging for the applicant, and it is con-ave been trying to work through the absolutely hopeless
sidered a significant achievement to be awarded a BioCatalybancial history that Family and Youth Services has had not
funding start. The BioCatalyst Program Fund providesonly by setting up an audit but also by setting up a work force
funding of up to $250 000, provided there is dollar for dollarreview and analysis to ensure that (as was suggested by
support from other sources, such as venture capitalists étobyn Layton QC in the child protection report), instead of
investors, who are needed to exploit international property fonaving a piecemeal attack at Family and Youth Services
which there is a patent that can be proven. The funds anegarding the level of staff, we have a proper analysis of the
allocated for projects where there is the requirement for proostaff that we need to do the job.
of concept development over an 18-month period. | should also say that it is a tribute to the staff in Family

The first two companies to be awarded this funding are imnd Youth Services that the very important and urgent needs
South Australia’s lung science and hydroxyl radicals areasf child protection and also neglect have been looked after
The first company is called Lung Health Diagnostics, whichvery well. Indeed, | think in Robyn Layton’s report there is
has discovered a marker within the serum for surfactant, onen acknowledgment that that work has been done very well
of the proteins produced in the lungs when the lungs aren South Australia. However, some very serious questions
under stress. This is a particularly useful marker for diseas@éeed to be asked regarding, in particular, some of the
because it can be used at a time before there are clinical sigtier 3 cases that have been raised concerning child protection.
and before people require intensive care management. THénat is the very thing on which we are hoping to come up
first product that has been used in this area of surfactantith a proper and informed response and the number of staff
chemistry is one that detects acute respiratory distresse need.
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One of the points that does need to be emphasised, though, The Hon. S.W. KEY (Minister for Social Justice): | am
is that not only did | as the Minister for Social Justice inheritvery pleased that Family and Youth Services is being
a very bad situation from the previous government withdiscussed in this chamber because it is a very important
Family and Youth Services but also the statistics that wererganisation under the social justice and community services
used in the Robyn Layton review were based on the previousanner. The first point | make is that there have been no cuts
government’s record, which, let us face it, was not very goodto staff in Family and Youth Services, unlike what happened
Our government not only undertook a review but, in anunder the previous government where staff were transferred
orderly way, we have also worked through how we can bedftom Family and Youth Services to the Youth Court and
take up those recommendations. Currently we are working onever back-filled by the previous government. There are
some 200-odd recommendations to ensure that we end @ome difficulties—
with the best system of child protection and support in  The Hon. Dean Brown interjecting:

Australia. The Hon. S.W. KEY: Would the deputy leader like to
hear the answer, or will he continue to interject? Secondly,
HEALTH, SOUTHERN REGIONAL SERVICE it is true to say that staff have been lost from Family and

o Youth Services, because it has been very difficult to get staff
‘Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): My question is to the to transfer particularly to some of the country regions and
Minister for Health. Will planS for the establishment of a neWtake up youth worker or social worker jobs_ This needs to be
southern regional health service make provision for theyddressed urgently. One of the reasons | announced, in a
special role undertaken by the Repatriation General Hospitahinisterial statement some weeks ago, the need for a work
in providing services to our veterans? force analysis is that concerns have been raised by FAYS
The Hon. L. STEVENS (Minister for Health): Boththe  workers—with me, directly, and through their union—about
Premier and | have given assurances that the Repat's role e amount of work that needs to be done in this area. This
a special place for our veterans will be preserved angs an area of serious consideration for this government, and
protected. As announced in First Steps Forward, we will bgve have been asking Family and Youth Services workers and
creating a new southern regional health service to bringhe Public Service Association, as their union, to work with
together the Flinders Medical Centre, Noarlunga Healthys to come up with the right formula with regard to not only
Service and associated community health services. Thgork levels but also the work force levels that we need to

Repatriation General Hospital has been invited to be part adperate best practice family protection and support service.
this process, but I have made it clear that, with the assistance

of the board of the Repatriation General Hospital, | want to SAMAG MAGNESIUM PROJECT

consult with veterans’ organisations to ensure that their needs

and wishes remain paramount. The government will respect The Hon. R.G. KERIN (Leader of the Opposition): My

the wishes of veterans as it considers what is the best mowgiestion is to the Premier. Will he assure the house that the
for them and their hospital. | want to stress that this not astate government review into the Port Pirie magnesium
process of amalgamation, takeovers or mergers. The neproject will be completed, taken to cabinet and resolved

organisations— before the end of July? Magnesium International’s entitle-
Mr Brokenshire interjecting: ment issue, which was before the market at the time of the
The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Mawson! announcement of the review, raised only $2.9 million of the

The Hon. L. STEVENS: The new organisations will be $8.3 million target, and that has threatened the finalisation of
based on clearly articulated values and principles whictthe company’'s venture with the CSIRO. The review's
emphasise a population health approach, needs base@mpletion and result is vital to the future of this important
planning and funding, community participation, a commit-project, which has enjoyed bipartisan support.
ment to safety and quality, cooperative networks of services, The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): | will take on merit
effective clinical governance and an orientation towardghe indication that there will be continued bipartisan support.

primary health care. Certainly, the SAMAG plant proposed for the Port Pirie area
has our very strong support. | have already announced that
FAMILY AND YOUTH SERVICES the state government is prepared to put $25 million into the

infrastructure. Obviously, we have to do so in a way that
The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Deputy Leader of the  complies with WTO rules. During my visit to Germany last
Opposition): My question is again to the Minister for Social year, | met with people from one of the world’s largest metal
Justice. company who told me that they were prepared to buy all the
Members interjecting: magnesium produced by the SAMAG plant. Of course,
The SPEAKER: Members will not barrack. That is more SAMAG has intellectual property access to a particular form
in keeping with the playing of netball and football matchesof processing that perhaps some other companies do not have.
on Saturday, not with the conduct of parliament. The deputy It is vitally important, however, that we make sure that we
leader has the call. monitor the situation internationally. People would be aware
The Hon. DEAN BROWN: When will the minister of problems in Canada and massive problems in terms of a
ensure that Family and Youth Services is adequately funderival Queensland venture. My point is that it would be grossly
so that additional staff can be employed to protect childrefirresponsible for us not to be updated on the situation that
at risk of abuse? The Public Service Association has revealadlates to the international magnesium market, and therefore
that there are now 25 fewer Family and Youth Services stafthis update review is appropriate and | have written to the
to protect children at risk than six weeks ago, even though thiederal government to inform them about that. However, if
number of child abuse inquiries has risen by 22 per cent ipeople want to be bipartisan there is one area in which we
recent months. The government has cut funding and reduceduld seek some help. As you know, both before and after the
staff, and FAYS has been paralysed by an industrial disputelection | have continually reiterated my support for
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SAMAG, but we still have not had any indication from the  On 29 April this year, the Premier advised this house that
federal government, and that is the key point. he, like the Liberal Party, supports ‘at least a doubling of the
The federal government was very quick to put in supporsize of Roxby Downs'. | am advised that the present mining
for the Queensland rival proposal, yet to the best of myoperation at Roxby Downs puts more than 7 million tonnes
recollection we have yet to receive any indication of financialf waste annually into the environmentally approved tailings
support from the federal government. Let us enshringlam. This tailing contains uranium and is, effectively, low
bipartisanship in a partnership. | hope that the Leader of thievel radioactive waste. The daily amount of tailings waste
Opposition can talk to John Howard to get some funding tas greater than the total volume of waste that would be stored
perhaps match our provision of infrastructure funding, whichat the proposed federal low level radioactive waste repository
is essentially about an industrial park north of Port Pirie. Inover its 50-year lifetime.
that way, by investing in the infrastructure rather than a Members interjecting:
straight grant to the company, it could mean that, when The SPEAKER: Order!
established, the magnesium plant would be compliant with  The Hon. W.A. MATTHEW: Industry experts advise the
World Trade Organisation regulations. | have had a goo@pposition that South Australia is becoming a laughing stock
relationship with SAMAG and | hope the review and updatewith Labor’s policy of saying okay—
can be completed as soon as possible, but it must be done Members interjecting:
properly. No-one should ever fear scrutiny of the inter- The SPEAKER: Order!
national market conditions, because that could be quite The Hon. W.A. MATTHEW: —to waste from mining
helpful to us. for uranium—
The SPEAKER: Order!
ATTORNEY-GENERAL The Hon. P.F. CONLON: | rise on a point of order. |
. seek your guidance, sir, as to whether, whilst purporting to
The Hon. R.G. KERIN (Leader of the Opposition): Has i akea factual explanation, the opposition is free to use third-

the Premier had any discussions with, or correspondengg,ng hearsay from unidentified sources to offer opinion.
from, the Auditor-General regarding the McCann report other  \1ambers interjecting:

than the one page report that was released to the media? 1o Hon. P.E. CONLON: In that case. sir. will the
The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): No; to the bestof my  jamber identify the industry expert?

recollection the only letter | have seen from the Auditor- 1o SPEAKER: Yes—me.

General is the one which has been made public and to which tha Hon. 3.0, HILL (Minister for Environment and

I referred yes_terdgy. . Conservation): | am delighted by the question from the
Members interjecting: member for Bright. This is the second day that the member
The Hon. M.D. RANN: No; | understood the word has tried to peddle this particular argument, which indicates

‘letter’ was mentioned, and we have had no discussion. Thgow desperate the opposition is becoming in this debate. We

letter arrived last year while | was overseas; | think | was innow that the opposition is a dump lover and wants to see all

London at the time. the radioactive waste in Australia stored in our state.

) . I am happy that the opposition has that policy position, but

The Hon. R.G. KERIN: Atwhat pointwas the Director ¢ reajity is that, on this side of the house, the government

of Public Prosecutions, Mr Paul Rofe QC, shown the McCani,, 5 different view. Before the election and before the voters

report? _ _ had a chance to make a decision, we let them know our
The Hon. M.D. RANN: As | understand it, while | was  position. We said that we would fight this dump every inch

Police and Acting Premier, sought advice from the Crown  The gpposition does not like that policy position, and it is

Solicitor as to the release of the McCann report, and from thﬁ*‘rying to find every single argument it can to counter it.

Justice Department, the.ACB Wgsinvited to pursue the issU§jembers opposite are really scraping the bottom of the

I do not interfere and | will not pick up the phone and talktoproverbial barrel now, because there is no connection

Paul Rofe, Ken MacPherson, James Judd or Ron Beazlgyetween the mine at Roxby Downs (a mine which was,

becau._c,e | thlnk it would be improper for me to do so, but 'incidentally, approved by the 1979-82 Tonkin Liberal

would imagine that the ACB would have consulted the DPPgovernment but opposed by the Labor Party) and the dump
in the process of its investigations. | would imagine that is thgnhat the commonwealth wants to impose on the people of

normal course. Again, | am quite happy to give the policesoyth Australia against their will. This government will
phone number to the Leader of the Opposition and he cafyntinue to oppose the dump.

work his fingers to the phone and ask the superintendent
conducting the inquiry. INTERDOMINION CHAMPIONSHIPS

RADIOACTIVE WASTE The Hon. D.C. KOTZ (Newland): My question is to the
) o Minister for Recreation, Sport and Racing. Has the Office for
The Hon. WA. MATTHEW (Bright): Is the Minister  Racing approached the minister to seek funding for the
for Environment and Conservation aware that the volume ofnterdominion Championships 2005, which is a major role of
waste tailings from just one day’s mining at Roxby Downsthe Office for Racing, as identified in its strategic plan 2003?
IS greater than the VOIUme_ of radioactive waste ||ke|y to bqf S0, what was the outcome of any discussion or Correspond_
stored at the proposed national low level waste repository &ince? The strategic plan 2003 states that the Office for
Woomera? If so, why is this government advocating theracing, under development initiatives will:
doubling in size of Roxby Downs mining but campaigning .. assist the controlling authorities to identify relevant economic

against storage of a comparatively small amount of low levebmployment and tourism benefits, as applicable, arising from the
radioactive waste at Woomera? conduct of major racing carnivals.
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It continues as follows: Institute, and did he present them to the Labor Party room for
... assist the industry to identify and assess opportunities fofliscussion before the bill was passed on 4 June this year? The
leveraging financial assistance and other forms of support fronBedford bill focuses on extending the definition of ‘putative
federal, state and local government towards specific projects thapouse'—
satisfy the delivery of measurable employment and economic .
benefits which have industry specific and statewide outcomes. The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member knows
o ] that he must refer to other members by the electorate they
The Hon. M.J. WRIGHT (Minister for Recreation, represent.
Sport and Racing): To the best of my knowledge, the Office "\ SCALZI: The member for Florey’s bill focuses on
for Racing has not approached me. Certainly, it has not dongtending the definition of ‘putative spouse’ to include same-
so in respect of the government's providing financialgey partners. In an interview on 5AASunday Night
assistance. The Office for R{;\Clng knows full well (as d.o thel’alkbacl(S June 2003), Dr Fleming stated that this approach
government and the opposition) that, as a result qf a bill th,abroposes amoral equivalence between same-sex couples and
the previous government took through the parliament inyarriages’ and that ‘the same legislation could have gone
regard to the corporatisation of the racing industry, we haV?nrough removing all of that reference’. Dr Fleming prepared
a changed situation. a proposal replacing the definition of ‘putative spouse’ for

The former minister for racing who led that bill through same-sex couples with a dedicated section for committed
the parliament knows full well that that is the case. | invitesame-sex couples. He said:

him to have a discussion with the shadow minister for racing,
because he knows full well that, with the corporatisation of . )
the racing industry, there is a different role for governmentVhere these amendments ignored and, if so, why?
The role of government is not to be a provider of direct 1he Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: I rise on a point of order,
financial support. If we are able to provide assistance in othéIr Speaker. The member for Hartley appears to be recanvas-
ways—I think those are the words used by the shadowing debqte and the merlps of a bill that has passed this
minister (the member for Newland)—well and good. chamber in the same session.
The SPEAKER: Order! The point of order taken by the
SCHOOLS. MATERIALS AND SERVICE CHARGE member for Croydon would probably be valid if the explan-
’ ation of the question was relevant to the substance of the
Ms CHAPMAN (Bragg): Does the Minister for Educa- question. However, it is not. | therefore call the Premier.
tion and Children’s Services agree that the Department of The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): Let me just say (and
Education and Children’s Services has a statutory obligatioham trying not to be controversial) that one thing has been
to provide stationery as part of the maximum $161 compulmissing from today’s question time—
sory fee that can be charged by schools for materials and An honourable member: Yes or no?
services for children enrolled at primary school level; and, if The Hon. M.D. RANN: | will answer the question; don’t
not, why did the department recently consent to a judgmentou worry. The one thing that has been missing from today’s
award of $25 being paid to parents who sued the departmeqgtiestion time is an apology to the Minister for Health from
for the recovery of the cost of purchasing stationery for theithe Deputy Leader of the Opposition because, quite frankly,
children? this Auditor-General’s Report is an indictment on the
The Hon. P.L. WHITE (Minister for Education and opposition.
Children’s Services): The answer to the last part of the =~ Members interjecting:
guestion is that the department agreed to a settlement of $25 The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will resume his seat.
because it would have cost the department a lot more tBefore the Premier proceeds, he might like to take the
defend the case. Obviously, that was a sensible decisioatanding orders handbook out of his desk and read standing
There is no legal requirement for the government to providerder 97.
stationery to students, but | inform the house that our schools The Hon. M.D. RANN: Thank you, sir. | need to refresh
provide stationery for students who otherwise would not havenyself on standing orders. The one that constantly comes to
it. The government—and | think this is a position that themind is standing order 303. The message also today is that,
previous minister also held—does not want to see thgiven Saturday’s and today’s poll, the community wants
education of a child hampered because a parent has not paitembers opposite to start being on South Australia’s side,
a school charge. So, if children arrive at school withouust for once.

| gave it to Ms Bedford. . | also gave it to the Premier.

stationery, it is supplied by the school. Mr WILLIAMS: | rise on a point of order, Mr Speaker.
My point of order is one of relevance. Sir, maybe you should
SAME-SEX RELATIONSHIPS direct the Premier to read the handbook on standing orders

before he answers the next question.

Mr SCALZI (Hartley): Did the Premier receive suggest-  The SPEAKER: Order! | require the Premier to read to
ed amendments to the same-sex superannuation bill prepargg house standing order 98.

by— S The Hon. M.D. RANN: I refer to chapter 12—questions
Members interjecting: seeking information. Of course, standing order 96 refers to
Ms Breuer: Been there; done that! questions concerning public business; standing order 97 is

The SPEAKER: Order! | call the member for Giles to such questions not to involve argument; standing order 98 is
order for the second time. | do not know what she claims too debate allowed (125). It provides:
have done, but | certainly was not there when she did it. The  |n answering such a question, a Minister or other Member replies
member for Hartley has the call. to the substance of the question and may not debate the matter to
Mr SCALZI: Did the Premier receive suggested amendWhich the question refers.
ments to the same-sex superannuation bill prepared by [Bo, let me just give comfort to the member for Hart. | have
John Fleming, Director of the Southern Cross Bioethicgeceived many amendments on many bills. The fact is that the
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parliament has already passed the law in question. Only thef my head. | am happy to get that information for the
member for Hartley seems not to have noticed. member and bring it back to the house.

Members interjecting:

The SPEAKER: Order!

POLICE PATROLS

Dr McFETRIDGE (Morphett): Will the Minister for GRIEVANCE DEBATE
Police advise how often and on what basis the Glenelg
bicycle patrols and the cage car are being tasked to Unley,
thereby leaving the Glenelg area with only a shopfront police HOSPITALS, QUEEN ELIZABETH
station and occasional foot patrols? | have received com-
plaints from business proprietors with shops along Jetty The Hon. DEAN BROWN (Deputy Leader of the
Road, Glenelg, regarding repeated acts of vandalism and ti@pposition): | wish to briefly grieve about the findings of the
lack of police presence. One shop owner told me that th@uditor-General on the purchase of the MRI at the Queen
Glenelg patrols are sent to Unley twice a week. ObviouslyElizabeth Hospital. The Auditor-General has basically found
when they are in the Unley area, they cannot patrol theéhat three key decisions were made on this matter: firstly, that
Glenelg area. the former Liberal government had agreed to purchase an

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Minister for Police): | could MRI machine at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital and, at the
make some reference to the quality of representation in theame time, the Labor Party in opposition was making
Unley area, but that would be a tad unfair on my good friendstatements that it would purchase a new, larger machine;
the member for Unley, who | am sure does not want to leaveecondly, a decision was made after the 2002 election to
this place because of any actions in which | have taken parsecure delivery of a different machine; and, thirdly, that
| would be most disappointed if that were the case, becausitocuments that had legal and financial consequences for the
a longstanding friend of mine is the member for Unley. AsQueen Elizabeth Hospital were executed without lawful
the member for Morphett—Glenelg | was going to say—authority. In fact, those documents were also altered.
knows full well, as police minister | do not have responsibili- ~ An honourable member: You were found to be wrong,
ty for operational matters. That is the responsibility—andDean.
correctly so—of the Police Commissioner, who is doing an The Hon. DEAN BROWN: No, | wasn't found to be
outstanding job. Of course, | will refer this matter to him andwrong at all. Clearly, Dr Davies and Mr Campos in relation

ask him for a considered reply. to those matters made inappropriate decisions and, in the case
of the third one, Dr Davies—
CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kavel will either

acknowledge the chair, depart the chamber or conduct
Mrs HALL (Morialta): Mr Speaker, my question is himself in a more Order|y manner.
directed to you. Will you provide the house with an update The Hon. DEAN BROWN: The Auditor-General said
of any plans to establish a second constitutional conventionat Dr Davies altered and executed without lawful authority
As you would be aware, media coverage earlier this weelgppropriate documents to buy the new MRI machine. | accept

reported that you were prepared to commit personal funds e findings of the Auditor-General, where he says:
a second constitutional convention. However, there has been The statements in question were political promises—
little discussion of a second constitutional convention prior, .
to these media reports. that is, from the Labor Party—

The SPEAKER: The report is accurate. | will be happy ©f additional funding. They were not statements that justified or
to see the membe;’ in my office afterwardé authorised the decision to proceed with an acquisition of a particular

strength MRI machine, or in fact any MRI machine, at that or any
later time, without approval from the relevant authorities. According-
SCHOOLS, PETERBOROUGH ly, in my opinion, Dr Davies and Mr Campos were not justified in
acting as they did by those statements.

The Hon. G.M. GUNN (Stuart): Will the Minister for | accept that finding by the Auditor-General, that is, at no
Education give a date on which the preschool at Peterborougiage was the statement by the Minister for Health or Premier
will be relocated to the primary school site? In the last Liberal formal authorisation to buy an MRI machine. I go back to
budget, funds were committed to shift the preschool from théhe point that numerous political statements were made by
site of the Peterborough Oval, which is on the main thoroughpoth the Premier and the Minister for Health after the
fare, to a new site at the primary school, which has suitablg|ection, which made political points and political promises.
buildings that are not being used. It would appear that the two staff members at the Queen

An honourable member interjecting: Elizabeth Hospital acted, therefore, inappropriately, even

The Hon. G.M. GUNN: You've treated them badly, too. though they believed, at least according to the evidence
However, the government made a decision to defer thgiven, the political commitment given by the new
project. Now the government has allocated some $440 00@overnment.
which is not sufficient to meet the cost of relocation. If members look at the Auditor-General's Report, it comes
Therefore, the community has waited long enough, and | asut with some very clear findings. First, inappropriate action
the minister to give definite construction and completiontook place last year involving the purchase of the new MRI
dates. machine by at least two staff members of the Queen Elizabeth

The Hon. P.L. WHITE (Minister for Education and Hospital. That is a clear and open finding from the Auditor-
Children’s Services): | understand there is a date for that General. Also, it shows that political statements were made
relocation. However, | cannot remember what it is off the topand discussions were held with those staff members, which
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caused a great deal of confusion in the minds of the staff On the topic of factuality, | feel compelled to advise the
members. For instance, the minister met with Dr Davieshouse that a publication, which was distributed in my
Why the minister would meet with Dr Davies, who is a doctorelectorate and which was authorised by the federal member
at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital, is beyond my compreherfor Makin, Trish Draper, completely misrepresents the
sion. Normally, ministers deal with the CEO of the depart-SHARE program, currently being piloted in 14 schools across
ment, or the CEO of the hospital, or the board of the hospitathe state. Coincidentally, none of the schools are in Florey or,
The minister’s Chief-of-Staff also met with Dr Davies curiously, within the electorate of Makin—which is her

about the purchase of this MRI machine. | accept the findinglectorate. One can only question how such a publication can
of the Auditor-General regarding the statement made on 28e justified from within her electorate allowance, and the
March by the minister, where the minister said, ‘Labor will many complaints from taxpayers who have contacted my
keep its promise to provide new MRI machines at the Queenffice are justified. Those who have seen this piece of
Elizabeth Hospital and Lyell McEwin Hospital.' | accept the misinformation have been made aware of the facts of the
fact that is a political statement, which did not give thesesituation, and they are alarmed that such claims could be
people due authorisation to purchase the machines. Whatiigade in the first place. What Ms Draper fails to make clear
also clear is that, having come to government, having hadia that students participate in this program only with the
change of policy in terms of what was already in place, theyvritten permission of their parents.

failed to put down clear directions for staff to follow. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: Irise on a point of order, sir.
Time expired. The member is canvassing debate on a motion before the
house on Thursday 17 July, item No. 11, moved by the
CALISTHENICS member for Bragg. The motion deals specifically with this

subject. | ask you to rule on whether it is appropriate for the
Ms BEDFORD (Florey): In what will probably be my  honourable member to canvass that debate.
last opportunity to grieve before the winter break, | have The SPEAKER: It is not appropriate.
several issues to raise. Earlier this month | was able to attend \js BEDFORD: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Also, she has

two days of competition at the National Calisthenics Titlesnot stated that material used in the preparation of its content
held in Perth, where our state’s team did us proud withs |argely derived from existing programs at both state and
fabulous routines across the range of disciplines; and ouygderal levels, is prepared under the supervision of people in
graceful girls excelled and won several awards. | congratulatgjperg] governments. Quoted out of context, in the way it is,
all girls who were selected to compete at this level and whene content of any program can be made to look very bad, and
performed so well on our behalf. | also congratulate theye all know that political point scoring of this nature is far
coaches and support staff, and mention must also be madef@ém the truth. This pilot looks to address the state’s high rate
the families who have encouraged their daughters angf pregnancy and abortion, and recognises that the use of
enabled them to compete at the elite level in their age grougycohol and other drugs contributes to unsafe sex, not to
Some girls started at age three or four and have competed WRention the rate of youth suicide—often the result of issues
to age 20 and over, and they now not only compete but alsgoncerning sexuality. The importance of addressing these
give back to the sport by coaching the tinies teams. | anssues cannot be overstated, and it is not served well by
happy to report that this year we have a record number qiplications such as that distributed by Ms Draper at the
tinies in clubs in my area, which bodes well for the fUtUre, notexpense of the residents she has been elected to serve and

pnlyl fo:jthe sport but also for the development of the girlsyho deserve so much better in the way of representation.
involved.

| also put on the record today my gratitude to the Pickard STATE MUSIC CAMP
Foundation. As a result of its assistance, and through the
work of Coralie Cheney liaising with the Calisthenics  Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): | rise to speak about
Association, work on the new toilet block at the Royalty the State Music Camp 2003. Recently, | was invited to attend
Theatre will be finished shortly—a much needed majotthe final concert held at the conclusion of the State Music
upgrade that will provide beautiful facilities for calisthenics Camp. | put on the record my admiration for all involved in
competitors and enthusiasts, as well as arts patrons who usaganising the State Music Camp. It truly was an extraordi-
the theatre during the festival. nary experience for the students who attended. The South

| also mention, by way of follow-up, that my grieve on the Australian Music Camp Association was formed in 1962 to
movie Bowling for Columbineattracted the attention of provide young instrumentalists with an opportunity to play
Bulletincontributor, Tim Blair. Apparently, Mr Blair dislikes in orchestras, and it has operated every year since then.
Michael Moore, because of what he claims are inaccuracidadeed, this year was the 41st year of such camps. It is
in statistics in the film. While my contribution prompted him interesting to note that campers from an earlier generation
to liken my representations on behalf of my electorate to théave often kept in touch with the movement, even as proud
work of the crusading film critic not afraid to promote causesparents of keen young campers or sometimes as tutors and
she feels are just and worthy and who has the courage of heonductors. The value of the State Music Camp is recognised
convictions—a likening, | must admit, | did find flattering—I by placing young players in a stimulating environment where
can assure Mr Blair that my post nominals do not stand fothey can tackle and master a challenging and enjoyable
Margaret Pomerantz. | can only hope that he feels the samiepertoire.
outrage about the factuality of claims made by the Prime As shadow minister for the arts, | commend the South
Minister about the level of involvement in the Taliban by Australian Music Camp Association for its fine achievement
David Hicks—whose children live in my electorate of over 41 years; in particular, | congratulate Elizabeth Koch,
Florey—or the acquisition of uranium from Africa by Iraq; the Director of this year's event. She welcomed every one to
not to mention the capacity in WMDs, with apologies to anythe 41st State Music Camp on the evening at St Peter’s
film critic whose initials are represented by that acronym. College. She noted that all should commend the conductors,
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tutors and composers who were involved in organising the What the authority is seeking to determine is that lenders
event. Ms Koch called on everyone to continue the traditiorhave sufficient capital to cope with the level of increase in
of securing the magnificent staff of conductors, tutorshome loan defaults and loss rates experienced during past
administrative and security personnel who were all involvedlownturns. There is a general expectation that housing prices
in contributing to such a successful event. In particular, Will fall. The question is: how rapidly will prices fall and by
would like to draw to the attention of the house the apprecihow far? Commentators have projected that prices will come
ation that should be shown to Josie Hawkes, administratogff by between 10 and 30 per cent. In Adelaide, this could
whose exceptional skills at bringing together a millionmean a loss of all gains made in the past 12 months. For
different strands in time for the 7 July performance werepersons purchasing in the past year, a 10 per cent drop in
plainly evident on the night. Silver Keys and Strings Musicvalue on, say, a $300 000 property would shave $30 000 off
Centre, as a major sponsor, was also very supportive to bothe value of that property. A drop of 30 per cent would bring
students and the event and is to be commended. the value of the property down to a value of $210 000 which

On behalf of the house, | also thank St Peter’s Collegel$ @ reduction of $90 000.

which made their magnificent facilities available, and have  When will this slump occur? The Reserve Bank would
done so year after year for this splendid arts event. Théke to see it happen sooner rather than later, but in a con-
Support and Cooperation of staff at St Peter’s C0||ege hagolled manner. HOWeVer, the interest rate tool is den|eq the
been fantastic over those years, and hopefully will continuékeserve Bank because of the recent upward movement in the
for many years into the future. Apart from Silver Keys andAUStrallan dollar. The bank would like to ||ft interest r:a.teS to
Strings Music Centre, the house should also note that théampen the real estate market. Borrowings are still on the
Adelaide Symphony Orchestra should be thanked, as mariige, and the month of May saw the second highest level on
of the tutors were employed as musicians and teachers by theécord and the highest for the past 16 months. However, an
ASO. The Department of Education and Children’s Service§icrease in interest rates by the Reserve Bank would cause a
is to be commended, as well as the band of the Soutgapitalinflow into Australia by funds managers in pursuit of
Australia Police and the Elder School of Music. our higher interest rates. In turn, this would place upward

A number of orchestras performed. The students werRressure on the Australian dollar which would further
grouped together into a number of orchestras and ensemblé%%ﬁa;ﬂ'dseaoﬁgre dxpcl);tcté?%%c-guﬁrcﬁlisde%ZIBZQII;;Z bs(]:‘ltjvr\r/]eercl)ra
| particularly enjoyed the Roberts Wind Ensemble and théex ort slum P ) P
Marcus String Orchestra, and their rendition of the Bach P P . i )

Concerto in D major was something to be admired. To the . One problem requires ahf_t inrates: the other a fall. What
conductors who participated, | say well done. To stuar}Vlll happen to South Aust;allans in the event o_f an uncon-
Jones, who | note is also the Musical Director of the Mitchanfro!léd real estate slump? For those purchasing a family
band (being the district | represent), Robyn Tannhausef'°™M€: the slump will have little impact. Values generally

Keith Crellin, Steve Eads and John Curro AM, MBE, | Sayr’eturn to pre slump levels over a six to eight year perio_d,
well done. ' ' generally far less time than that for which a family home is

: . . - . held. For those who have made a short-term or speculative
This State Music Camp is building audiences for thejnesiment, the outlook is far less positive. These investors
future. Itis training musicians and giving them an opportuni-gh |4 be looking to negative capital gain in the medium term
ty togo on to a career in music. Itis promoting the arts withingnq 5 rate of return on an illiquid investment that may look
South Australia amongst young people. | recently attendegyremely paltry in a future environment of high interest rates
an arts summit at which audience development and talep}, cash and a stock market on the rebound.
development of the young was a major focus. This State The message that the Reserve Bank is attempting to

Music Camp 2003 is run by an organisation of people an roject in the absence of arise in interest rates is that persons

involves a collection of participants of whom we should bey, \-haging a residence should be aware that prices will drop
very proud. To all involved in organising the event—the g,y ya¢ they should strike a deal based on this knowledge.
tutors, conductors, administrative staff, stage managers argmilarly, business people contemplating a real estate
library staff—I say well done on behalf of the parliament. ;e stment financed by cash flow from a trading concern
Keep up the good work. should be aware that an investment at this time will probably
result in the evaporation of equity and an erosion in their
HOUSING MARKET ability to erase debt at a future date. All this may be a little
unpalatable, but it is far better to manage the downturn to a
Mr O’BRIEN (Napier): Over the weekend thedvertiser  shallow and soft landing by a little negative advice and, in the
reported on its front page that Adelaide house prices havigrocess, protect South Australian businesses and their

risen 30 per cent over the past 12 months. The rise was on tefinployees, than have the edifice collapse without warning
of a rise of nearly 15 per cent the previous year and 16 pe&fround our ears.

cent the year before. Is the Adelaide market overheated? USB

Warburg research suggests that nationally housing is WATER LICENCES

overvalued by 20 per cent, relative to what would constitute

fair value. Fair value is determined, in part, by rental yield, Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop):  Today | bring to the
which Westpac estimates to be below 3 per cent. Rentalttention of the house a very serious matter and one of grave
return historically sits at around 8 to 10 per cent. Simply putconcern to my constituents and to me. By way of background,
house prices are too high to give an adequate rate of retutwill briefly explain the context of the matter | am about to
on investment. The Australian Prudential Regulationraise. On 19 March this year, the meeting of the South-East
Authority is currently stress testing Australia’s 122 homeCatchment Water Management Board received a letter from
loan providers to ensure that they can survive a slump in théhe chief executive of the Department of Water, Land and
$380 billion residential housing market. Biodiversity Conservation informing the board that, on
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6 March, the minister had revoked section 122A of the Water | understand that this claim was made in a media statement

Resources Act 1997, a section which provided for a $25ollowing the secret and closed meeting. One is reminded of

statutory fee to be paid in lieu of a levy on a water holdingthe infamous Star Chamber. | repeat that | am disturbed that

licence where it could be demonstrated that the licence haasecret meeting of the board apparently endorses the action

no tradeable value. This was in spite of the board’s formabf its presiding officer in relaying to the minister a position

resolution of 21 August 2002 and subsequent letter to thevhich is directly opposite to the position adopted by the

minister conveying that the board wanted the fee in lieu to b&oard only a few months earlier. It is no wonder that the

retained under the existing conditions. South Australian Farmers Federation at its regional confer-
The minister conveyed to me and separately to Kenence at Lucindale on 18 June expressed its unanimous lack

Martin, Chairman of the Natural Resources Committee of thé@f confidence in the South-East Catchment Water Manage-

South Australian Farmers Federation, that he had taken thigent Board.

action (to revoke section 122A) at the request of the local

catchment water management board. On 23 June 2003, during

the budget estimates committee, minister Hill said that he SOUTH AUSTRALIAN WORK FORCE

took advice from the chair or executive officer, he could not DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY

recall which, of the local catchment board regarding this e

issue. Subsequently on 26 June, minister Hill in a ministerial Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): It is my pleasure today to

statement to the parliament said, amongst other things; congratulate the Minister for Employment, Training and
P g g Further Education on the release of the South Australian

__ Throughout this period and up to mid December a number ofy/ork Force Development Strategy. Sir, as you would
informal discussions took place. One such discussion was between ’

myself and the presiding member. During this discussion thélPPreciate, this relates particularly to TAFE training and
presiding member indicated a personal view regarding the holdingssociated work force planning matters and work force
levy. Following further advice from the department, | revoked thetraining matters. TAFE is extremely important in my
fee in lieu of the levy option. electorate, and | was very pleased recently when the minister
It can be seen from the above that, although the ministerttended a public forum on TAFE, and | was also heartened
claimed that he took the action to revoke section 122A irthat the response at that meeting indicated clearly that
consequence of the wants of the local board, it was apparentparticipants of TAFE in the south believe that this govern-
the presiding officer's personal view (which was obviouslyment is going in the right direction.

contrary to the board’s resolution) on which the minister The forum particularly welcomed the fact that in the future
relied. In consequence of the aforementioned revelations TAFE will be required to collaborate to achieve the best
on 24 June, called for the presiding officer to resign. Thisoutcomes for students rather than compete, as was the
action was not taken lightly but in view of the need for thesituation under the previous government. The TAFE partici-
community to have confidence in the catchment board as ftants—being students, parents, managers and lecturers, as
moves to implement its plans across the region. | amvell as community organisations which engage in youth
disappointed that the presiding officer has declined myraining in preparation for TAFE—believe that the previous
invitation but | am deeply disturbed that he has resorted tsystem was working extremely poorly, students were not
answering my criticism from behind the closed doors of arbeing well served and the community and industry were not
in camera meeting of the board. being well served.

Last Wednesday, the board held an extraordinary meeting The new direction encompasses 10 points. One of these
to discuss these matters. | understand that the board movisthe establishment of a work force development fund which
to exclude the public from this meeting in contravention ofwill promote high-performing workplaces and support
the Water Resources Act 1997. Schedule 2, clause 6, of thanterprise-specific training for innovative and job-creating
act states that meetings must be held in a place open to tfigms. The work force development fund, when established
public. Subclauses (5) and (6) provide for circumstancegarly nextyear, will also develop partnerships with vocational
where the board may exclude the public from its meetingseducation and training providers that offer value-added
Briefly, these are when (and | paraphrase): programs.

(@) receiving legal or expert advice, One of the i;sges in the past has been that there have l_)een

(b) discussing actual or possible litigation, too many subsidies for employment rather than developing

(c) discussing matters pertaining to officers or employee@novat!ve skills in our yvork force and enabling workers to
of the board, cope with changing skill demands. '

(d) discussing tenders A new TAFE SA board has ber_en establlshedz anq that was

. .2, ; . ! . announced today. Also, there will be an examination of all

(e) dlsc_u_ssmg information regarding the health or financiaopg sa programs to ensure that they really are meeting the
position of a person, or needs of the work force and are delivering in the best possible

() discussing information that constitutes a trade secretyay.

None of these involves discussion of conflict between the |was very pleased to see some of the names of the people

presiding officer and the board’s positions. on the new TAFE board, and it really sets us up for an

By having a secret meeting, the presiding officer hasexciting future in skills development. Its members include
compounded the position of the board. If the presiding officeAnn Morrow, a former chief executive of education in
will not discuss the issue in the public arena, it merelyVictoria; Ollie Clark from the Regency Institute; Tony
confirms my worst fears about the impropriety of the way inCrawford from the Murray Institute; Graham Eagles from the
which this board conducts its business. TodaBsrder  Douglas Mawson Institute; Jim Hullick from the Onkaparinga
Watchreports that the board rejects my call for the presidingnstitute (and I think everybody would know that Jim Hullick
officer's resignation and expresses its confidence in thbas a broad range of public administration experience, which
competence and propriety of the presiding member. will be very helpful); the extremely talented and wise Peter
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Buckskin, Chief Executive of the Department of Aboriginal  In May 1998, Mr Guerin made an oral claim to the Commissioner
Affairs and Reconciliation; Madeleine Woolley, Director of for Public Employment asserting that his salary had been substantial-

; ; it ; ) y underpaid pursuant to th&overnment Management and
the Social Incflusmry Unit; Kevmf OCalIaghan from Fhe Employment Act 1985
Department of Business, Manufacturing and Trade; 1an” The former Government did not resolve the matter.

Proctor from the new DFEEST, and Virginia Battye, the |n July 2002 the Premier directed that the arrangement under
Director of the Torrens Valley Institute. | note that amongwhich Mr Guerin worked for the Flinders University be brought to
that group of people are two winners of the Telstra Businessth end as soon as possible.

- ; ; On 17 July 2002, the Government informed Mr Guerin that the
woman of the Year, and their wisdom and experience WIIIPremierwould consider the introduction of special legislation with

serve the people of this state extremely well in that role.  yetrospective effect to limit or curtail any right that Mr Guerin may
Another important development for my community is thehave to sue or recover the alleged underpayment. However, the
repositioning of the Adult Community Education program.Government would not seek to introduce that legislation if Mr

; ; ; uerin was prepared to accept a reasonable settlement of his claim.
Many of the community centres in my area deliver excellenf In January 2003 Mr Guerin returned to work in the public service.

ACE programs that offer new opportunities to some Verysjnce that time he has worked in the Unattached Unit of the Public
disadvantaged people in the area. This is done with thgervice on two significant special projects.

support of volunteers as well as expert coordinators. The new The Commissioner for Public Employment is concerned that it
program will see some ACE programs linked with TAFE will be difficult to find suitable work for Mr Guerin on an ongoing

s H e asls.
programs, thus providing genuine opportunities for member As at 12 March 2003, Mr Guerin claimed to be owed

of my community, and others, who have not had educationajy 145 601.75 in back pay, inclusive of interest.
opportunities to suit the new work force to get a step along  When last employed as Director of the Department of the Premier
the road to obtaining rewarding employment. and Cabinet on 9 October 1992, Mr Guerin had received a salary (as

| am particularly pleased that there will be a focus Ondistinct from total remuneration) of $111 485 per year.

. The employment contracts for subsequent Chief Executives of
Regions at Work to enable development of programs thahe pepartment of the Premier and Cabinet (Messrs Crawford,

meet gaps in the commonwealth program and meet the neegdsghilling and Kowalick) maintained the salary component at
of particular regions. $111 485 p.a. (annually adjusted) with additional remuneration paid

There is also a strategy to develop Multiple Pathways fof'S various allowances.

o . The current package received by the Chief Executive Officer of
young people. This is an exciting development, and ke Departmentpof Prgmier and Cal})/inet is $292 172.

commend the minister. Mr Guerin currently receives a salary of $130 739. His total
remuneration package is $172 315.

As a result of the approach adopted in setting the salary of the
Chief Executive of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, Mr
Guerin’s remuneration has not been significantly increased since

1992.
Mr Guerin did not receive the increases payable to other public
PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT service executives in the period from 1992 to 1998. If those increases
(TRANSITIONAL ENTITLEMENT) AMENDMENT had been paid, he would now receive a salary of at least $139 899.
BILL That equates to a total remuneration package of $183 182.

Negotiations between Mr Guerin and the Government have

. . continued, with Mr Guerin continuing to maintain his claim for back-
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Deputy Premier) obtained _pay based on the full amount being paid at the rate of the Chief
leave and introduced a bill for an act to amend the Publi&xecutive Officer of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, despite

Sector Management Act 1995. Read a first time. the fact that he has not filled that role since 1992.
. . The Government has offered to settle for a lower sum, but the
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: I move: Government'’s offer has been rejected by solicitors for Mr Guerin.
That this bill be now read a second time. His solicitors have expressed a willingness to negotiate but declined
. Lo o put a counter offer. Mr Guerin also expressed a desire to continue
| seek leave to have the seqonql reading explanation mserté@rking rather than retire from the public service.
in Hansardwithout my reading it. There is a widespread community concern about the grant of
Leave granted. large lump sum payments to senior executives. For that reason, a

. . . . payment to Mr Guerin of the magnitude required to secure a

This is a Bill to deal with the employment conditions of Mr Bruce ggitlement is not acceptable to the Government. Mr Guerin has been
Guerin. . ) . aware for twelve months that the Government will introduce special

Mr Guerin commenced work in the public service on 7 Octoberiggis|ation if he does not agree to a settlement. Mr Guerin has not
1974 and was appointed as Permanent Head of the Departmentigien willing to settle. Accordingly, it is now proposed to introduce
the Premier and Cabinet on 14 April 1983. special legislation.

On 8 October 1992, Mr Guerin ceased as the Chief Executive’ The effect of this Bill is to amend the transitional provisions to
Officer and transferred to the position of Special Adviser, Departthe Government Management and Employment Act 1@8&-
ment of the Premier and Cabinet. spectively by inserting a new Clause 15 in Schedule 4 oPiitglic

On 13 October 1993, the former Labor Government entered &ector Management Act 199%5he amendment will remove the
contract with Flinders University to make Mr Guerin available for benefit of the transitional provisions from any person who was a
five years as Director of the Institute of Public Policy and Man-pPermanent Head in 1985 and who has been continuously employed
agement. The Government met all costs associated with the ernn the public service from when he ceased to be a Chief Executive
ployment of Mr Guerin. until at least 30 June 2003. In practice, the only person covered by

TheGovernment Management and Employment Act £88%rs  the amendment is Mr Guerin. The Bill seeks to extinguish complete-
upon Mr Guerin an ongoing right to be remunerated at a rate notlegg any legal right to any arrears of salary based on the rates of
than the rate that would have applied if he had continued to occupsemuneration for the position of Chief Executive of the Department
the position as Permanent Head of the Department of the Premier anél the Premier and Cabinet after the position was vacated by Mr
Cabinet. The transitional provisions allowed him to be assigned tGuerin.
another position in the public service provided that he continued to  The Bill will ensure Mr Guerin's entitlement to ordinary public
be remunerated as if he was still Head of Premier and Cabinet. sector wage rises to which senior executives would have been

On 14 February 1994, Mr Guerin was re-assigned from theentitled and which Mr Guerin has received (other than in the period
Department of the Premier and Cabinet to the Unattached Unit dsetween 1992 and 1998). The Bill will not affect Mr Guerin’s right
Director of the Institute of Public Policy and Management locatedto accrued leave or payment in lieu if he resigns. However, it will fix
at Flinders University. the basis on which those payments are calculated at his current
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salary, subject to adjustment to reflect the increases between 198@nvening, the Committee has a continuing role under the Act and

and 1998. it is required to report to Parliament on an annual basis.
Explanation of Clauses All three committees had similar functions in terms of taking an
Part 1—Preliminary interest, reviewing or inquiring into matters relating to the operations
Clause 1: Short title of the respective Acts, the interests of the traditional owners of the
Clause 2: Amendment provisions lands, the manner in which the lands are being managed, used and
These clauses are formal. controlled and any other matter referred to the committee by the

Part 2—Amendment of Public Sector Management Act 1995 Minister. The committees were similarly constituted, with the
Clause 3: Amendment of schedule 4—Repeal and Transition&linister as the presiding officer, and four members appointed by the

Provisions ) ] ) ) House of Assembly.
16.Remuneration of former chief executive officer The provisions of this Bill are closely based on Baliamentary
Proposed clause 16 is to apply to a person who— Committees Act 199T he Bill establishes one Aboriginal Lands

changed from being a Permanent Head undePtitdic ~ Parliamentary Standing Committee that would cover all three distinct
Service Act 1961 a Chief Executive Officer on the com- Aboriginal land areas in the State. The Committee’s functions are
mencement of th&overnment Management and Employ- expanded to inquire into a broad range of matters affecting Abori-
ment Act 1985and ginal people, such as health, housing, education, economic develop-
ceased to be a Chief Executive Officer under that Actment, employment and training. Specific references will be
otherwise than through resignation, voluntary retirementconsistent with the Social Inclusion Initiative of this Government and
retirement or transfer pursuant to section 60 or dismissalill provide a valuable contribution to that process.

or transfer pursuant to section 71; and The Committee would be constituted of the Minister for
continued in the Public Service until at least 30 JuneAboriginal Affairs and Reconciliation, who would be the presiding
2003. member, and six other members. Three members would be appointed

Clause 3(10) of schedule 1 of t®vernment Management by each House, with a requirement for the nomination of members
and Employment Act 1988ovided that such a personwould similar to that required by the previous committees. The procedures
be entitled, for the period for which he or she continued as arand processes of the Committee are consistent with those of
employee in the Public Service, to be remunerated at a rateommittees established under tRarliamentary Committees Act
not less than the rate that would have applied if the persor1991, and the powers and privileges of a Committee established by
had continued to occupy the position of Chief Executiveeither House attach to this Committee. The Committee will report
Officer. to Parliament on an annual basis.

Proposed clause 16 provides that that entitlement to remuner- This Government recognises the independence of all three land
ation is limited to the rate applying to the position of Chief holding bodies and their respective communities. This is in no way
Executive Officer at the time the person ceased to occupy theompromised by the establishment of this Committee. On the
position of Chief Executive Officer subject to subsequent rel-contrary, it significantly broadens the scope of such a committee by
evantincreases. The relevant increases are to be those detigreluding functions requiring inquiries to be made into matters not
mined by the Commissioner to have applied generally frompreviously the subject of review by the former committees. These
time to time to senior positions (within the meaning of the matters may be specific to one community, or may be matters
Government Management and Employment Act)l88&xe-  affecting all Aboriginal people. | commend this Bill to the House.
cutive positions, but not increases given to the employees at Explanation of Clauses

that level when they became subject to negotiated conditions  Part 1—Preliminary

under Division V of Part Ill of th&sovernment Management Clause 1: Short title

and Employment Act 1988 executive contracts under Divi- Clause 2: Commencement

sion 1 of Part 7 of th€ublic Sector Management Act 1995 Clause 3: Interpretation

These clauses are formal.

Mr MEIER secured the adjournment of the debate. Part 2—Aboriginal Lands Parliamentary Standing Committee
Division 1—Establishment and membership of Committee
ABORIGINAL LANDS PARLIAMENTARY Clause 4: Establishment of Committee
STANDING COMMITTEE BILL 'IC':his clause establishes thboriginal Lands Parliamentary Standing
ommittee

Clause 5: Membership of Committee
This clause provides for the membership of the Committee. There
o . are to be seven members of the Committee, with the presiding
The Hon. J.D. HILL (Minister for Environment and member being the Minister (who is not eligible for remuneration for
Conservation): | move: his ch]r herworl; on tlhe Commir:teel) and thlree men(wjberfs apry]aointed by
S - each House of Parliament. The clause also provides for the nomina-
That this bill be now read a second time. tion of the members appointed by each House.
| seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted Division 2—Functions of Committee
in Hansardwithout my reading it. Clause 6: Functions of Committee ) )
Leave aranted This clause sets out the functions of the Committee. Those functions
g ’ include reviewing the operation of a humber of Acts relating to
This Bill provides for the establishment of tA®original Lands ~ Aboriginal lands, along with a number of functions that allow the
Parliamentary Standing Committebased on théarliamentary ~ Committee to inquire into a broad range of matters affecting
Committees Act 1991This Committee effectively replaces and Aboriginal People. The Committee may also have matters or
combines the functions of the Committees established under thfanctions referred to it by the Minister or Parliament.
Pitjantjatjara Land Rights Act 198theMaralinga Tjarutja Land Division 3—Procedures, terms and powers of Committee
Rights Act 1984nd theAboriginal Lands Trust Act 1966 Clause 7: Presiding Member
The three Aboriginal land holding authorities in South Australia, This clause provides that the presiding member of the Committee
namely the Aboriginal Lands Trust, Anangu Pitjantjatjara andwill be the Minister.
Maralinga Tjarutja, each had a separate Parliamentary Committee Clause 8: Quorum
established under their respective legislation. This clause provides that the quorum of the Committee is 4 mem-
The committees established under section 42c offttjant- bers, except when the Committee meets for consideration of a
jatjara Land Rights Act 198Hhnd section 43 of thdaralinga  proposed report to Parliament, in which case the quorum is 6
Tjarutja Land Rights Act 198HAave both lapsed due to the effluxion members.
of time, expiration clauses having been written into the legislation. Clause 9: Term of office of members
Unlike the committees established by the Pitjantjatjara and Marafhis clause provides for the term of office for members.
linga Tjarutja legislation, there is no such expiry clause in the Clause 10: Removal from and vacancies of office
Aboriginal Lands Trust Act 196@he Committee established under This clause provides for the removal from or vacancies of office of
section 20B of that Act is still in existence, its functions limited to Committee members. This clause is consistent with similar sections
the operation of that Act, along with Ministerial references.in theParliamentary Committees Act 1991
However, this committee has not convened since 1996. Despite not Clause 11: Validity of acts of Committee despite vacancy

Second reading.
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This clause provides that an act or proceeding of the Committee iShis clause provides that the money required for the purposes of this

not invalid by reason of a vacancy in its membership. Bill is to be paid out of money appropriated by Parliament for that
Clause 12: Procedure at meetings purpose. ] ) ) _

This clause sets out the procedure to be adopted at meetings of the Clause 27: Office of Committee member not office of profit

Committee. To the extent that the Joint Standing Orders apply, th&his clause provides that the office of a member of the Committee,

Committee is to conduct its business in accordance with those orderigcluding the office of the presiding member, is not an office of

and if not, in such manner as the Committee thinks fit. profit under the Crown.
Clause 13: Sittings of Committee Clause 28: Regulations _
Clause 14: Admission of public This clause provides that the Governor may make regulations for the

The public may be present at meetings of the Committee, unless tiigirposes of the Bill. » .
Committee determines otherwise. However, members of the public Schedule—Related amendments and transitional provision

may not be present while the Committee is deliberating. The Schedule makes related amendments té\b@iginal Lands
Clause 15: Minutes Trust Act 196@nd theParliamentary Remuneration Act 1990

Minutes must be kept of Committee proceedings. Clause 6 of the Schedule makes a transitional provision requiring
Clause 16: Privileges, immunities and powers that the first members to the Committee be appointed as soon as

This clause provides that all privileges, immunities and powers OPractlcabIe after the commencement of the clause.
a committee established by either House of Parliament attach to the Mr MEIER secured the adjournment of the debate.
Committee. A breach of privilege or contempt in relation to the

Committee may be dealt with in such manner as is resolved by the
Houses of Parliament. SUMMARY PROCEDURE (CLASSIFICATION OF

Clause 17: Members not to take part in certain Committee OFFENCES) AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
proceedings .
This clause prohibits a member of the Committee from taking part Second reading.
in Committee proceedings if the member has a direct pecuniary
interest in the matter. The Hon. P.F. CONLON (Minister for Infrastructure):
Clause 18: Committee may continue references made to prevj-move:
ously constituted Committee L .
This clause enables the Committee to complete proceedings it has 'Nat this bill be now read a second time.
started where the composition of the Committee has changed duringeek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted

those proceedings. : - L
Clause 19: Immunity from judicial review n Taeg\slzrg\:gg:ggt my reading it.

This clause provides that proceedings, reports and recommendations
of the Committee may not give rise to a cause of action, nor may TheCriminal Law Consolidation (Offences of Dishonesty) Act
they be the subject of, nor called into question in, any proceeding8002 (the Offences of Dishonesty Act) amends eminal Law

before a court. Consolidation Act 193by reforming and consolidating offences of
Division 4—References, reports and Ministerial response dishonesty. It has been proclaimed to come into operation on 5 July
Clause 20: Reports on matters referred this year.

This clause provides that the Committee must, after inquiring intq  The Offences of Dishonesty Act re-enacts the offence of “rob-
and considering a matter referred to it by the Minister or by resoPery”. Robbery will become an offence against new Division 3 of
lution of both Houses of Parliament, report on the matter to jtsPart 5 of theCriminal Law Consolidation Act _

appointing Houses. The clause sets out the procedure for presentation Schedule 3 of the Offences of Dishonesty Act contains a number

and publication of the Committee’s report, and provides that suclf consequential amendments to other Acts, including amendments
a report will be taken to be a report of Parliament. to theSummary Procedure Act 192The object of those amend-

Clause 21: Minority reports ments is to preserve the categories of summary, minor indictable and

This clause provides that a report of the Committee must containg]ajhorn'nci'cﬁlblle dq:lfer:cga a;s they relate to the new offences of
minority report on behalf of a member if the member so requests #'SNONesty, Including robbery.

. p ; The offence of robbery carries a maximum penalty of 15 years
con(s:ilggrsgtigﬁ' Matters may be remitted to Committee for furtherimprisonment. The offence of aggravated robbery, where an offender

. . . ses force, or threatens to use force, in order to commit the theft or
The Houses of Parliament may, by resolution, remit a matter to thgscape from the scene of the offence, or commits the robbery in
Committee for further consideration and report. !

) . - company, carries a maximum penalty of life imprisonment.

Clause 23: Reference of Committee report to Minister for  Thege are serious offences and it was the Government's intention
response . . . that all robbery offences would be classified as major indictable
Where a report of the Committee contains a recommendation that thgfences.
report, or part of it, be referred to a Minister for that Minister's ~ gection 5 of theSummary Procedure Actassifies various of-
response, the report or partis so referred by force of this clause. Thgnces as summary, or minor or major indictable offences. Some
Minister must respond to the referred report or part within fourptences are so defined by being listed in various schedules to the
months, including statements as to whether recommendations Wl mmary Procedure Acschedule 3 and Schedule 4 offences are
be carried out, or not carried out. The Minister's response must bgefined in section 4 of that Act to mean certain specified offences,
laid before the appointing Houses. including a number of the old larceny offences.

Part 3—Miscellaneous - Subsection 5(2y) of the Summary Procedure Actassifies, as

Clause 24: Other assistance and facilities a summary offence, a schedule 3 offence involving $2 500 or less,
This clause provides that the Presiding Officers of both Houses afiot being an offence of violence, or an offence that is one of a series
Parliament may appoint an officer of the Parliament as secretary tof offences of the same or a similar character involving more than
the Committee. The clause also provides that the Committee mag2 500.
with the prior authorisation of the Presiding Officers of both Houses, subsection 5(33)(iii) of the Summary Procedure Actassifies,
and with the approval of the relevant Minister, make use ofas a minor indictable offence, a number of offences including
employees or facilities of an administrative unit of the Public schedule 3 and schedule 4 offences involving $30 000 or less, not
Service. The Committee may also, with the prior authorisation of th@nvolving violence.

Presiding Officers of both Houses, appoint a person to investigate Schedule 3 and 4 of tfBummary Procedurechare repealed by
and report to the Committee on any aspect of any matter referred tgchedule 3 of th@ffences of Dishonesty Acthe reference to
the Committee. Schedule 3 and 4 offences in subsections(&j2)nd 5(3}a)(iii) of

Clause 25: Annual report the Summary Procedure Abewve been replaced with references to
The Committee must present to the Presiding Officers of bottoffences against Part 5 of ti@riminal Law Consolidation Act
Houses an annual report on the work of the Committee during the No monetary threshold is specified for the offence of robbery as
previous financial year, and this report must be laid before bothiefined in theCriminal Law Consolidation ActThis means that
Houses. offences of robbery which involve amounts of less than $2 500, or

Clause 26: Financial provision between $2 500 and $30 000, and which are not offences of violence
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as defined in section 4 of tlBummary Procedurdct, may be funded by the River Murray levy. Let us put that in the
classified, respectively, a_S summary or minor indictable Oﬁences.context that | am advised that expenditure on the Murray_
Amendments to section 5 of teummary Procedure Aetre aB@rling Basin Commission is a moving feast and one which

necessary to ensure that all robbery offences are classified as m . " -
indictable offences. As th®ffences of Dishonesty Abas been Tequires additional resources to ensure that we have sufficient

proclaimed to come into operation on 5 July 2003, it is necessary thdunding to provide for that.
these amendments be passed by Parliament, and come into operation,| turn to the issue of irrigators not being liable for the levy.

as soon as possible. . ; . S
Members would recall a version of this Bill was introducedintoI will read from this extensive briefing note and try to

this place on 26 June by the former Attorney-General. The GoverrP@raphrase the advice | am given. Through the requirements
ment originally intended that the Bill would be debated in this placeof the Water Resources Act, River Murray irrigators are
as a matter of urgency today and, if passed, would then be introducedquired to improve irrigation efficiency and to contribute
into another place where it would be debated later this week. As thgywards the costs of their activities. | will not go into full

amendments contained in the Bill are urgent, the Governme gL - - . .
decided to introduce the Bill into another place last week, whereriﬁeta'l’ it is probably best if we ask specific questions in

was debated and passed with the support of the Opposition diPmmittee, because | could be giving you an extended series
Thursday. Itis the Government's intention that the Bill as passed bpf answers that would not be exactly as you would want

another place now be debated, while the Bill as introduced into thighem. | am happy to take some questions during the commit-
place on 26 June will lapse. | commend the bill to the house.

! tee stage.
Explanati f Cl - . . . .
Part 1_pre|imina|—)§,p anation ot lauses I will co_r_lclude on this point. As | said Ias_t nlght, should
Clause 1: Short title the opposition have concerns about the way in which the fund
Clause 2: Amendment provisions is applied or the method of collection, the opposition is free
These clauses are formal. to amend the bill, and we will deal with that matter in this

Part 2—Amendment of Summary Procedure Act 1921 -
Clause 3: Amendment of section 5—Classification of offencesch@mber and, | dare say, in another place. If they are not

This clause amends section 5 of Bemmary Procedure Act 1921 prepared to amend the bill, then in my view they are suppor-
(the principal Act) by excluding robbery from classification as ative of not just the measure but of all aspects of this piece of
summary or minor indictable offence. Robbery is only to bejegislation, because we believe that the Save the Murray fund
classified as a major indictable offence. is an appropriate community-wide contribution to the issue

and the concerns of the Murray.

Mr MEIER secured the adjournment of the debate. )
J Dr McFetridge: We can count.

WATERWORKS (SAVE THE RIVER MURRAY The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Well, the government does not
LEVY) AMENDMENT BILL have the majority in the upper house, and any political party
is free to make whatever decisions it chooses to make on
Adjourned debate on second reading. whatever pieces of legislation that come before this house at
(Continued from 14 July. Page 3628.) any given time. We put our legislative agenda forward and

it is for other members of this house to determine how they

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Deputy Premier): Inthe latter ~ wish to deal with that. The opposition has indicated that
part of last night | made a few comments regarding membersiotwithstanding those comments it will support this measure.
contributions. | am happy to try to answer some of thoset is an integral part of the budget and, importantly, it locks
matters the shadow minister raised during his contributioninto future years an ongoing income stream for the benefit of
and perhaps we will take them up in committee. The use afe River Murray and ultimately for the betterment of this
the levy to fund contributions to the Murray-Darling Basin community.
Commission was raised as an issue. The $19.6 million Bill read a second time.
contribution for 2003-04 will not be funded in full from the The SPEAKER: Before the house goes into committee
Save the Murray fund. The Save the Murray fund is forl make the observation that, whilst the sentiments and goals
initiatives to assist and save the River Murray, and the vasif the legislation as observed by many members are noble,
bulk of that money will be for new applications. A portion of nonetheless it seems that the sum of money being sought
it will be considered for additional Murray-Darling Basin from the levy—if it is the only source available for the
Commission contributions in subsequent years, but for thipurposes of purchasing environmental flows—will be grossly
year the $19.6 million for 2003-04 will not be funded in full inadequate to have any effect on environmental flows of the
from the Save the Murray fund. Some $15 million is alreadytype or quantity that the Minister for Environment and
appropriated through Consolidated Account, and $4.6 milliorConservation has referred to for a very long time. On last
additional Murray-Darling Basin Commission contribution year’s prices, $1 million will buy 1 megalitre of licensed
is proposed to be funded from the levy. flows. This year, because of factors of which many members

As the former minister would know, the contribution to are aware and to which they have drawn attention related to
the Murray-Darling Basin Commission is a moving feast.the drought, the price is higher than $1 000 per megalitre for
Those numbers are on the increase, and we think it eminentflows in perpetuity. The member for Morialta may wish to
appropriate that some of the additional requirements for thawvait while the Speaker is on his feet.
could be funded in part by this levy. The vast bulk of the levy | point out what will be the end result of seeking
will be used for a variety of applications, on which the 1 500 gigalitres of water purchased at this rate. | remind
minister is in a better position than | am to comment in detailhonourable members that it will take $1 million to get
but | can say that it is expected that the vast majority of thel. megalitre, therefore one assumes that in the best of cases
application of that will be for increased environmental flows.it will take $20 million to get 20 megalitres. Therefore, 1 500
The Murray-Darling Basin Commission requirement of megalitres will take a good deal longer. If my arithmetic is
$19.6 million for this financial year is not funded by the levy, correct, 1 000 megalitres will take about 50 years, and 1 500
but in the out years we expect an extra $3.5 million. It ismegalitres will take 75 years, and that is at last year’s prices.
proposed that a Murray-Darling Basin Commission compoif, as a state and as Australians, we believe that 1 500
nent of approximately $3.5 million in the out years will be gigalitres are what is required for environmental flows, a
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much greater effort must be made than this bill envisages. We will move one amendment to clause 7 in part 6. We
Australians elsewhere will have to make their contribution taoelieve that we are justified in moving this amendment,
assist in the entire process. because we think it will better serve this government and will
It is known that if environmental diluting flows do not better reflect the spirit of what the minister said this money
come down the river and through the lake system, within 2@vas for. So, rather than try to change the purpose of the
years more often than not the water in the lakes will be unfitnoney, we seek simply to clarify its purpose, and | think that
not only for human consumption and for irrigation but alsois a legitimate function of the opposition. Having said that,
for stock water. That being the case, a sobering messagelibelieve that my colleague the member for Schubert, having
being sent now, if it has not already been received, taot up off his sick bed to join this debate, wants to contribute
livestock owners and irrigators around the lakes that we doriefly to this clause, after which | am happy to move to the
not have a sustainable system and that, in the foreseealgevernment’s amendments and my amendment, thereby

future of most mortgages, it will collapse. dispatching this measure fairly quickly.
In committee. Mr VENNING: [|apologise for not being here yesterday
Clause 1 passed. during the second reading of this bill. | thank members for
Clause 2. their good wishes for my convalescence. | hope that | am

Mr BRINDAL: Mr Acting Chairman, | am at a loss, making a speedy recovery, although | believe | do look a
because | am trying to struggle through standing orders. Thisiess!
is obviously an appropriation bill, and standing orders | was concerned when | read of the River Murray levy
generally require different procedures for such a bill. Thebeing levied on meters. Many farmers (and not only farmers)
Clerk may be able to advise me as to which standing ordedsave many meters. | know that the minister has attempted to
| consult. Are we treating this as an ordinary bill? address this matter, but | am still very concerned. | raised this

The ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr Snelling): Itis an issue on ABC radio on the day after the budget. | was
ordinary bill. It is not an appropriation bill as such, but it doesconcerned that th&tock Journaldid not run the story,
have money implications. It is a bill that does appropriate, bubecause | wanted to alert farmers and others as soon as
it is not strictly an appropriation bill. So, for the purposes ofpossible about the apparent anomaly with the charge per
the committee stage, it is dealt with as an ordinary bill, clauseneter, particularly when those who have many meters have
by clause. an excess water allowance on each meter.

Mr BRINDAL: In addressing this issue, | do not thinkthe | know that the minister said that a levy will be charged
Treasurer should make the assumption that, if we choose not only one meter. However, if those meters are aggregated
to move an amendment, as an opposition we therefore offers one, members of the public would lose the excess water on
our unqualified support. Yesterday, | tried to say to the houseach of the subsequent meters. In addition, every water meter
that this is a government measure, and that is why | wakas a leakage allowance and, if they are aggregated as one
interested in the rules applying to this measure as an appraieter, | understand that there will be only one leakage
priation bill. allowance. Hopefully, this issue will be addressed at this

One thing | think the house should not dispute is, whethecommittee stage.
we like it or not, we are the opposition and, whether we like | also understand that, according to the minister, there will
it or not, those sitting opposite are the government. Thée one charge per business or farming unit. | would be
minister at the table is the Deputy Premier and Treasurer ahterested to hear how the minister intends to do that. How
South Australia, and it is his right and the right of thewill the minister identify that unit or who that person is,
executive government to govern. Whether or not we like thidecause in some cases we have vacant landlords? So, it will
bill, it is an appropriation measure introduced by the Treasurbe very difficult. The bottom line is that | am critical that the
er of South Australia, and it involves $20 million. minister chose to levy a tax on water meters obviously

If we are minded to fiddle with this bill too much and say, without giving it a lot of thought. | was amazed after the
‘Yes, you can do this but, no, you can’t do that,’ there is abudget was delivered to hear the question asked: what
risk that, constitutionally, we will undermine the government,happens to those people who have more than one water
and that will then engender certain triggers in terms of thigneter? Also, it has never been made clear why a farm
house not having confidence in its budget and, thereforejomestic dwelling will pay $30 when the farm will pay $135
seeking processes to go to the people, as well as various othes a commercial identity.
measures. | repeat my criticism of th&tock Journabecause it does

The Treasurer is being a bit cute by saying, "You have theot run these important stories. It is important that we get
right to amend this bill.” Of course we have that right, but thefeedback—and quickly. If it were not for the ABC we would
right to amend an appropriation bill is limited by two factors: not have got any feedback at all. | am sure that the minister
one is the legal issues in the constitution, standing orders, anebuld have appreciated getting advice early, because we all
various statutes, and the other is, importantly, the opposverlook things. If it were not for the ABC and the phone
tion’s stance. When the Treasurer was in opposition, | thinkcalls | received during the week following the delivery of the
he said more than once, ‘We don't like this measure, but yobudget, we would not have been able to highlight this
are the government. We will allow it to pass, and it can be oranomaly, of which | am sure the Treasurer and his department
your head.’ | say the same to this government. were not aware.

Last night, my colleagues and | commented upon aspects | agree with the sentiments of what the Treasurer is trying
of the bill that we do not like. However, the Treasurer isto do. Every farmer will be happy to pay one levy per farming
minded to pass this measure. He is the Treasurer, and we wilhit, but | am interested in knowing how the Treasurer is
not oppose the government in this matter, but in no wayoing to identify those farming units. | think it will have to
should theHansardrecord ever show that this means that, bybe by way of a declaration of some description, which I think
not proposing amendments, we are giving our unqualifiedould be difficult, and a fair bit of trust would have to be
support: we are not. We are sceptical. involved in that. So, it will be messy. When we come to
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implement this measure we could have all sorts of problems As | said, | will not move an amendment, but | invite the
involving properties in different names all trading togetherTreasurer to reconsider (either now or between the houses)
as one farming unit. why this huge entity of local government, which is very
With those few words, | thank the Treasurer for raisingcashed up (especially the Riverland councils), should walk
this matter and for attempting to address this anomaly, butaway with a single charge of $135 as their contribution to
think the whole thing is founded on a false premise. We areaving the river. | conclude by saying that, in their own way,
all happy to pay the levy, but it does not take into considerevery householder will bear a cost here, as will every
ation the amount of water used; if you have a water meter yobusiness, and, in a different way, the irrigators will bear a
will just have to pay this tax. | look forward to the passing of substantial cost. The other level of government that domi-
this legislation and, most importantly, its enactment to se@ates the Murray-Darling Association, which basically says
how it comes into play. If there are any problems we willthat it wants to be involved, has been off the hook—in fact,

have to let the Treasurer know. it has never been on the hook. This government, the current
Clause passed. Minister for the River Murray and the Treasurer are very
Clauses 3 and 4 passed. good at telling us what we should do to save the Murray, but
Clause 5. they put not one cent towards it. Here is an opportunity for
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | move: this government to say to local government, ‘This is a

Page 4— partnership, let’s be in this together and you can make a
After line 5—insert: reasonable contribution.

(ba) declare that specified persons or persons of a | put to the Treasurer that $135 for every property local

specified class are entitled to a remission or partialgovernment owns would not exactly amount to a mind-

Line o Arf‘tee’Tr“‘SS'gg.fc.’;éhlgrﬁ‘,’Yr; Oer +specified persons’ numbing or crippling debt on local government, but it would
L:ne 16—Aﬂers‘§pe(|:ilfied Iand’linsserrt Sopr splelcifigd rpsersf)ﬁs’. go some way towards showing that there is some equity _here.
Lines 19 to 20—Delete subclause (6) and substitute: The state government and the commonwealth contribute

(6) The above provisions are subject to the following massively; local government should contribute fairly as well,

qualifications: not some tokenistic figure of $135 which the frock shop on

(a) a local government council is liable to a single the corner pays as well.

levy of $135 (indexed) for each financial year ) .
irrespective of the number of its landholdingsand 1 he Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | have heard the whispers and

their classification; the rumours that | do not have high regard for local
(b) a person entitled to a remission of water ratesgovernment.
ggggristg?(eFrena;tefsro%](zhléallg\c/jy;Tax Remission ACt \1r Brindal: | haven't heard that.
(c) a registered housing cooperative entitled to a  The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Well, | have, because occasion-
remission of water rates in respect of premises orally | have listened to myself say those very words. In this
a part of premises under section 104 of the Southygtance, | felt that | needed to redeem myself in the eyes of
Australian Cooperative and Community Housing local dlth ht thi f doi h
Act 1991 is exempt from the levy to the extent that government, and | thought this was a way of doing that.
it would (apart from this paragraph) apply to the However, that is a flippant response. Seriously, the govern-
relevant premises or the relevant part of thement took the view that, given the possible community
premises. impact of providing this levy on all properties, it would cause
These amendments are reasonably self-explanatory. unnecessary concern in local government areas, and we felt
Mr BRINDAL: Why does the Treasurer seek to insert thethis was the best way forward. | am not saying this in a
words ‘specified persons’? | ask this question because, agrovocative sense but, if the honourable member feels that
understand it, this legislation applies to SA Water connecthis is not the best way forward, he is free to move an
tions: that is, the land to which the water is connected willamendment either here or in another place.
receive a bill for this waterworks levy. | do not see why itis ~ Mr BRINDAL: | might discuss the matter with some of
necessary to insert the words ‘specified persons’ if the levshe Treasurer’s colleagues. It would be irresponsible of the
goes to the land on which there is a water meter. opposition to move carte blanche such an amendment without
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: My advice is that it is to give some understanding of the exact cost implications. Some
the government maximum flexibility. There may be a farmerdocal governments probably own hundreds of properties.
or a group of farmers with multiple meters where you wouldThey might even own up to thousands of properties. That
need to specify the class, and this provides the flexibility taneans that the burden to ratepayers could be considerable in
do that. afew instances, and there are lots of instances where it would
Mr BRINDAL: | dispute that it is necessary. Neverthe-not be considerable. This is the Treasurer being far too
less, if parliamentary counsel says that it is, it might be. Whygenerous to local government. If the Treasurer would give
is the Treasurer being so generous to local government? | wiiermission for me to do so, | would be anxious to talk to
not move an amendment, but | invite the Treasurer tsome of his ministers about what it would mean in real cash
reconsider whether local government as an entity should pagrms. As this enters another house—provided it remains at
only a single levy of $135. The Treasurer would know betteia fair figure for local government—I would not be averse to
than anyone in South Australia that local government hasmoving such an amendment. However, | do not feel that | can
indicated that it would like to impose rateability on ETSA do so without the relevant facts in front of me if, for example,
utility powerlines, underground cables, and every other thing suddenly would cost Onkaparinga $3 million. It would be
provided by utilities serving the state of South Australia, andrresponsible of the opposition to do so. However, working
get a backdoor collection of additional rates through oumith honourable member’s ministers, if we could find that the
electricity and water bills, etc. That is not a secret. | believanost the council would pay is, say, $200 000, | would come
we should all play our part in saving the River Murray andback to the minister in the upper house and try to move such
that, therefore, local government should play an equal paran amendment.
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The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | have answered the question, collects $1 million in parking fines. You are saying, ‘You be
but I will just say that councils are free to rate their propertiesa good corporate citizen and send us a cheque for $135.’
as they deem fit. They may choose to pass it on in rates to the The member for Bragg and | are not at variance at all. | am
consumer, and the honourable member rightly acknowledgessking, ‘Why don't you charge them fairly?” and the minister
that that is one thing they would do. That in itself also givess saying that he does not want people double dipping on this.
the honourable member an indication as to why we have ndie does not want them charged through their rates and then
gone down this path. We are providing this levy on thecharged through the water bill. | can accept that argument.
homes. We are not of a mind to have this levy passed on t8he is then saying that, if we are not going to charge local
consumers again through increased council rates. government to put in fair contribution, why charge them at

Ms CHAPMAN: The general intent of the amendment isall? Far from a factional battle, this shows the intelligence
to bring back into line what is otherwise an attempt in the billand deep thinking of the Liberal Party working together. | am
to broadly apply some sharing of this burden across Sout#ery disappointed that the Treasurer should choose to raise
Australia’s population. There have been plenty of speakerf&ctionalism on a day when his own party is deeply riven with
to endorse that. In clause 5 this amendment—along with thié If he cannot feel it present in the form of the knives that are
others—provides that there are certain classes upon whidgnding to poke in his own back, | suggest he develop a more
that would be unfair or inequitable; for example, whethersensitive back.
persons are otherwise entitled to a remission ought to be The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Unley is
taken into account and, if so, whether they ought to betraying a little from the River Murray.
exempt. That has been provided under proposed new clause The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | apologise if | have offended
6(b). | understand that. | have heard the Treasurer's conthe member for Bragg. Her point is well made. However, the
ments about having considered local governments’ contriouesponse from the government is simple: they are an entity,
tion and deciding that it would be unduly onerous on them ifand they will be charged—albeit at a minimal rate. What
they were to be levied on each of their landholdings. contribution local government makes—albeit small—will

In granting this area of exemption to local governmentave a use in government. Indeed, it may pay the salary of a
has the Treasurer considered exempting them altogether &tacher for a year. .
any fee? Frankly, what is the point of raising $135 from each Mr BRINDAL: There are 64 local government entities
of the local governments and just producing another procedd South Australia. Minister, 64 multiplied by 135 will not
of paperwork if it is genuinely intended to say, ‘We don't Pay for a teacher for more than about three weeks. Minister,
expect that local government will be under an oneroud You think there is a meaningful cash flow coming from this,
obligation’? Notwithstanding the member for Unley’s point | am sorry to disillusion you, and | really do worry about the

that they ought to be giving a realistic contribution, why havelreasury. _ .
atoken at all? The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | must admit that my maths is

not good. That is why | left high school at such an early age,
and | became Treasurer! | aspired to a position as best |
ould. Of course, the money could not be applied to the salary
f a teacher, anyway, because it is to save the Murray. The
oint is well made by the member for Bragg. It is a reason-
ble point to make. | was being just a little flippant before,
course, the housing co-op has another category which get geause t.hat 's the nature of this placg. On 26 Juqe 2003,
' . Sinister Hill stated that each local council must make its own
proportional exemption. , , assessment under an honour system of the number of

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: |just love it when the member accounts it pays on behalf of other organisations within its
for Unley and the member for Bragg bring their factionaljyrisdiction, such as Scouts and community groups. | am
tensions on to the floor of this chamber. Whatever th&qyised that it will end up paying more than the single $135.
member for Unley says, the member for Bragg says theyill just read the press release that refers to this matter:
opposite. | had the member for Unley saying that | §hou|d Each local council will pay a single levy of $135 but must make
charge local government more and whack them for millionsits own assessment under an honour system—
and | had the member for Bragg saying, ‘Don’t charge local
sovermentanynng’ Tt and ey el and T 7 201 LS Sl e oo
Minchin forces, find t.helr Way on to the floor of the little old within its jurisdiction, such aspsgouts and community g?oups. The
House of Assembly in Adelaide, South Australia. | have NOyinister for Local Government (the Hon. Rory McEwen) and the
difficulty in charging councils what we are charging them. | Minister for Environment and Conservation will meet the Local
do not think that council should be exempt. Government Association in the near future to discuss this issue.

Mr BRINDAL: In this house, in this climate today, itis So itis more than just a one-off $135. There is the grouping
not very wise for the Treasurer to start talking about factionabf other organisations for which the council currently pays
by-plays in any party. This is a day that such matters are bethese types of charges.
left alone. However, | would say for the record that the Ms CHAPMAN: That answer concerns me. A piece of
member for Bragg and | have no disagreement on this mattgoroperty within the precinct of a local government council
The minister should have listened to what the honourablarea could be occupied by an organisation such as Scouts, a
member was saying; it was quite intelligent. | was arguingootball club or anything of that nature and might be leased
that you should charge a fair price. She was arguing that, &t a token rental. For example, the CFS occupies a Burnside
you are not going to charge a fair price, charge nothing. Sheouncil property within my electorate for a token rental.
was not excluding the fair price argument. She was askingzurrently, it does not pay a levy—because there is not one—
‘Why have a token price for a huge level of government?’on behalf of this organisation. My understanding of the bill,
You are talking with a city council about a council that irrespective of this amendment, is that the levy is charged on

An honourable member interjecting:

Ms CHAPMAN: Yes, fair or nothing. Did the Treasurer
consider not having a levy at all? In other words, we coul
simply put subclauses (a) and (b) together to provide that
local government is exempt, with (b) then providing that th
person having other remission entitlements be exempt.
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the council as the owner of that property. | am not sure abounature, professional relationship with local government, and
the honour system. Is it an honour system under which thewe think this is the best way in which to move forward. At
will report to you all property in their area owned by a local present, the Hon. Rory McEwen is negotiating such an
club? Otherwise, it is caught under this bill in any event. larrangement with the LGA.
would like clarification on that matter. It seems to me that, Mr BRINDAL: For example, the parklands are under the
if it is an occupier or tenant at a token rental—or commerciatare, custody and control of the city council. The Corporation
rental, for that matter—it will be exempt under proposedof the City of Adelaide will pay one fee of $135 on behalf of
subclause (6)(a)—down to $135 in total, anyway. the corporation. They will then, by honour, look around the
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: My advice is that we have a parklands. They might find a kiosk, which is a commercial
couple of choices. First, we could levy every single siteentity and which is existing on the parklands. They would be
within a council area, which would cause significant prob-honour bound to collect $135 from the kiosk. What | am
lems for both local government and government. We haveaying is that the Adelaide City Council has care, custody and
said that, if you are in a local government jurisdiction and youcontrol of the parklands. The corporation itself will pay $135.
pay your own SA Water bill, you will be charged $30. If you They will then look around at the parklands. In the parklands
a community group in a council jurisdiction and the councilthey might find a number of kiosks—commercial busines-
covers your costs, or reimburses you for your costs, we arges—running as commercial businesses. Even though they are
in the middle of negotiations, through the Minister for Local on their land, or land under their control, the council will be
Government and the Minister for Environment and Conserhonour bound to collect $135 for the Treasurer. Down the
vation, for an honour system where each council will takeoad, they might find the Adelaide Bowling Club, which
responsibility for totalling up the groups for which they pay might be a category 1, not a commercial category. Again,
the water bills and for which they will provide payment to they would be honour bound to collect from the bowling club,
government at $30 per site. That is the advice | am given. br on behalf of the bowling club pay $30.
have a number of nodding heads, so it seems | am on the right God knows what they do with the very prosperous SACA,;
track. | am happy to clarify it further for the honourable and | do not know the status of the new fitness centre at
member. Memorial Drive. So, we are expecting them to work out how
Ms CHAPMAN: The bill proposes a definition within many commercial entities on their land can and should be
category 1 and category 2 land. It seems to me that yoysaying $135; how many entities should be paying $30; and
amendment under subclause (6)(a) is to say that, irrespectite aggregate all that and send a cheque to the Treasurer. The
of whomever is the occupier of that land—whether it is aTreasurer will then say, ‘That’s fine. We trust them and they
house dwelling or a park, or a sports club or a social groumnave done the right thing.’
that occupies that land—they will now be charged only $135. The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: My advice is that, in essence,
They no longer need the honour system arrangement. Amthat is correct. | suspect it will not be a perfect system,
understanding it correctly? There will be no need for thabecause it will probably be difficult to cover every contin-
process. When the press release to which the minister referrgency, but we think this is a better way to go, rather than
was put out, this clause was not thought of. The situation wasboriously going through a process of identifying every site
that the council would be making a lot of payments of $135as being government, charging individual bills, and sending
and it would have an honour system to say, ‘These peopléem one great big bill with 400 entities attached to it. There
should be exempt because they do not pay that fee.’ will be a trade-off. Instead of an *honour system’, perhaps
Mr Brindal interjecting: better words would be a ‘voluntary system’. It is hard to
Ms CHAPMAN: Or the $30. Now you have come in with imagine honour between two levels of government, but | will
a new scheme to say, ‘We will not place this burden orcall it a voluntary system.
councils. They will get a flat $135 full stop. Am I misunder- ~ Ms CHAPMAN: | am not sure where in the bill the
standing it? honour system fits. Assuming that is the objective, although
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: We are saying that we had two | do not find any structure from which it is actually to
ways of approaching it. First, we could have a legislativeundertake that, as a result of this amendment is it not open to
approach to provide that councils will do X,Y and Z; or we a council simply to pay its $135 and do nothing else at all in
will simply have the $135 charged to a council and an honourelation to all the property (which you would have on
system to be negotiated between government and the LGApmputer search to say it owns)? It seems to me there is no
on behalf of all councils, as to how an ex gratia system willother obligation, other than the honour. If there is to be the
work. For example, Port Adelaide Enfield council will total honour system, what provision financially will the state
up all the footy and soccer clubs within its council area, dagovernment provide to councils to collate this exercise—to
a calculation of $100 000, $50 000 or $10 000, or whatevego through all its titles, check what remuneration is paid,
the amount might be, and they will then provide that toidentify whether they should be on or off the list, and
government. It was, indeed, a way of trying on two fronts;undertake the task? That would be quite extensive within
one is not to have a cumbersome bureaucratic system. As padme councils.
of this government’s approach—and evolving with both sides The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: In relation to the first part of the
of politics—we are trying to strike a relationship with local member’s question, the fact is that it is an honour or volun-
government so that we do not have to bring out the big stickary system: it is not legislative. The bill is quite silent on
every time we want to do something by legislating that ‘theythis.
shall doit'. Ms CHAPMAN: Would they simply not pay the money
Rather, we will have a mature, professional relationshifgpecause you are giving them the way out of this?
in order to negotiate a payment stream. Ultimately, if The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No. As aresult of negotiations
negotiations break down or councils become recalcitrant—between the Minister for Environment and Conservation, the
which they may to do from time to time—government hasMinister for Local Government and the LGA, the LGA will
options in terms of legislation. We are trying to have ahave to demonstrate to us that it has a mechanism to ensure
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that all councils operate under the honour system and providexemptions in a number of these areas because they are
their appropriate payments to government. If we find that 7&porting associations, they pay a token rental,” or whatever.
per cent of councils are doing the right thing but 30 per cenHowever, the addition of subclause 6(a) actually wipes out
of councils are just sending in a cheque for $135, it is themny need for that and the pressure is off them—and they may
open to the government of the day to come into this plac@ot even know about it. However, for the record, has the
with an amendment which then puts a regime under legislafFreasurer advised the Local Government Association of this
tion. What we are trying to do— proposed amendment, which | expect they will be joyous to

Mr Brindal interjecting: receive? My point is that it will take the pressure off their

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Or tell the Advertiser as the  being cooperative in this mature manner which everyone is
member for Unley says. What we are trying to do is establistnoping will be achieved.
arelationship with local government which enables thisto be The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: My colleague the minister who
done outside of legislation, but, ultimately, if local govern-is sitting alongside me released a press release some time in
ment chooses to play ducks and drakes, or if some councilune alluding to this point. | am advised that formal negotia-
choose to ignore it, then it is open to the government tdions have not yet commenced but will do so very soon. | am
amend its bill. We are taking a punt on this, in a sense, tmot aware of the nature of discussions that | understand the
strike a relationship with local government, and we think weMinister for Local Government may have had with the
can. The Minister for Local Government is very confidentLGA—
that it can be done. | think it should be done because local Mr Brindal interjecting:
government is saying to state government on a regular basis The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: It is some lessons learnt from
that it wants a more responsible, mature and equal relatiothe emergency services levy where, | must say, local
ship; and instead of our simply legislating all the time, theygovernment got a good deal out of the former government
would like to negotiate some of these arrangements. when it came to CFS locations particularly. They were able

We are having a crack at it with this one. If we get it right, to hand over the maintenance of CFS facilities to the state
it will be a good template for future relationships in othergovernment and gave us the bill.
areas. If we get it wrong, then we will come back and Mr Brindal: How much does the Treasurer get out of the
legislate. In terms of who will pay for the work done by emergency services levy?
councils, | suspect that, because of the system we are putting The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No comment; we are here to
in place, they are getting some savings anyway; therefore, waiscuss the Save the Murray levy. As | said, let us hope this
would expect council to meet the full cost of whateverworks. If it does not, then we will legislate.
logistical efforts it has to make to collect the money. Amendments carried.

Mr BRINDAL: In order to help the member for Bragg, = Mr BRINDAL: | have a couple of questions, and they
is it not true to say that, under the local government legislafollow on from the spirit of what the government is trying to
tion in relation to classification of land, all local governmentachieve in local government. | notice specifically that the
bodies have been required to classify all their land and taninister has exempted the Housing Trust in its entirety. This
have a database prepared? Therefore, they would inherenthjll be a several barrelled question. One presumes that this
have all this stuff on computer and it would not be as difficultexemption applies only to the Housing Trust and that, say, the
a job as it would have been prior to the passage of the needucation department is not exempt. Whether it is under the
local government act passed, of course, by the previousommercial category or the first category—that is, whether
Liberal government. it is under category one or two—one presumes that schools

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | would have to say that at this which now have water meters and which are attached will pay
point | have to be a little political. | would miss the membera River Murray levy. One presumes that all government
for Unley in this place, quite frankly, and it would cause entities—FAYS offices, social justice offices—will be
emotional turmoil for me to think that he left because of anyrequired to pay this levy of either $30 or $135.
action | had taken as a minister. | was upset when | read in If it is good enough to take local government and treat
the paper that the member for Unley was considering hithem well and say, ‘The Corporation of the City of Adelaide’
future because, in part, my actions in this chamber were sudwhich is as big as any government department) ‘will pay one
that he had had enough, that he was fed up. | was extremeligt of $135’, why does the poor Minister for Social Justice
hurt by that and | just hope that any reason he may have toave to find from her budget X lots of $30 and $1357 Indeed,
leave has nothing to do with my treatment of him in thiswhy does the Minister for Environment and Conservation
place. | hope we have not descended to that level. Fdrave to find this money? Why does education have to find
someone who spent eight years getting the living daylightthis money? Why could not government departments each
kicked out of them by some of the most arrogant ministerpay $135 in the same way that local government is being
ever to walk into this chamber, | find it acute that theasked to pay $135? As the second barrel to that question, why
honourable member would be so sensitive. | would not haves the Housing Trust not being required to exercise an honour
a clue as to whether or not what the member for Unley saidystem? Even though | might have some philosophical
is correct when he gave some advice to his colleague, but hFoblems with the Housing Trust as the biggest landlord in
probably was right and | will defer to the judgment of the South Australia exempting itself from a levy, there are
former minister on that particular matter. landlords in South Australia who do rent their premises to

Ms CHAPMAN: | appreciate the negotiations which have very low income people who will still be subject to the
been conducted on a mature level in relation to the coopetevy—
ation of the Local Government Association. In the absence Ms Chapman interjecting:
of this proposed amendment, if the association was presented Mr BRINDAL: Yes. Notwithstanding that, within the
with this bill, it would not surprise me that they would want Housing Trust there is a group which actually owns some
to have a mature approach to this to ensure that they have tfactories. Some of the Housing Trust tenants have a variety
opportunity to approach the government and say, ‘We needf business enterprises or cooperative—
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Ms Chapman interjecting: stated position of leaving the parliament, perhaps he could go

Mr BRINDAL: You are a bit over supplied; that is nearly back to teaching.
as many as in Unley and the Unley ones never become Mr Brindal: | could, and might.
vacant—people stay for 40 years. The point is that the The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Voluntarily. He could do it
Housing Trust does not just provide housing for low socio-voluntarily. As my advisers point out, school sites are in fact
economic groups: it has a variety of buildings and complexes$30, so we will discount the $135 000 down to $30 000.
| believe that it should at least be honour bound to pay the The Hon. I.F. Evans: Are private school sites $30?
levy on those buildings and complexes. | would be interested The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Yes, they are.
if the Treasurer would address why other agencies of MrBRINDAL: So, St Peter’s College will pay $307?
government have to pay multiples of the levy, rather than a The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: St Peter’s College will pay $30.
single levy in just the same way that he is treating local Mr BRINDAL: | bet they can afford that!
government and, if necessary, be honour bound, if there isa The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Well, as | say, the member is
commercial entity—say, FAYS has a commercial entity;at liberty to do anything he likes by way of amendment. |
there is something commercial at the Royal Adelaidecannot get the exact information now but, in terms of the
Hospital—to say that they should pay $135. | cannot see whgmergency services levy, government pays a levy for
the Treasurer should be so generous with local governmeemmergency services. Whether that is for each school site | am
and then screw his own ministers by charging this levy.  not certain, and | do not have the information in front of me.

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: If government departments pay However, schools and government offices use water and, on
a water bill, they will pay a $135 levy. If they find that it the principle of spreading this equitably across the commun-
impacts on their budgets, they can take it up with me duringty, that is how we will apply it.
the budget bilaterals on a yearly basis and | will, | am sure, The Hon. I.F. EVANS: | have a question to the minister,
treat it with great sympathy and then— and | have not been here for all the committee debate so

An honourable member: Ignore it. someone may have already asked this question. Given that the

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: —ignore the request! | am sure CFS is funded by the emergency services levy and the CFS
they can find the money. Of course, as my colleague hasses water in its basins, etc., am | right to assume that each
indicated to me (and I will not hold him to this number), theresite of the CFS will pay $135 so that, in effect, the water levy
are around about 50 000 homes across the Housing Trust andl| be paid for by the emergency services levy? Because the
the various other housing agencies of government ané&mergency services levy is funding the CFS, which is then
clearly, if we were to levy the Housing Trust for its multiple paying the water levy, the emergency services levy is being
entities, it would involve a huge amount of money. Theused to fund the water levy.
principle is that it is not to be passed on to the tenant; so, The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | think that is nonsensical. In
from a social equity position, we will not allow that to be fact, the emergency services levy is not fully funding the cost
passed on to the tenant. As members will be aware, there & delivering emergency services to the community, and |
a significant concession system built into this. We are nothink that is borne out by the work the member has done on
levying pensioners or a raft of concession holders currentlthe Economic and Finance Committee. Correct me if | am
existing for SA Water, and we have taken the decision as wrong but, from my recollection of the budget papers, the
government not to allow this to be passed on to tenants iBSL is falling behind in terms of fully funding emergency
Housing Trust homes. The Housing Trust is also exempt fromservices. But there are all sorts of issues such as this. The
the emergency services levy, as the member for Davenpapbint is that a CFS unit uses water, a school uses water, a
would know because he is the architect of that levy. household uses water and a commercial office uses water, and

Mr BRINDAL: | do not want to delay this unduly, but we are spreading this as broadly as we can to deal with that;
there are approximately 1 000 school sites in South Australiaand that is, | think, a fair way to go.

So, the ministry of education, or parents of kids in schools— But, having said that, the opposition has foreshadowed—
whichever—will be expected to provide approximatelyand,indeed, has tabled—an amendment dealing with how the
$135 000 for this levy (that is 1 000 sites at $135 each)government can apply this levy. Equally, if it feels that the
whereas The Corporation of the City of Adelaide will be way we are collecting it is not correct, it is free to move an
charged $135. | do not know how many sites the Minister fommendment. The member said earlier that, just because they
Social Justice has: she has a range of portfolios. She hase not like this bill, it does not automatically follow that they
talked about the Women'’s Information Service today. Thashould amend it. They are not happy with a particular aspect
presumably has a toilet and therefore would have a watef this bill, so they are amending it. | do not want to be
meter and therefore will be providing $135. All the FAYS provocative but this needs to be said: if they do not like the
offices and the different offices in the minister’s portfolios way we are collecting it, they are at liberty to attempt to
will provide $135. So, it will be an impost on ministries.  amend the bill.

We were flippant previously, and | said to the minister that Mr BRINDAL: In deference to the minister and this
the mathematics are such that by charging all of locahouse, that is fine. Many of us have sat where he is sitting,
government $135 each you come up with a quarter of and it is quite cogent for the minister to come here and say,
teacher. By charging every school $135 you come up witlwith the backing of the Public Service and his department, to
three full-time equivalent teachers who will not be in thesay, ‘This is what we should do." It is much harder for me,
system because the government is charging itself this levghe member for Bragg, the member for Waite or any of us to
So, | say to the minister that it is his decision, but he iscome up with a formula that works because we do not have
imposing a stricter regime on his own ministers, departmentthe resources of the Public Service. So, the best we can do is
and government than he is prepared to put on local goverrchallenge, criticise and invite the minister at least to consider
ment, and | doubt the wisdom and fairness of it. between the houses.

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: I have just had the thoughtthat ~ One of the things that worries me about what the member
if the member for Unley followed through with his publicly for Davenport just said is that it appears—and, thank
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goodness, this is not quantitatively based—that you could gdtave settled on this method and a CFS unit will be charged
to the ludicrous situation where the CFS was going out tdhe same as a school, which is $30.

fight bushfires and drawing water, and then having to pay Clause as amended passed.

more money for the save-the-Murray levy. It would become  Clause 6 passed.

a bit of a joke, and | am not suggesting it is. But, if | heard  Clause 7.

the minister correctly, it could mean that St Peter’s College \r BRINDAL: | move:

will pay only $30. | was a bit derisive when saying, ‘$30: that Page 5, lines 8 and 9—Delete these lines.
is a big deal for them, but it is one of the wealthiest schools o ) S

in the southern hemisphere. It draws copious quantities ¢S @ result of questioning last night, the opposition is minded
water. | invite the minister to go and look at the pipe—it is O take on face value and accept the word of the minister that

about two feet in diameter—that is used to suck water fronthis is for improvements to the River Murray. What we asked

the River Torrens. last night was simply that this clause should provide that part
The Hon. K.O. Foley: Would you pay for water out of the ©Of this money may be applied towards the payment of the
Torrens? Murray-Darling Basin Commission levy. The minister has

Mr BRINDAL: No, | do not pay for water out of the €xplained this to me privately, and | think he will shortly
Torrens, but | do not water hectares of pristine ovals in £XPlain it to the house for the record. | accept the minister’s
school that charges more in fees per head than any school§fPlanation, but the opposition believes that, for the last
South Australia. Notwithstanding that, St Peter's College will100 years or for however long the Murray-Darling Basin
pay $30, and it sounds to me—and | could have this wrong—Commission has eX|§teq, the levies required by the Murray-
as if the CFS will pay $135. | do not see why at least the cr®arling Basin Commission as the South Australian contribu-

should not be— tion have been paid for out of general revenue.
Mr Brokenshire: They shouldn't be paying anything. ~ The Treasurer will probably correct me on the exact
Mr BRINDAL: Well, they are, Robert. figures, but | know | am approximately right; he said that in
Mr Brokenshire: They should be exempt. any given year the amount of money required by the Murray-

Mr BRINDAL: No, they are not. They should be in Darling Basin Commission varies—generally it does not go
category one and at least only pay the same as St Petefl@wn, but it generally goes up—according to the works that
College. | think it is outrageous that the CFS, which is athe commission needs to do in a given year. He quoted the
community organisation, will pay $135 and the wealthiesfigures to me, and | would like him to repeat them to the
school in South Australia is paying $30. | think there is somehouse. | think when | was minister it was about $13 million;
social justice issue there. it has now risen to about $15 million and this year it stands

Mr Brokenshire interjecting: at $19.6 million. . -

Mr BRINDAL: That is why we are not prepared to move  In the forward appropriations | believe it is true to say—
amendments, because we do not know enough. But we a@ad | will not contest this—that the last Liberal government
prepared to question the minister and ask him to look at imade ongoing budget provision of $15 million a year. The
between the houses. minister assures me that in this measure he proposes to

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: It was going well before the honour both the previous Liberal government's commitment
member for Mawson came along and started his squawkinder $15 million and his own government's commitment for

Members interjecting: $15 million and then say that this levy will at best be used for

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Such a serious person, isn’t he! any additional money required in the next few years by the
We were going well until the member for Mawson poppedMurray-Darling Basin Commission. | do not see that as an

in. entirely unreasonable proposition.
Mr Brokenshire interjecting: However, the opposition discussed this at some length this
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Mawson is morning, and we believe that this levy, collected as it is on
out of order. behalf of the people of South Australia to improve the River

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Settle down, Robbie; youre Murray, should be used solely for that purpose. | say that, not
making a fool of yourself, mate; try not to embarrassbecause of this Treasurer. In fact, if he gives his word in this
yourself. | want to look after you, mate; | do not want to seeplace | believe he will keep it, but he might not always be the
you make a fool of yourself. The CFS pays the same—doe§reasurer; there might be another Labor treasurer in the term
the member for Mawson want an answer, or is he just heref this government who looks at clause 7 and says, ‘I can
to be a churlish little brat? The CFS pays $30, | am advised—force this levy to be used towards the River Murray, so next
the same amount as the schools would. Whilst | might bgrear it will be $10 million’, or, ‘Next year the whole
personally tempted to charge St Peter’s College more thari19.6 million will go towards the levy.” That is possible;
might Largs Bay Primary School, we have decided thathere is no legislative way to stop it, because, as good as it is,
schools are schools and it is a flat rate. | think the membeall we can have in this instance is the word of the Treasurer
alluded to some of the social equity issues we confrontedf the day.
when considering whether it should be a volume based levy. Indeed, it could be that, subsequent to our re-election, we
Whilst the idea of user pays is good in theory—that the morénave a very hard-nosed Liberal Treasurer who is minded to
water you use the more you should be charged—there afix all the black holes that will undoubtedly be left by this
social justice issues about the size of a family and thgovernment. It seems to be a tradition that whoever takes
quantum of water they use. How would you compare thever from someone else finds a black hole. Therefore, a not
volume of water a seven person family in Taperoo may uséir minded Liberal Treasurer could turn around and say to
with that used by a single couple in Burnside with noa minister for water resources, ‘You take all this money out
children? We just took a view and we went through all theof that levy.’ Because of that, we accept the government’s
models. We went through the progressive model and thevord that this money—this levy—is being collected from the
volume based model and they all had their problems. So wpeople of South Australia to improve the environmental flows
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in the river. We therefore make this proposition about allsion, but the bill is not providing that you have to but that you
moneys that are the core funding for the Murray-Darlingcan. In 2004-05, | envisage that we expect an additional
Basin Commission. Murray-Darling Basin Commission package of works above
Our proposition to leave out the stipulation that thisthe base that is set of some $3.5 million.
money can be used still leaves the beginning of clause 7, We say it is quite reasonable that that be funded by the
which provides that it can be used for environmental flowlevy, but | think we have to accept—and the member for
purposes and other good purposes for the river. Were tHénley would know better than |—that the budgetary require-
Murray-Darling Basin Commission minded to do some spement for the Murray will only increase. We have set the levy
cial projects on environmental flows and so on, this side ofit the current figure, and we have no intention of raising it.
the house has no objection to this money being used for th&t should not be raised, but | do not think that we should
purpose by the commission. What we object to is this monegxpect that will not be—
being used for the core funding of the commission. For those Mr Brindal: Is it CPIl indexed?
reasons alone we said we would not interfere with this bill.  The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Yes, it is indexed. There will
We propose this amendment only because we think walways be ongoing pressures on consolidated accounts for
have enough knowledge to back it up. Itis reasonable, and wRfograms assisting the Murray. But | give you this commit-
believe that this amendment will create a bill that bettefMent: it is this government's intention that the base will not
reflects the government's stated intent, which is that this i§€ funded by this levy. Whilst we will not support your
not a supplementation of existing cash flows or a differen@mendment, | foreshadow and flag that, either between the
way of collecting the same money: this is new money to gd'0Uses—or subject to a conference, or however you may wish
to environmental flows for purposes that improve the RivefO consider this matter, should it be the view of another
Murray, not to pay for other things, no matter how much theyPlace—I am happy to consider a set of words that state that
go up in the future. We are committed to that commissionthis levy should not be used for the existing base funding that
That was the great thing about being the minister for wateis in the forward estimates. | think that is a reasonable
resources: it was one area where the treasurer could neve®sition to put forward, because that is not the intention of
argue with the minister for water resources. You went alondhis government. o )
and said, ‘Here’s the bill from the Murray-Darling Basin ~ MrBRINDAL: | understand where the minister is
Commission, treasurer; we are duty bound to honour it” 1€0mMing from, and | have some sympathy. Nevertheless, we
was the one area where the minister got the better of tH@eed to test this proposition, and | will explain why. The
treasurer, because the treasurer had no choice but to do th&oney fluctuates from year to year—sometimes substantially.
We think that is a time-honoured tradition in South Australia® féw years ago, before | was minister, the Hume Weir
and that it should go on. We therefore believe that thisracked, and huge input was required from all the states to
provision should be left out of this bill and the money put infebuild it. That resulted in no improvement at all to anything
a dedicated fund, as you suggest, purely for the purposes 8fsociated with the river, because it was a worn-out piece of
improvements in environmental flows and other matterdhfrastructure that needed to be replaced. We had to contri-
associated with the river. bute because, as is normally the case, we had not provided for
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | was having a quick look at the re_placement of infrastructure. So, When_ it needed
Hansardfrom last night; it looks as if you managed to get '€P!acing, whackydoo, they put on an extra requirement and

something expunged from the record, and | am pleased yd(PU were required to pay. There was no Improvement to the
did. I do not have the exact figures here and we can get th(ﬁr' butwe had to fork out extra dough to fix up something
between the houses should you require them, but these aftAt was broken. . .
pretty close to the mark. | am advised that, when the govern- Minister, it will be very interesting because, arguably, the
ment came to office in 2001-02, a figure of about $14 miIIionWhOIe Series Of. WEIrs (espemallly the South A_ustrallanlwe[rs)
was in the budget—for your final year, | would assume. YourSuld be rebuiltin away that s less conducive to navigation
forward estimates had a stream of payments indexed &'d more conducive to the environment. There is a strong
around $15 million or $16 million for 2002-03, | think, and &rgumentfor the weirs to be designed in a way that the weir
a stream of $15 million lump sums in the forward estimated0! I(_avel bghlnd eaqh WElr can be artificially 'Fa'sed toalevel
were put in the budget by either you or me as a result ot Which minor flooding can be induced behind them.
advice and work done by Treasury. These were locked in and T the weirs are replaced (and this will be a problem for
clearly indexed. this parliament in t_he years to con_1e), which component of the
So, those bases are locked in and will not be funded by thao" replacement s simply replacing that which is broken and
levy. But, as the member would appreciate much better th sultsinno Improvement to the nyer? Which component of
! e new weir actually results in sound environmental

I, apparently each year there are negotiations for addition provement to the river (and | say that this levy should be

gg%rger;t:r;;%rpeea)gar\]rgtti;e()rviea\\/rgr ‘F’I‘g?ggg% 4p?a¥1n:$:jti?i'oﬁg plied to this)? What do you do if horizontal turbines are
Y - . ' ! stalled up and down the river, resulting in cogeneration of
payment of $4.6 million was funded, so that took the numbeﬁower and income? Who gets that?

closer to $19.6 million or $19.8 million. I 'am advised thgt | know that there are problems, but the reason the
D e I 2007 0 ol S0 SO opposton e put i proposion  hat e e escalaton
lion and will not fund that from the levy. However, the bill in costs is not about any improvement in the river: it is about
provides: ) ' replacement of existing |nfrastruct_ure and about the fac_t _that
) the bureaucracy might be growing. There are a million

The money paid into the fund under this section from time to timereasons why costs go up—all valid and all a concern for any
be applied by the minister towards— Treasurer in South Australia on any given day. But the
That applies to a number of things, including payments of th@reasurer is quite right that costs will rise and, even before
state’s contribution to the Murray-Darling Basin Commis- this levy, that was the reality you faced—that teachers’ wages



Tuesday 15 July 2003 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 3657

were going up; that police wages were going up; and this wilapplications, but that will be for the government of the day
go up. to determine.

We think that, philosophically, we want to test this house As | said, this fund is about the security of the state’s
and see that the money that this government has said it wantster system, so it will be open to definition. | am not saying
to collect for the improvement of the river must be for thethat this scheme would not be used for fixing the Hume dam,
improvement of the river and not for replacing broken-downfor example. | would have thought that highly unlikely, but
weirs, or other things that we already have a responsibility tevho knows what sort of security issues will arise in future
replace. with the supply of water to the state.

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Whilst | have said that | will not Mr BRINDAL: There appears to be goodwill on both
be supporting the proposition put forward by the oppositionsides. If the minister will give his word to the house, | am
I think the intent of what it wants to achieve is consistent withprepared to accept the voices and see what can be resolved
what we want, and | am happy to consider amendments toetween the houses. So, | ask the minister for either he or his
that effect in terms of locking in the base. The point thatrelevant ministers to further discuss the matter with the
needs to be made, of course, is that the programs that aopposition and my friends the member for Mitchell and the
agreed by the water resources ministers of various states, aember for Chaffey, because | think this is pivotal to the
they relate to the Murray-Darling Basin Commissionlegislation. The Liberal Party has an opportunity in the other
program, are by definition in the main to improve the qualityhouse. If we have these discussions and we are still not
of the River Murray and to secure its future. happy—

Putting aside for one moment the Hume dam example, An honourable member interjecting:
decisions taken by the Ministerial Council on the Murray ~ Mr BRINDAL: Well, I don’'t know what the Independent
Darling that certain expenditures should be undertaken by th@members think. If we can discuss this between the houses, it
states to improve environmental flows, the quality of thecan be fixed up upstairs and we can come back here with a
water and salinity issues are, clearly, genuine expenses thainsensus; otherwise, we are dealing with it a bit on the
should be met by the levy. Whether or not they are endorsedin—and the member for Mitchell tells me that when I try to
by the Murray-Darling Basin Commission or whether theydo things on the run they do not always work out the way he
are an initiative of a government—this government, yourikes, and | do not want to disappoint him in the future.
government, or a government in the future—I think is neither  The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | will ensure that my office
here nor there. draws up a brief amendment, something along the lines of—

Certainly, | concur with the member that we must ensuredo not hold me exactly to this—payment of the state’s
that there is not an attempt by this government, or angontribution to the Murray-Darling Basin Commission. We
government of the future, to take out through the back doowill need to add some words to deal with the fact that it
what is already being funded in the forward estimates, and weannot be applied to the existing base funding appearing in
are happy to tighten up that clause to achieve that. But wthe forward estimates. Maybe we can even put in there a
think that the levy could be applied in terms of the additionalfigure of $15 million for 2003-04 and words to the effect that
negotiations at ministerial level for funds for the Murray- that amount should last with the test of time.

Darling Basin Commission. As to issues such as the weirs or Ms CHAPMAN: | am comforted by the general indica-
the locks that the member talked about, the act provides thé&bn of the Treasurer, although it concerns me that he does not
the fund is for programs and measures to ensure the adequeanbrace this amendment. If paragraph (b) is expunged, it
¢y, security and the quality of the state’s water. So, thasimply deletes the process upon which funding might be
would be an appropriate application for those funds. available if the ultimate intention, as identified in para-

Ultimately, it will be for governments of the day to graph (a), is to improve the health of the River Murray.
determine how they want the funds applied. If the parliamenParagraph (a) is consistent in a general way with the results
or the wider population are not satisfied with the applicatiorof the Living Murray Convention held here earlier this year.
of those funds, the parliament and the democratic process#ss the Treasurer points out, having considered the educative
there to deal with that issue. It is very difficult to prescribevalue of that convention, a high priority for South Australia
in legislation exactly how every dollar can be spent, and s the environmental flow of the river.
think that the honourable member would appreciate that as | suppose that, to some degree, subclause (5)(a)(ii) reflects
a former minister. that issue, because it specifically identifies the adequacy,

We have been as tight as we can in this hypothecated furgkcurity and quality of the state’s (meaning South Australia)
to ensure that it is used appropriately. As | said last night, thisvater supply. On the other hand, subclause (5)(a)(i) deals
fund will go on for generations, because that is the length ofvith a much broader issue. | suggest that the health of the
the problem we are dealing with, and we are putting in asiver could easily be satisfied by the resolution of an engi-
many safeguards as we can. Equally, we would expect thaieering problem in Victoria, which ultimately would assist
the vast bulk of the levy in the schedule that | am looking athe health of the river overall but which would do nothing
here would be used for increased environmental flowsdirectly to assist the South Australian end.

However that may be achieved by ministers of the future, it From the consultations | have had in my own electorate
will be about getting more water. (including a specific forum on the River Murray which was

If you have a program of increasing environmental flowsattended by over 100 people), | perceive a very strong
and then, all of a sudden, one year you have a requirementtallingness to support this measure, but there is a clear
fund a burst dam that has cracked, such as the Hume damuitderstanding that the community (when it makes a financial
is unlikely that you would swing those resources in to fix thecontribution) will do so for the health of the river and the
Hume dam, because you would have a hole in your prograrmenefits to South Australia. They have been alerted to the
of environmental flows. Those issues will have to managedrgency of this matter and the fact that we are at the end of
as budgetary pressures on governments of the day. | envisatie line: that it is our end of the river that is under such a
that it is unlikely that this money would be used for suchsevere health risk at present.
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So, if paragraph (a)(i) is tightened to cover the health of The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | think we all want the same
the River Murray in South Australia, that would in some wayoutcome. | am happy to negotiate it.
address this issue. This amendment generally outlines that Mr BROKENSHIRE: | stand by my words that this
this fund is there specifically for that purpose. Paragraph (bneasure is half-baked. Already we are seeing a lot more
is really only a mechanism by which that funding may be‘what ifs’ coming into this bill, and we will see a lot more
allocated for that purpose. It might be through a directonce the accounts go out. That is when Treasury and the
payment or it might be funding that goes to the Murray-Treasurer will start to have real fun with this measure. With
Darling Basin Commission. In my view, subclause (5)(b) isthat in mind, what is there in this bill relating to provision for
completely superfluous and can be removed without in anpeople who are not in a position to pay the Rann water tax—
way impeding what the Treasurer says: that is, that if thehe broken promise? Will they be fined or will their water
federal and state governments (through the commission) geteters be disconnected? What is the government’s intention?
together and decide that this is an important way of helping The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Things were going well until
the River Murray which will be for the benefit of South the member for Mawson (with his nasty approach to things)
Australia, it would still be able to be covered by sub-came along. | preface my answer to the question by saying:
clause (5)(a). | suggest to the Treasurer that it is appropriatehink the member for Mawson should tread carefully when
to delete altogether paragraph (b) and to tighten up pardre comes into this place and attempts to lecture the govern-
graph (a)(i), and | request that he consider that when he lookaent on the allocation of resources, the management of
at this matter and prepare an amendment. finances and the role of Treasury, because, as Treasurer, |
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: It has been pointed out to me have looked at how the former minister for police conducted
that one example of the work of the Murray-Darling Basinhimself as minister for emergency services, which, as | think
Commission (in terms of where work is undertaken andhe member understands, is the subject of other inquiries.
where benefit is derived) is the ongoing dredging of the |know very well how the former minister used to operate
Murray Mouth. | understand that this program is funded byand the tricks he would deploy as a minister of the crown.
the Murray-Darling Basin Commission. That is an exampleThey were outrageous, inappropriate and were poor practices
of where the work of the commission is quite visible and isfor any minister of any government to undertake when
directly benefiting South Australia. | understand the point thahdministering money. The less said by the member for
the honourable member tries to make. She says—and | aMawson about his conduct and that of other ministers the
not being critical of this—that deleting paragraph (b) will better. The treatment of people who do not pay the levy will
take away any confusion. be exactly the same as the way in which people are dealt with
Ms Chapman: Or any opportunity for it to be misused. when they do not pay SA Water accounts as they currently
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | argue that, if you think your stand. | assume that it is the same way as they are dealt with
amendment through, it would do the opposite. | propose somender the emergency services levy. Whilst they are different
words to the effect that we will not touch the base funding saneasures, this levy will be dealt with by SA Water through
that the levy cannot be applied to the $50 million basehe mechanisms it deploys to deal with its normal payment
funding in the forward estimates. However, if paragraph (b)f its water accounts.
is removed, it would be open to any government to fund all The member for Mawson is free to vote against this levy
of the Murray-Darling Basin through the levy, becauseif he does not support it. The member for Bragg, in a good
paragraph (a)(i) says ‘improve and promote the environmentontribution, has indicated—and | think | am right in
al health of the River Murray’ and ‘ensure the adequacyparaphrasing her contribution—that in her electorate
security and quality of the state’s water supply’. That is100 people indicated widespread support for the measure. If
exactly what the Murray-Darling Basin Commission does. the member for Mawson does not like this measure, he can
Ms CHAPMAN: If I might qualify that: itis confined in  vote against it; if he likes the measure, he can vote for it.
paragraph (b) to the South Australian benefit; it is just that Mr BROKENSHIRE: An anomaly has already come up.
paragraph (a)(i) does not do that, and | suggest that you ddn my assessment, the CFS will have to contribute up to
the same in that paragraph. $6 000 to this water tax, based on $30 a brigade. Indeed, it
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: If you delete paragraph (b), I may have to contribute more than that amount of money. That
would have thought that any minister of the future, if theyis one example where, unless the government is prepared to
wanted to, could apply all of the fund to the Murray-Darling increase the funding to the CFS and the SES, they will miss
Basin Commission fund, because that fund is to ‘improve andut on personal protective equipment and the like. There is
promote the environmental health of the River Murray’ andanother example of the sorts of problems that will occur. |
‘ensure the adequacy, security and quality of the state’declare a possible interest in this question.
water'. If we adopt the honourable member's amendment, we Nevertheless, on behalf of my electorate, where there are
will be creating an opportunity for a treasurer of the future tomany constituents with situations similar to mine, | would

take the money out the back door. like some clarification on this matter. The Treasurer men-
Ms Chapman: | have said that we need to tighten tioned commercial properties. There are several examples of
paragraph (a)(i) as well. where commercial properties such as business centres and the

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | agree with what the honour- like—and it could involve retail, as well—could have one
able member is attempting to achieve, because that hagter meter at the front but a minimum water rate notice is
always been the government’s intention, but a better wagent to every landlord through that business centre. If a
would be to lock in the base funding so that there can be neituation such as that occurs, will the minister assure the
ambiguity. committee that those people will not receive a

Mr BRINDAL: That is exactly why | propose to leave $135 commercial meter charge on top of their minimum
this matter for discussion between the houses. | hear what theater rates?

Treasurer is saying. Whether it is applicable or notis a moot The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | thank the member for
point, and that is why | think we should discuss it. acknowledging his own conflict of interest in this matter. |
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have to be careful because this matter is the subject of other Amendment negatived.

inquiries and investigations. We know how the member used The CHAIRMAN: The minister has amendments to

to address matters in his electorate when it came to variousause 7 as well. | am advised by someone much more

ambulance stations— learned than | that the first amendment in the name of the
Mr BROKENSHIRE: | rise on a point of order, Treasurer is not necessary because that matter can be

Mr Chairman. As | should as a member of parliament, laddressed as a clerical amendment if the subsequent amend-

raised my potential conflict of interest on the basis that | havenent is successful.

an interest in a business centre. However, | still have the right The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | move:

to ask the question. Page 5, after line 9—insert;

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | applauded you for acknow- (c) if the minister is satisfied that it may be appropriate to
ledging your conflict of interest. | was referring to the subject provide rebates in particular cases—the costs of rebates
of other investigations under way at present concerning your ~ (including the costs of administering the rebate scheme).
conduct as a minister. Mr BRINDAL: The opposition has no objection atall to

Mr BRINDAL: | rise on a point of order, Mr Chairman. the amendment the minister seeks to clause 7. We do not
As the minister has said, the debate has gone quite well. Thetend to oppose it. If there is a clerical matter, | suggest that
minister knows full well that standing orders do not allow thethe clerks fix it up with the minister after the conclusion of
criticism of another member other than by substantivehe third reading.
motion. | listened very carefully and am reticent to intervene.  Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.
However, the allegations made by the Treasurer are very Title passed.
serious indeed. The minister should either be required to Bill reported with amendments.
retract or, preferably, the allegations should just be forgotten  Bj|| read a third time and passed.
from the record. If the Treasurer wants to raise those sorts of
allegations, he has a right to do so. However, standing ordersNATIONAL WINE CENTRE (RESTRUCTURING
clearly provide that he has a right to do so by substantiveAND LEASING ARRANGEMENTS) (UNIVERSITY
motion. It is not proper in this debate to reflect on my friend OF ADELAIDE) AMENDMENT BILL
and colleague the member for Mawson. The Treasurer has
done so in the most serious manner and | ask you, Adjourned debate on second reading.

Mr Chairman, to rule on it. (Continued from 26 June. Page 3553.)

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Unley suggests that
members should not be critical, but they can be. However, he Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): | indicate that the
is right: they should not reflect or suggest improper motive®pposition will be supporting the bill, but I will put on the
unless it is by way of substantive motion. | caution therecord the opposition’s view of what has occurred up until
Treasurer to be careful. this point; indicate the range of questions to which we will

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | apologise if | have reflected be seeking answers; and canvass several of the key themes
unfairly on the member. We will just wait for the outcome of raised by the bill. This has been a fairly long and turgid story,
the Auditor-General’s inquiry on that matter. SA Wateras everyone is aware. In 2002, the government provided for
billing applies to individual accounts or assessments basel lease of the National Wine Centre to the Winemakers
on separate saleable properties, given the existence bederation of Australia for $1 per annum, provided the
individual titles. The same method applies to the Save thwinemakers took responsibility for the National Wine
River Murray levy. Commercial properties that have individ-Centre’s management and operation. A bill was passed in
ual titles, including those under a commercial strata title, will2002 but was never gazetted, and it is that bill which we are
each attract the $135 levy rate. Commercial properties undéeeking to amend with the bill before us today, so that the
the one property title but with multiple tenants will attract National Wine Centre can get on with business. The arrange-
only one levy amount of $135, because there is only ongent entered into by the government with the Winemakers
property title. Federation failed within a few months.

Mr BROKENSHIRE: As a supplementary question, if =~ The government subsequently commissioned a secret
there is only one property title, | understand it is only one fegeview, the Ferrier Hodgson review or the Carter report,
of $135. What if it is a strata title? which we understand explored options. Although the

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Commercial properties that opposition has called for the release of the report, we note
have individual titles, including those under a commerciakhat it has not been made public or been tabled in the house,
strata title, will each attract the $135 levy rate. Commerciako we do not know the full extent of what is in it. However,
properties under the one property title but with multiplethe net result was that we were advised we would have an
tenants will attract only one levy amount of $135, becaus@nswer in November, the report from Ferrier Hodgson having
there is only one property title. been given to the government in late October; then it was to

The CHAIRMAN: By way of clarification, | take itthat, be early December; then we were to have a decision by
with regard to the member for Unley’s amendment, the matte€hristmas; then we were to have a decision in January; and,
relating to the payment to the Murray-Darling Basin ultimately, on 18 February it was announced that the National
Commission will be addressed between the houses? Wine Centre was to be leased to the University of Adelaide

Mr BRINDAL: |rise on a point of order, Mr Chairman. on very generous terms over 40 years. In the bill, the
As the amendment is in the hands of the committee, thaniversity has agreed to pay $1 million to the government in
procedure is such that you should put the motion. | cameturn for the 40-year lease of what, in effect, is a $39 million
indicate to the minister that | will accept whatever call youfacility.
make on behalf of the voices; we will not divide on it. We  If one extrapolates that $1 million payment over 40 years
will then proceed as the minister has indicated. It is not foiof the lease, it is most generous. In fact, it is an annual rental
me to withdraw it, as it is in the possession of the committeeof $25 000, without taking into account net present valuation,
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and a rate of return of 0.064 per cent on investment, or less However, we understand that this has been a point of
than one-tenth of 1 per cent of the asset. The bill will amendlispute between the parties. We understand that the university
the 2002 bill, to which | referred earlier and which is yet to has insisted upon and will agree to scale down the display if
be gazetted, in order to vary the dedication so that the centiebecomes a burden upon the university and, upon reading
may be used for ‘tertiary education programs, and scientifithe lease, the agreement goes further in that it enables the
or other research, relating to wine’; and, to the extent that thaniversity to close the display should attendance levels fall
land is not used as a National Wine Centre, to includédelow a certain level. The university will be responsible for
provision for the centre’s use for any other purpose ‘approprigeneral maintenance of the National Wine Centre, but as
ate to the functions or purposes of the University oflandlord the government will remain ultimately responsible
Adelaide’. Secondly, the bill seeks to increase the lease terfior the infrastructure. We understand that the university is
from 25 to 40 years to accommodate the government'®appy with the lease and other financial arrangements—as
preferred arrangement with the university. indeed it should be. We think it is most generous.

The history of this has been a little muddied and blurred, | "€ Opposition understands that it is planned to begin
and it has been muddied and blurred by the minister. Labgictivities at the National Wine Centre with around
set out in 2001 to gain electoral advantage by turning thid60 students commencing work in late September 2003. We
project into a political football. Clearly, some things could N°te that the bill does not prevent the university from
have been done better: there is no question about that. TREPIEtting part or all of the National Wine Centre for
wine centre was undercapitalised. It opened within a montGommercial purposes and, in fact, we understand that this is

of the collapse of Ansett and September 11, which causd@@'t Of the long-term plan. Of course, such commercial
tourism repercussions and ructions around the g|obé>perat|ons would need to comply with the broader context of

particularly in Australia. The National Wine Centre showedt€ act, but they may facilitate the profitable public use of the
promise of financial success within a two to three-year timd\ational Wine Centre by the wine and tourism industries.
frame—a fact that the government has acknowledged in ' Put on the record some of the history that has led us to
documents released under FOI and in the Kowalick reporfh® point of this act so that the record is clear and concise,
which was passed to the government in the transition t6@€cause this may be the last time that we deal with amend-
government. In fact, the Kowalick report pointed to a netments to .'[hIS. act in t_he foreseeable_ future.and, in some
benefit, once the wine centre reached break even, of $42 m{[ESPECtS, it brings the issue of the National Wine Centre, we
lion a year to the South Australian economy. | will refer moren©P€, to a close.

to that later. There were difficulties with the National Wine | réfer to 15 October 2002, when the Treasurer made a
Centre: there is no question about that. The minister had@tement to the house in which he set out the government's
pointed to those difficulties on a number of occasions in thdntentions, in particular, when he advised the house that the

house, in his public statements and in media announcement¥inemakers’ Federation of Australia’s lease of the centre
was floundering. He explained that the state government had

The opposition acknowledges that there were difficultiesyocated some working capital in the form of a $500 000
The opposition acknowledges that we were in government a4t for 2002-03 and that the federation had commenced
the time. Just as the minister was a senior adviser in thg,erating the centre on 1 July 2002, but that in September the
former government during the State Bank debacle—althougihief executive of the federation, Mr lan Sutton, had con-
there is no basis for comparison when members consider thgeteq him and indicated that the centre was not viable. He
was an almost $4 billion fiasco and this is peanuts byhen provided a range of facts and figures—selectively
comparison—we accept we were on watch attha}ttlme.Ther esented, | add—to support his argument that the wine
were problems with the car parking, problems with adequat@enre was a very poor investment and a problem inherited
capitalisation, problems with the business plan and problemg,m the previous government and, as | mentioned earlier,
with the marketing plan. There was a range of problems. Of ;e issues needed to be fixed.
course, all those problems were solvable and fixable, butthe The Treasurer in that statement also made reference to the
Labor Party chose to make it a political football for electoraly g\walick report and some of the projections therein.

advantage. | think to some degree that was successful. | thinkqyever, it was very selectively quoted, as indeed were the
they did get some traction out of that. visitor numbers in the minister’s statement on that day, which
However, on coming to office in March 2002, the put a spin favourable to the minister’'s intentions on the
government chose not to sit down and solve those problemsubsequent announcement that they would appoint Mr Carter
Rather, the government chose to leave the wine centre oaf Ferrier Hodgson to look into the centre and make recom-
there in abeyance as a festering sore, perhaps in the hopendations.
there would be some ongoing electoral advantages from Of course, the Carter report was to review the financial
leaving it there as what they perceived to be an example gjosition of the centre, report monthly on trading expectations
bad governance on the part of the former government. Thand carry out a number of other roles, including the assess-
plan enacted by this bill will retain the National Wine Centre ment of alternative uses for the centre, and recommendations
as a centre of research and excellence in wine. However, tlum possible strategies and alternatives for the centre that
opposition understands the public restaurant will close toequire no further injection of funds from the government, all
become a university cafe. We also understand that thef which was very commendable. The Carter report was to
university is likely to outsource the function centre to areport on 31 October. The report was duly tabled to the
private operator for evenings and weekends, with the spagmovernment.
to be used by the university during working hours. | under- On 10 November, shortly after its tabling, the opposition
stand that some effort has been put into a pack-away arrangealled publicly for the minister to release the Carter report
ment, if you like, so there can be dual use of those spacefom accountants Ferrier Hodgson. We felt that the full facts
The government claims, and has claimed publicly, that thef the options before the government should be known. We
university will keep the wine display open. also revealed that information given to the opposition
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confirmed that by the end of December 2001 the wine centrdeadline—a deadline he agreed to set for himself on ABC
was achieving 72 per cent of its revenue targets, despite thadio—to make an announcement about the future of the
effects of 11 September and the collapse of Ansett, which theentre.
government—through the Minister for Tourism and other
ministers—has acknowledged was a major flattener on the [Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.30 p.m.]
tourism industry and on the economy more broadly because
of the very dramatic effect it had on international and MrHAMILTON-SMITH:  Before the dinner adjourn-
interstate tourist arrivals. ment | was reminding the house of the background and
We also drew to the public’s attention that not only washistory associated with this bill that leads us to this point. |
the National Wine Centre achieving 72 per cent of its revenu#as reminding the house that on 18 December the opposition
targets in December (a point confirmed on ABC radio by thedrew to the public’s attention the fact that an outsourcing of
winemakers’ federation) but 140 000 people visited the centré€ wine centre was expected and that people were contacting
in its first 10 months—that is, 140 000 opportunities for thethe opposition indicating that they had put submissions to
centre to profit from, to turn into dollars and to turn into government about a takeover of the operations of the centre,
revenue. Clearly, it was a challenge to find the best possibl@nd we re-emphasised the early indications in 2001 and early
way to do that. The wine centre was on track to succeed untd002 that things were in good shape but that there was a sharp
Labor deliberately set out to destroy it, particularly during thedeterioration in business operations at the centre once the
January election campaign. Of course, it is very hard to mak&ledging and criticism of the centre by the Labor Party
a development such as this work when the owner is sledginggached full steam.
the centre, saying in the media that they will close it, |wasreminding the house that on a number of occasions
rubbishing it and being negative. we called for the Carter report to be released and, as early as
In fact, as shadow minister for tourism | had calls flooding27 October 2002, we were offering bipartisan support to the
into my office saying, ‘For heavens sake, could you speak tgovernment in regard to the proposal for the wine centre to
the Labor Party and get them to stop this negativity. Booking$e rebuilt. In fact, we put out a media release on 9 October
are being cancelled; people are saying it is a lemon. Peopgtitled, ‘National Wine Centre: A Time to Rebuild’ which
are no longer investing in the centre or intending to book theimade that point and re-emphasised the fact that the wine
functions at the centre.’ In a way, the government’s concerindustry was worth $1.3 billion in exports and that, along
became a self-fulfilling prophecy. By rubbishing the centrewith wine production and sales, the industry is a major
and bagging its future prospects and by saying in a dispara%wrism icon for the state. We made the point that there had
ing way that it would be closed or that it would fail, they been strong attendances at the centre in its first six months
made that dream come true. In fact, the problems for the win@espite the collapse of Ansett and September 11; and we
centre really took hold in that January 2002 period and wergade the point that even the exhibition averaged 400 paying
substantially contributed to by the minister and the Labowisitors daily in the weeks leading up to December 2001.
Party for pure electoral advantage. Labor had puts its We reminded the community that the winemakers had
relationship at risk with industry stakeholders such as thétated that the centre was at 72 per cent of revenue projec-
winemakers' federation and leading winemakers such aons in is first four months of operations and drew attention
Southcorp. Even Wolf Blass had joined growing calls for theto the Kowalick report. But that fell on very deaf ears,
wine centre to be put on track. The Kowalick report revealedecause it was necessary on 13 February for us to point out
in January 2002, as | mentioned earlier, that the wine centr@ the public (parliament was in recess) that the Labor
was worth $42 million per annum to the South Australiangovernment was, in fact, prolonging the agony, if you like,
economy. and costing the taxpayer a significant amount of money by
The opposition dismissed suggestions by eastern statés procrastination. Having received the Carter report in
based consultants that the National Wine Centre would b@ctober and delayed it through November, December and
better placed in Sydney or Melbourne, a point we note thalanuary, it was costing the taxpayer far more than it might
the Premier did not dismiss. He seemed quite happy for theave had the government made a genuine commitment to
wine centre to go to Sydney or Melbourne. There seemed t&olve the problem of the Wine Centre early in its tenure.
be no commitment from the Labor Party for the wine centre  We reminded the public on 13 February that we had
to be in the premier wine state of Australia. For the Ranmreceived freedom of information documents from the
government to seize on such suggestions and express defgaternment, and they were most revealing. | refer to
so readily was a stunning collapse, in our view, of leadershif F O2D 00895 and associated documents that came with it,
and showed a reluctance to work cooperatively with outhat showed some very wobbly and rubbery work on behalf
successful industries, our wine industry, to solve the probef the government to substantiate its case—a very pessimistic
lems—and they were solvable. In our view, by turning theand sceptical view put forward from some within government
wine centre into a political football from January onwards,departments to the Treasurer to balance more optimistic
in particular, Labor is as much to blame as anyone for th@grognoses from other sectors of government.
problems the centre faced later in 2002. But we also highlighted to the people of South Australia
There was a likelihood at one stage that, in essence, thbat the FOI documentation signed off on 15 March 2002
wine centre would run away to Melbourne just as the Grandevealed that in the week after the minister became Treasurer
Prix did—another Labor demise. We called for the Cartehe was advised that the operating losses at the National Wine
report to be released immediately and note that it has still naZentre could be reduced to $800 000 in 2002-03 and further
been released. On 6 February, after a couple of false startsiieduced to $300 000 in 2003-04 if a suite of proposed actions
December when we were assured that there be would be somas taken. The Treasurer was advised that a total of $1.8 mil-
sort of announcement, the opposition again called for théon would be required to get the centre to a break-even point
government to tell us what it was going to do with thewithin three years. Did the Treasurer take that advice? No, he
National Wine Centre. The Treasurer missed his Januangid not. The Treasurer chose to leave the wine centre to be
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what he saw it to be, a political tool—a political tool with the gallery in case anyone is inclined to slip one in the mail.
which to bash the Liberal Party—so he could simply continuéVe would very much like to see one. We have called on the
with his argument which had been commenced prior to thgovernment to table the report. | cannot see why it is so
election that this was some sort of iconic example of Liberacommercial-in-confidence that it cannot be released. The
Party failures and it should be left there, at considerable cogtovernment was a great one for accusing the former Liberal
to the taxpayer, out in the cold for an extended period. Hgovernment of retaining information on the basis of
simply continued the political objective of rubbishing the commercial-in-confidence. Let us see the report, let us see
Liberal Party rather than solving the problem on behalf of thevhatis in it, and let us have a full and open public revelation
taxpayer. of the full background to the Wine Centre, and also to the
On 15 October 2002 the Treasurer revealed in parliamertdther options that were turned away by government when it
that within just seven months Labor had so botched anchade its university decision.
mismanaged the centre that $6 million was required over the We had a lot of indications coming from very close
same period, or $2 million per annum. So he was trying to telsources within the Labor Party that there was a dispute going
the parliament that it needed $6 million ($2 million per yearon about the future of the centre. We reminded the public of
for three years), yet he had received advice on 15 March th@at on 6 February: we reminded them of the success of the
it needed only $800 000 in 2002-03 and $300 000 in 2003-04entre. It is worth getting this on the record: 400 people per
So, we have this fudging of the figures to create a particulagay attended the exhibition under the Liberals between
view. He is making it sound $4.2 million worse than it was. 19 December and 6 January 2002. At that rate, if sustained,
The reality is that the minister failed to act promptly to take146 000 visitors per annum would have gone to the exhibi-
the required action, choosing instead to continue the destrugion, and that was within the profitability projections set at the
tive, politically-motivated course set by the Labor Party tobirth of the National Wine Centre. Instead, after Labor's
score points by bringing the centre down. sledging, attendance at the exhibition plummeted to 38 000
The Kowalick report, as | mentioned, had pointed to thepy June 2002.
$42 million of benefits to the state economy once it reached \r Koutsantonis: So, that was our fault?
the break-even point. The documents released under FOI \, L AMILTON-SMITH: Yes: to a large extent, it is.
reveal that the Treasurer agreed with the original business Mr K s H h ith iah
plan and that the expected visitor numbers of 170 000 wer r Koutsantonis: How can you say that with a straight
‘... considered reasonable in the medium to long term i ace:
marketing expenditures are maintained and appropriately MrHAMILTON-SMITH: ~ If he read Hansard the
targeted.’ That s the point; if marketing was maintained andnember for West Torrens might be enlightened as to the full

appropriately targeted. The reality is that the minister failed@cts of the case. Some 25 000 people attended over ZQO
to act decisively and responsibly to protect the taxpayergunctions; 25 000 attended restaurants and, despite Labor’s

investment. sledging, 140000 still visited the wine centre between

As | said, we admit that some mistakes were made. Somugust 2001 and June 2002, showing extraordinary support.
things could have been done better: a number of decisiond’® Treasurer said that some of those people went to
taken by the board and by the management of the centfénctions. The point the opposition simply makes is that
could, in retrospect, have been better. But members shouRgoPle were attending the wine centre. It was up to the
remember, and it is handy to remind the house of some of thE"éasurer as the responsible minister to find a way to ensure
facts here, that the centre did depend on quite a number Hpat the wine centre profited from_that atte_ndance level. It was
tourist visitations. If one looks at the facts, the centre wagd!P to the Treasurer to come up with a business plan that could
scheduled to open on 1 July but in fact opened on 31 Augudfiake the wine centre the success it needed to be.

2001 and, of course, we all know that just over a week later The Labor government identified wine and food as a
there was a massive slump in tourist visitations as a consgentre point of the South Australian tourism plan, and the
quence of September 11. Of course, in mid Septembefederal government identified wine tourism as a very

another week on, Ansett collapsed. Despite all that, as | haygportant part of its international marketing plans. The

mentioned, 72 per cent of revenue was achieved by 25 Seblational Wine Makers Federation of Australia developed its
tember 2001, according to the winemakers. It was hardly &wn tourism plan and appointed a tourism development
without-hope scenario. In fact, it was a recoverable scenariglirector. The left hand of the Labor Party in the tourism area
as the Treasurer well knows. over there did not seem to be talking to the right hand of the

The situation went on. The opposition was receivingLabor Party under the Treasurer. Mr Rann and Mr Foley were
reports—actually, from within the Labor Party—that the looking in the wrong direction and could not see that every
Labor Party was quite divided. There were interests withirPther wine and tourism organisation in Australia wanted the
the Labor Party working to save the National Wine Centravine centre to be a success.
and arguing quite strongly in Labor caucus for the centre to It has now cost far more than it would have done if the
be given a new future and new hope, while there were othellsabor Party had moved faster. It was time then for the
who wanted to leave it out there as a political beacon for theninister and the Premier to get out of the corner they were in
Labor Party’s political purposes. The leaks were coming irand back the wine centre into a new future. They needed to
from the very heart of the Labor caucus. It did not take longalk to tourism about the full potential of the wine centre and
for the hard-done-by backbenchers and staffers to respondtioey needed to sit down with the winemakers—the key
Kris Hanna'’s description of the bully boys in government,stakeholders—and come up with a workable plan. There was
when he left the Labor Party and joined the Greens. an attempt, and the bill we are debating tonight seeks to

We also received information that the Ferrier Hodgsoramend the 2002 bill. | give the minister credit for that, and |
report, compiled by the independent auditor, Bruce Cartesspoke in support of that bill in 2002. But it was very hard for
would be very interesting reading for the opposition. Wethe winemakers to make a go of the wine centre when their
would very much like to receive a copy of it. | mention it to landlord, the government, was out there still rubbishing and
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bagging the centre. In many ways they were handed af Adelaide should do well as the new tenant, and we joined
poisoned chalice. others in expressing our delight that the site would remain a
On 16 October 2002 we also had Robert Champion d&ine centre instead of suffering the other fates speculated by
Crespigny coming out and saying that he was inundated witthe Labor Party and others.
calls when the most recent wine centre challenges were There was considerable speculation that the centre would
announced. He said he drove past there on the way homed@bse, and that was tremendously positive for business, was
10.15 that night and there were two giant buses there d@snot? We reiterated the points made in the Kowalick report
people came out from dinner, and more were from overseaand other sources that the centre had a vibrant future, and we
He suggested that the wine industry should get right behindupported the move. That is why we sit here today deter-
the wine centre. He said it could not be left only to themined to see this bill pass and to see this bill become the
Premier and the Treasurer, and | agree with him, but theriture for the National Wine Centre.
needed to be a partnership. The opposition wants to get on the record a couple of
On 16 October we had the Independent member fosther facts associated with the history of this matter. We
Chaffey saying, ‘When we have an enormous taxpayeparticularly want to get on the record the Kowalick report’s
funded investment sitting there that is a wonderful asset, webservation that the South Australian Tourism Commission
need to make it work,” and | agree with her completely. Onhad conducted as early as late 2001 very valuable research
the other hand on 4 November, ACIL Consulting came ouinto wine tourism that reassured both the outgoing and
saying they believed the concept of a national wine centrincoming governments that 170 000 visits to the National
would be far more likely to succeed in Melbourne or SydneyWwine Centre was a very sensible target. That is on page 10
They said if it goes ahead it should be located in the customsf the Kowalick report. He went on to explain very important
building in Circular Quay. They thought that would be a greatextracts from that tourism commission work and said that, in
spot. 1999, 940 000 visitors in South Australia went to a winery,
On 4 November the Premier came out and said that waspending $342 million in the process.
a terrific idea; he said the ACIL report was no surprise to  Mr Kowalick went on to say on the same page that, in the
him, and in his comments he suggested that it should havgontext of 940 000 visits to wineries, 1.8 million interstate
been elsewhere. That is a terrific signal to the wine industryisitors, 3.6 million intrastate visitors and 317 000
is it not? Then on 14 November we had Bruce Carter, thenternational visitors to South Australia in 1999, capturing
independent auditor, coming out and saying about the win@70 000 visits to the National Wine Centre was in his view
centre’s operation that it is the busiest it has been since thg realistic target. It always was a realistic target, until the
centre opened. He said: minister, the Premier and the Labor Party set out to destroy
At the moment functions are continuing and there is a lot ofthe wine centre as a viable venue. Kowalick goes on to cite
activity down there—there is a perception that it's closed and that'§yrther research and give information about the effect of the
just not the case. Ansett collapse and 11 September on the wine centre’s
We agree with him, too. In fact, the wine centre was stillpperations. He makes a number of interesting points and, on
humping along rather well back then in November 2002. Orpage 15 of his report, he says:
29 November theAdvertlse_rheadIme read, ‘Report fuels Clearly, the large decline in arrivals on a year-on-year basis
doubt on the fate of the wine centre’. On 18 December théhdicates that the events of 11 September 2001 have had a major
minister came out and said the National Wine Centre wouldmpact on arrivals to Australia.

not be sold, and on 19 December the minister said he refusggk goes on to explain the full impact of this on the operations
to say what the government would do with the National Win€gf the wine centre. Kowalick also makes the point that the
and that it was ultimately up to the wine centre to show aggng 000 per year for two years, and he indicates that, from
commitment to the project. At that point, one might asknjs inquiries, that was consistent with the investment in
‘What project?. There were various other media andsimilar developments elsewhere. Without this expenditure,
government reports, comments and statement in that ajgs says that the National Wine Centre would probably have
December and early January period. a visitor base of $70 000 to $90 000 per year on average and,
Then, on 18 February, we had the minister's announcegt that level, it would struggle to break even. Kowalick
ment that this university proposition would be the one that th@ mphasises the need for marketing, for investment, for
government selected. He announced to the house in goifgyrism, and for the wine centre to cooperate. He says:
over the history of the project that the university WOUIQ NOW * The National Wine Centre represents an opportunity to strength-
be taking over the centre on a 40-year lease and thatitwoulgh, the state’s wine and food positioning in the domestic and
use the centre to expand its world acclaimed wine researghternational markets and is consistent with the SATC’s corporate
and education courses. He said this meant that Soutbjective of building a good living or lifestyle tourism brand for the
Australia would have a facility to rival the great wine State.
institutions of France, Italy, Germany and the United Statedle goes on to give further information on the economic
and we agree with that and sincerely hope that that becoméenefits of the wine centre and explains that international
the case. He went over the history of the wine centre and, imisitation was anticipated to be 7 per cent; interstate visita-
terms favourable to the Labor Party’s argument, he summadion, 41 per cent; and South Australian visitation, 52 per cent.
rised the financial background of the industry and veryOn page 22, he spells out the economic benefits to the state
creatively reconstrued the facts of the matter to make thermance the centre reached the break-even point. As the Treasur-
look favourable to the Labor Party. er knows, it probably would have done so within two years.
The opposition came out on the same day and said that tl@@n separate occasions, he received advice that that would
Liberal Party welcomed the wine centre announcement. Whave been the case, had he got behind the wine centre and
did, and we still do. We said we were pleased that the winsupported it. Kowalick clearly explains that over $21 million
centre would remain open. We said we felt that the Universityf direct benefits—



3664 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Tuesday 15 July 2003

Members interjecting: which it is responsible but that considerable responsibilities
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for West Torrens still fall to the Treasurer and, therefore, to the taxpayer.

will have his chance later. On page 7, there is discussion about alterations. Essential-
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: —and $21 million of ly, it leaves the university free to carry out whatever alter-

associated benefits to annual state product would result—agions it may seek to implement, without reference to the
total of $42 million. Kowalick also goes on to extrapolate Treasurer. Significant rebuilding and change to the precinct
cash flows, and this is most interesting. He summarises th@uld occur which, | remind the house, is on parklands. Later
amount of government money required to be spent in earlgn page 8, an interesting point about the issue of the wine
2002, had the Labor Party chosen to get positively behind thexhibition is raised. The Treasurer has made the point in his
wine centre on coming to office. On page 28 of his report, hestatements to the house that the wine exhibition will remain
looks at the base case and the midpoint case. Howevarpen. | hope he corrects his advice to the house, because the
whichever way he looks at it, he tops out the amount ofease simply provides that if at any time visitor numbers fall
government investment required at $1.8 million over thebehind 7 500 in aggregate, in any two quarters in any year,
period from early 2002 to 30 June 2004. On the followingthe university may shut down and cease operating the
page, he says: exhibition without any need to give any reasons whatsoever

The level of additional financial support likely to be required t0 the Treasurer.
from government and for what period of support will be required for | hope that the Treasurer will check the advice he gave to
the National Wine Centre to achieve an operating break-eveghe house about the exhibition remaining open. So that there
ggzltilr?%ség?&yggreo.zooz, $.7 million; in year 2002-03, $.7 million: j 1\, misunderstanding or suggestion of misleading, | hope

' _ 5 that he clarifies to—

The Hon. K.O. Foley. What about my work done* . The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | rise on a point of order. An

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: ~ The Treasurer asks abouthis 5)jeation has just been made that | have potentially misled
work done. If you ever want to see some rubbery work or e hoyse. That is either done through a substantive motion,

set of rubbery figures, look at the documentation released bé/r | ask the member to withdraw.

the government under FOI that summarises the Treasurers . AMILTON-SMITH:  Mr Speaker, | am not

figures, most of which are based on there being no 'nyeStmeQ&ggesting that the Treasurer has misled. | am asking him to
in marketing (which Kowalick makes perfectly obvious IS |aave no doubt. | am simply pointing to an anomaly between

requjrec}). The Treasurertakes the WOrse case scenario, a' fhtements the Treasurer has made in the house and informa-
nothing’ scenario, extrapolates it out over three years an on in the lease and seeking clarification.

says, ‘Oh, my God! It's all doom and gloom!" If you want an . ) . .
intentionally created set of figures to make things look bad Th'.e SPEAKER: That s as | understood it also. There is
look at TFO2D00895 and the associated FOI release'a0 point of order.
documents that accompany it. It is the most rubbery piece of Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: Clause 5.4 of the lease clearly
work | have seen in living memory. You can be positive, Orprov!des for the exhibition to be closed down. Clause 5.4(b)
you can be negative; you see a flture, or you can see norfd0vides:
It was quite obvious that the Treasurer saw no future. The univers'ity must give the Treasurer not Igss than 20 business
The opposition will have some questions during the cours82Ys’ notice prior to the shutdown of the exhibition.
of the discussion of the detail of the bill, and we will go The people of South Australia need to understand that the
through it on a clause by clause basis. However, | want nowxhibition may be closed and that there is no obligation on
to direct my remarks to the issue of the lease to the universityhe university to market it (I have mentioned that the
I hasten to add that the opposition believes that the universitgowalick report underlined the importance of such market-
will be an outstanding tenant, and we commend the ministeing), and that the Treasurer is delegating his responsibility in
given his philosophical position, given that he has set out toegard to the wine exhibition to the university while provid-
destroy the wine centre, given that the Carter report reconing for a clause in the agreement to enable the university to
mended a number of commercial options to him (but, forclose down the exhibition, as it sees fit, should the numbers
reasons known only to him, we, the people of South Austdrop below 7 500.
ralia, have not seen them because they have been kept secret),The university could double the price of entry, not do any
and given that he has decided to go down the path of offeringharketing, or make it difficult for access, but | am not
the wine centre to the university. suggesting for a moment that it would do any of these things.
The opposition is of the view that this course of action will | am not suggesting for one moment that they would do any
result in a successful outcome for South Australia; that thef these things, but they could easily get the numbers down
university will be a good tenant; and that it will become abelow 7 500 and close the exhibition—and there would be no
centre of excellence. However, if we look at the agreementecourse, because the Treasurer has not left himself any
the hard bargain—the fiscally responsible and financiallyavenue to take that up with the university. Clause 6 (page 8)
rewarding deal that the Treasurer has done for the state—uved the lease states:
see that the lease agreement contains a number of most The yniversity may sublet or otherwise part with possession
interesting clauses. Page 6 of the lease talks about thehatever that means] of not more than 75 per cent of the area of the
maintenance program and indicates that the Treasurer and thigldings situated on the centre land without the prior consent of the
university will use their reasonable endeavours to agree thE€asurer.
maintenance program as soon as practicable and before thbe Treasurer has done a really tough deal with the univer-
commencement date, but it leaves a few things in theity. He has leased the wine centre to the university and said,
category of, shall we say, a grey area. Further down that pag®&y the way, if you want to, you can sublease or otherwise
the obligations upon the university in regard to repair angart with possession of up to 75 per cent of it, as you see fit,
maintenance are listed and it notes, essentially, that thend you don't need to tell me.’ That is a pretty good lease, if
university will (as a normal tenant would) fix the things for you can get it. A lot of people would love to get a lease like
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this—and this is on parklands, | hasten to remind the houselone better; there is no question about that. We paid a price
On page 9 we find: for that. We were criticised for that in 2001 and during the
The assignee, sublessee or other person is in the reasonalection campaign. There was a board and a management
opinion of the university solvent, reputable and otherwise able tstructure in place and, with hindsight, some of the decisions
carry out the university’s obligations under this lease. that were taken could have been done better. There were
So, as long as the other party to whom they let the 75 per cesome unforeseen events such as September 11 and the
complies with that, there is no problem. And so it goes on. Ogollapse of Ansett which impacted on the financial viability
page 10 of the lease under ‘Treasurer’s covenants’, the leaséthe centre but, even so, it was undercapitalised.
reminds us that the Treasurer covenants to the university that The Treasurer has made great play of a bailout. Another
he will pay all stamp duties (if any) on or in relation to this way to look at it is that, if the former government had
lease and any document or transaction associated with provided adequate capital from the outset, there would not
Paragraph (e) of clause 8 under ‘Maintenance of the lanchave been a bailout; it would simply have been that adequate
states that the Treasurer accepts responsibility for certafiinding was provided. We freely admit that there were some
works in regard to maintenance of the land: any structurahings that could have been done better. However, the fact
repairs, replacement and renewal of centre land, to keep ttieat the present government made a conscious decision to
same in good structural condition, repair and working ordeturn the National Wine Centre into a political football—it set
to a standard and quality consistent with the standard anabout sledging the centre and ruining its reputation, surround-
quality that existed as at the commercial date, includingng it with a network of negativity—contributed to its demise,
works in relation to and arising from—and it lists a numberthe drop-off in attendance numbers and any financial failure
of subclauses. to which the government may point. This was a politically
All that is fine, but remember: the sum total of this leasedriven strategy captained by the minister and the Premier for
over 40 years is $1 million ($25 000 per annum)—a rate opure political advantage.
return of less than half of one-tenth of 1 per cent on the The Kowalick report and the winemakers and public
investment. How much is the contingent liability for mainte- statements made by others in a position to know show clearly
nance of the property compared to the rental return? We aitbat, despite all the setbacks it faced, despite some bad
led to believe that the taxpayer has been let off the hook, thgtecisions, which we admit we made in 2001, there were
we are getting out of this and getting $1 million over indicators that the centre could have been extremely viable
40 years, but by the time you add up the contingent liabilitiegind could have been got onto an even pegging within two to
it may well be that the taxpayer is up for far more than we ardhree years. Even documents and advice given to the minister
led to believe by the minister’s second reading explanatiorinder FOI and in the form of the Kowalick report show
It is mentioned in clause 9, ‘Compensation’ (page 11):  Clearly— o
If there is any resumption by the State of South Australiaorany 1h€ SPEAKER: Order! The Treasurer will either
authority, the Treasurer must pay the university compensation withidcknowledge the chair and leave the chamber or resume his
20 business days of the resumption of the compensation being agrepthce. He may choose to leave the chamber to discuss with
or determined under the dispute resolution procedure. other citizens things that warrant his attention. The member
That is very interesting because, as | turn over the page, | finfbr Waite.
that the government has failed to provide the opposition with  Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  The advice given to the
page 12. Somehow or other page 12 has magically disag+easurer by both his own Treasury staff and the Kowalick
peared from the copy of the lease that we were given. | wouldeport clearly show that it was possible to recover the
really like to see what those clauses state. | ask the ministeituation within two to three years, get the wine centre onto
whether he will provide the opposition with page 12 of thean even keel and have it running profitably, if the right
lease, which deals with the very important contingent liabilityattitude and approach had been adopted back in March 2002.
that is left unspecified. However, by then the present government had backed itself
Regarding liability for GST (clause 12 on page 16), theinto a corner. It had spent a year sledging the wine centre,
lease document makes the point that, again, the Treasurerdggrrounding it with doom and gloom. Essentially, it set about
liable to pay certain amounts in regard to GST. So, there ardestroying the place, and it found it too unpalatable to reverse
quite a few costs coming back to the taxpayer. If you look athat decision, to sit down with the winemakers and others and
the fine print in the enclosures, it gets even more excitingsay, ‘How can we sort this out?’ If the full facts were known,
The enclosures (page 14 of this document prepared bipe net costto the taxpayer at the end of the day, now that we
Finlaysons Lawyers) refer to the agreement between thare 18 months down the track, has probably been at best case
university and the government and state: the same, at worst case far more than it would have been if
The Treasurer, prior to the completion date will terminate theth® Treasurer read the Kowalick report, looked at his own
employment of each employee, pay out all entittements to employlreasury advice in TFO2D00895 and set about fixing the
ees, and pay out retrenchment and redundancy payments fgroblem. Governments are elected to fix problems, not simply
employees. to play political football.
So, we are handing over a very clean sheet. | want to know Having said all that, we believe and have confidence that
what the total cost of those termination payments will be. Sathis bill will give new life to the centre. We understand what
there are a number of aspects of the lease agreement (whittis bill does. We have spoken to the stakeholders involved.
add flesh to the bones of the bill before us) which need to b&ve recognise that under the university the wine centre will
clarified and on which the opposition will seek the Treasurbecome a vibrant and active centre of innovation. We
er’s advice in committee. recognise provisions in the bill for the wine centre to still use
This has been a very long saga. As | mentioned when it as a tourism and business asset, and we have no philosophi-
began my address, the Liberal Party accepts responsibility fmal objection to that. In his haste to get rid of the wine centre,
mistakes and errors of judgment that may have been madke Treasurer has struck an extremely favourable lease with
during its tenure in government. Some things could have bedhe university. However, the university is a good cause. The
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opposition commends the Treasurer for this final outcomewould have been a magnificent forum and venue for them to
Given the political box within which he has positioned enjoy. There is no provision whatsoever in these documents
himself, it is a reasonable outcome that the oppositiofior other educational institutions to have access to that
supports. We look forward to seeing the bill pass expeditiousracility.

ly through all stages. However, we will be asking questions  The University of Adelaide, upon the execution of these
In committee. documents—and | note at least that the memorandum of lease
(a copy of which has been provided to me) has been execut-

Ms CHAPMAN (Bragg): | wish to acknowledge and ed—has an implementation date of 30 September, for a 40-
thank representatives from the Treasurer's office whgear lease for $1 million or thereabouts (adjustments can be
provided a briefing last week on this matter. This is only amade if stock is not all in order), with the opportunity to
short bill, and I have had a chance to peruse the documenggirchase stock at wholesale cost, and any plant and equip-
that relate to the critical issues in this matter, namely, a copyhent out of a schedule which has been identified that the
of the lease and the asset sale agreement. These provide tiifiversity elects to take, and in relation to the sale of
gist of the agreement being sanctioned by the parliament iitellectual property back at $1. That is a good deal on
this legislation to facilitate the University of Adelaide’s anyone’s account. The only direct obligation it seems to have
entering into a long-term lease with an asset of the people @ to secure the tenancy of the wine industry within Industry
South Australia. So, tonight, when this bill passes, we will beHouse which is part of the complex under consideration and
saying, ‘Happy birthday, University of Adelaide!’ This is the which is the subject of the lease. It will have an ongoing
2003 gift from the people of South Australia of an assebbligation in that regard.

which, on my rough understanding of the history of this e termination costs for the purposes of staff and others
matter, was developed from land owned by the people ofy| ghnear to be met by the people of South Australia. | also
South Australia, |nvoIV|ng. $20 million from the federgl seek clarification in respect of council rates—if any—water
government, about $30 million from the South Australian,ng sewerage rates, land tax or stamp duty on the lease. Of
government and $16 million in total from the wine industry. ¢qrse, the latter is specifically the obligation of the govern-

It has not all gone into the capital development. We arenent or the people of South Australia, whichever way you
talking about an asset that has been developed at a massivgnt to look at it. | also seek some clarification as to the
cost to the people of South Australia and Australia, and theompensation clause on page 11 of the lease. If for any reason
wine industry over a 40-year lease. It is an asset whichthe government were to take back the property—and it has
without traversing all the issues the lead speaker on thigertain opportunities to resume control of this asset—it must
matter has dealt with, according to Mr Kowalick who pay the university compensation within 20 business days
provided a report on this matter in 2002, would generate a neinder the term of the lease. | seek some clarification on that,
benefit of $42 million a year for the people of South Aust-hecause | cannot see the formula for the purpose of compen-
ralia. On all accounts, an asset that is handed over fafation identified in the lease. That is of concern because,
40 years to anyone—in this case the University of Adelaide—whilst the university is getting this facility at $500 a week,
for $500 a week over 40 years could not be described age commercial value—at least on Mr Kowalick’s assess-
anything other than a most generous gift. Again, ‘Happyment—is much greater. Whether that would require an
birthday, University of Adelaide!’ obligation on the state in terms of compensation has not been

| want to talk about exclusivity in relation to the Uni- properly defined.
versity of Adelaide. | declare my interest as a graduate of that - A very important and detailed dispute resolution procedure
university. | am also a graduate of another of the universitiegs provided and is included on page 12 (incidentally, | did not
in South Australia. When this project was announced, theeceive this in the lease but | know that it was provided as an
industry issued a press release, as did the university and ta@achment to the asset sale agreement). That impressive
government, all welcoming this great agreement that hagispute resolution process is not out of the ordinary; indeed,
been reached in February this year. The Vice Chancellor gf is what one would expect in a document of this kind.

the University of Adelaide, James McWha, said: In relation to the selectiveness of this program by the
It [the university] will also allow us to work with other edu- government, when the wine industry pulled out of the deal
cational institutions such as TAFE, universities and schools. last year and their terms were no longer attractive for

That is admirable. However, nowhere in the documentgvhatever reason, the government embarked on a process,
provided that sit behind this bill is there any provision orduite appropriately, to employ the services of Mr Bruce
protection whatsoever for any other educational institution irf-arter and Mr Martin Lewis from Ferrier Hodgson to
South Australia to have access to these premises, other thRdertake a process of sorting out what other options would
as a result of the goodwill of the University of Adelaide, with be available to the government. That would seem to be
or without a price tag. | make that point because this measuRPpropriate. Itis rather puzzling why the document has not
is being presented as a wonderful opportunity for thdeen produced. It is not a tender process but, rather, an
University of Adelaide to develop on a fine history of work indication of interest by interested parties.

in relation to wine in South Australia, originating fromearly ~ The options could be presented to the government with
days. Mr Speaker, it is well known to you that from 1892, recommendations from Mr Carter or any other co-author of
with the establishment of the Roseworthy complex andhis report. It is a complete loss to me why this document
college, there has been a fine history and tradition ofhould remain secret when, clearly, it is not a tender process.
involvement in viticulture, oenology and also wine marketingOn all accounts, there does not appear to have been any
in the University of Adelaide. | commend that. However, thatrepresentation put to Mr Carter about one of the options to be
is not to say that other institutions in South Australia have notonsidered, namely, a 40-year lease to be offered to the
also been involved and continue to be involved in offeringUniversity of Adelaide. It is a little puzzling how we jump
courses to their students in respect of which the wine centrigom a report received in the latter part of 2002 to early 2003
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when we have an announcement in February of a new deaublet the use of some car parks. The logical first choice
| am not sure who takes credit for it. would be the current tenants of Industry House, which has a
There were press releases from the three relevant partieshortage of car parks. On a rough estimate, | suggest that
First, the government, in particular the Hon. Kevin Foley ascould create enough income to pay entirely for the annual
Treasurer, stated that ‘the state government has found a né@ase of the university. Some $25 000 would not be difficult
role’. Mr McWha in his press release takes the view that it ig0 raise, just by leasing out the area for car parking, which is
some credit to the university. In fact, they are complimentedmuch needed in that area. There could be no display area;
also, by the Treasurer for their vision. The wine industrythere will be no restaurant; there could be no functions
seems to be glad to be out of the deal. What is important—because it no longer remains an attractive venue to which to
and a little alarming for them if they were to see thesego and it may have limited car parking; and there could be no
documents today—is that in the press release of 18 Februawneyards. We could have any sort of facility there, but it
2003 of Mr lan Sutton, Chief Executive of the Winemakerscould still be consistent with the objects of the University of
Federation of Australia, states: Adelaide, that is, a football oval or anything else. There is no

.. . important significance in that the centre will: requirement to keep that. We have a situation where this

. Provide an exciting destination for national and internationafacility could well become—admiral as it might be—an
students, trade and consumers. ~ extension of the grounds, facilities and services for the

. Add substantial value to the wine research and educationniversity students of the University of Adelaide. That is an
activities of the University of Adelaide and the wine industry. 5 tion.

. Concentrate the focus of the centre on wine education with . . . .
significant national and international appeal. The other option, which may or may not be achievable, is

1
2
3
4. Generate significant student and consumer activity, bringinghat the university can make money out of this, if they so
the centre alive in something of a campus environment.  wish. They could lease out or sublet the facilities, and the
5. Remove any doubt about its certainty and establish, once argliblet lease clauses have been highlighted. In relation to the
6 f&;ﬁ'}gmﬁgmgnﬁ{‘cé’f‘i‘;;hgecrﬁ:‘e”g-s A wine centre sublease—I do not think the lead speaker has spoken on this
7. Confirm the natignaﬁ headquarters of the Australian winemauer__It IS |mp0rtant_that, under most su_blettlng clauses,
industry at the centre. . . there is the opportunity to do that, provided the tenant
‘No doubt, in a year or two, people will view the wine centre as undertakes all the covenants and obligations of the principal
having had something of a difficult birth but evolving into a tenant. It is a situation where it requires the Treasurer’s
vibrant centre of learning and research and an important nationglonsent, but the provision in the lease is that the subletting is
and international resource. ... not to be ‘unreasonably withheld'. It is a situation where,
If Mr Sutton were to read the documentation that is thecommercially, the Treasurer will have an obligation, provided
backing of this bill, he may not be as confident of thatit is still consistent with the purposes that have been outlined
outcome. The lead speaker has referred to some aspects of fhéhe bill—and in the act, which is pretty general. Itincludes
lease, in particular the capacity of the tenant (the Universityhe Treasurer also having a discretion to expand that even
of Adelaide) to do a number of things, one of which is tofurther. We have a situation where the opportunity to sublet
close down the visitor facility or exhibition area, which is an s all but automatic. We have a situation where any portion,
integral part of the wine centre as a National Wine Centre. vhether the car park, a restaurant, or any other part of the
also wonder whether any of this material has been shown tfacility, could be sublet under the very broad terms that are
the commonwealth government, which made a very signifithere.
cant contribution to this National Wine Centre, to be present- | do not have confidence that this will be an educational
ed and preserved as a National Wine Centre. The concern, ggility for the benefit of all South Australians. | think we
has been detailed—and | will not go through all the clauses—need to be clear about this: this will be education benefit for
is that, essentially, without any notice to the Treasurer, théhe students of the University of Adelaide. | do not have a
tenant can close down 75 per cent of the area. They have groblem with that, but | think we need to be honest about it.
notify the Treasurer only if the number of visitors falls below Secondly, there is no security for the wine industry—and |
3 750 in any quarter. That is their only obligation. want this to be on the record from my perspective—that this
It is not difficult to imagine how, if you wanted to, you will be a facility that will ensure, legislatively or via commer-
could reduce that number by marketing, lack thereof, increasgial documentation, that this will remain a National Wine
in the entrance fee and the like, or simply by lessening th€entre. Again, we should be honest about that or, alternative-
attractiveness of the environment of the centre, which is tdy, if the Treasurer attempts to suggest there is security for
become a campus facility. With due respect to universitithat, | invite him to do so. The people of South Australia and
students—plenty of us in here have been them—it can tenghe wine industry, which has made a very significant financial
to lower the tone (if | can describe it that way) from a contribution to the development of this project, ought to be
restaurant area to a cafeteria. That is a reality. The functiotold honestly they do not have the security for that. They may
centre, which will have desks and equipmentin it during thefind they are an extension—a magnificent extension,
day, will be cleaned away, apparently, after hours, so thereonetheless—of the Adelaide University, which will develop
is no security of tenancy or availability or obligation of the on that capacity.
function centre at night. They are the matters | wish to bring to the attention of the
In summary, we have a situation where, notwithstandindiouse. | congratulate the university on its successful negotia-
the vision of the winemakers association’s chief executivetion of these terms. I hope that it will be a magnificent facility
they hope it will continue because, while they embrace théor its benefit. The only other matter | raise is that we are
opportunity of an educational facility by taking on the considering other legislation in this house—and | will not
university as a tenant, their understanding is that there is ®@uch on that because | understand the rules—and, in the near
clear commitment to continue to operate as a National Winéuture, there could be a situation where the university will be
Centre. They say in the press release that the car parkirgiven very much more extensive powers over the sale of their
facilities will be increased. One option would be to sell orassets. | think that a 40-year lease of a commercial asset on
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North Terrace comes within the ambit of that, and it has noHe indicated that collocation of the rose garden and the wine
been covered for the purpose of the university. | think that i€entre will increase the financial viability of all operations
one of the things that we need to look at, that is, this questiowithin the precinct through the attraction of additional visitors
of subletting which has been extremely generous to thand the efficient sharing of resources and common facilities.
university. Sir, you will recall from the Public Works Committee that
that was about the last time we heard about the poor old rose
Ms THOMPSON (Reynell): It has been impossible for garden. It went west very quickly, and it is lucky that the
me to sit still and listen to this diatribe coming from membersTreasurer has not had to rescue the rose garden as well as the
opposite. The most amazing part of it is when the member fofjine centre, but the Botanic Garden has already done that.
Waite acknowledged that some bad decisions had been made e have had talk about why the centre failed. One has
by the previous government, and he suggested that those bgfly to look at the documentation provided in evidence to the
decisions were made in 2001. Sir, you would know everpyplic Works Committee of the parliament of South Australia
better than | that those bad decisions go back an awful |%r the proposed stage 2 of the Botanic, Wine and Rose
further than 2001. | have- 20 minutes allocated tonight, but bevelopment, Department of Premier and Cabinet’ November
hope | do not take that time because | know there is a lot 0 998, to see that the previous government was well and truly

business to be done and members want to get home. | hay@o their flights of fantasy by the time they made this
merely grabbed some of my papers from my membership af,pmission.

the Public Works Committee and looked at some of the issues Tne issue of car parking was raised. Today we hear that

that | and other members of the_committee raised at that timene issue of car parking has still not been resolved. However,
I looked to see whether those issues had been resolved aggh pyplic Works Committee was assured again and again

how those issues bore on the situation which faced thig,a¢ this would be resolved, despite our great scepticism about
government in its finding a way of not having an importantine matter. The proposal stated:

National Wine Centre turn into a total pink elephant.

The history of this centre goes back to 1997. On 28 May ) ) ;
1997, the Hon. J.W. Olsen introduced the National Winghis is the issue of parking by the Botanic Garden—
Centre Bill. In his remarks he commented that the Soutland to that end it is proposed to access the parking capacity of the
Australian government has a|ready shown its commitment t80yal Adelaide Hospital. The existing ground level facilities of the

; P, i , _RAH and those of the University of South Australia are more than
the project by providing $20 million to the centre’s construc adequate to cope with the overflow of major events. In the longer

tion. He said: term the capacity of the proposed IMVS car park in the RAH
Construction can start as soon as all approvals are in plac@rounds and the temporary capacity of Botanic Park will be
$7 million has been made available in the budget for this yearsufficient to cater for these events.

construction works. . The choice of Hackney follows an exhaustive 14t was just a red herring: it was never followed up and
selection process in which a number of sites throughout the city were :

considered. . It wasagreed that the National Wine Centre must bel€ver used—and just as well because it was impractical to
centrally located to ensure its commercial viability. start with. It involved a walking distance of a maximum of

That was one of the first things that was a problem, that ig200 Mmetres. Sir, you will recall, as | do, that | did ask the
its location on the parklands. The community was alway<Vitnesses whether they were anticipating that anyone wearing
concerned about the alienation of parklands for the purpogdi9h heels was ever likely to visit this function centre,
of a commercial venture such as the National Wine Centre?€¢@use | could not see myself in my best finery with fancy
The members of the Public Works Committee were igh heels staggering 250 metres, let alone 500 metres, to

unanimously concerned about this siting of the centre. Wgttend an event in the wme.cent.re. .

recommended that, before any alienation of parklands An honourable member interjecting: o
occurred, there should be a majority vote of the members of. MS THOMPSON: | do not think it was walking with
both houses of parliament and the Adelaide City Council, agifficulty—staggering was the only way | was going to get
we considered that this was one mechanism available f¢P€ré, and | would probably get through three pairs of
protecting our parklands. It was clear from the reports we hagdtockings on the way! The business case on page 17 of the
of the public consultation that the community was veryProposal putto us said:

unhappy about the notion of the National Wine Centre being The business analysis shows that there will be a net operational

on the parklands. However, my recollection from some of theUrPlus from commencement and that this surplus is expected to
: rease over the next five years. Consequently, no requirement for
comments made by then Premier Olsen was that he reQardg%urrent funding for operating and maintaining the National Wine

it as a coup to have put this centre on parklands and thagentre is anticipated.

indeed, this was one of the ways we beat the Vics. Sometim

beating the Vics is not worth the price. ot
Then we go to 1998 and the National Wine Centre (Lanc!

. Now for these visitors. In relation to the business case, the
g{a%edr.\tre) Amendment Bill. The Hon. Graham IngersonpropoSal stated:

. ) A business case for the development of the National Wine
On 21 August 1997, the National Wine Centre Act 1997 waScenre/international Rose Garden has been prepared by Reed
proclaimed, designating the site commonly known as the Ol

- ! A cKibben and Associates. The business case is built on the
Hackney Bus Depot as the location for the National Wine Cen"e-following visitation numbers—

Following discussion with the wine industry and a number of o o .
local community and special interest groups, the government no&nd this is the low initial patronage. The low estimates were:
believes that an even better proposal has been identified. international, 44 000; interstate, 68 000; and local, 15 000—a
This revised and expanded proposal offers scope for a project gbtg| of 127 000 visitors. The high initial patronage was

even greater national significance than first envisaged, incorporati - L : L .
the creation of the National Wine Centre, the Adelaide Internation timated at: |nternat|onal, 66 000; interstate, 1.17 000; and
gcal, 30 000, coming to a total of 213 000. Sir, | always

Rose Garden and Rose Trial Garden whilst providing a seamle )
transition to and from the adjacent historic Botanic Garden. knew that was cloud-cuckoo-land, and you might recall that

It is therefore evident that this capacity needs to be replaced—

§¥hink that is all I need to say, although | could say an awful
more, but | see that time is marching on.
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| obtained the visitation figures for the SA Museum and When the former government came to the Public Works
discovered that the idiots who were advancing this proposa&ommittee and announced in parliament with great fanfaro-
were suggesting that a quarter of the number of people whoade that it was establishing this National Wine Centre and
visit the museum in any one year would pay $11 to go to thébeating the Vics’, one of the great things about it was that
National Wine Centre. That was the minimum. it would be open in time for the Olympic Games. We all
They thought that probably 44 per cent of the number ofecall that the Olympic Games were held in September 2000.
people who visit the museum in a year would pay $11 to g&When was the centre opened? October 2001! They got that
to the National Wine Centre. That can only be described agrong, just as they got everything else wrong. As | said
pure flights of fantasy. Then we have the excuse that whdtefore, this National Wine Centre should have been a good

happened was the— proposition but they let fantasy run away with them and it
Mr Hamilton-Smith: Prove it. grew like topsy and became a disaster that this government
Ms THOMPSON: | have it here. had to fix up in some way. | do not think that we regard this
Mr Hamilton-Smith: No, prove your claim. as a wonderful solution. We are just glad that it is not taking
Ms THOMPSON: Which claim? money away from pensioners, removing concessions for
Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting: electricity or hampering development of decent infrastructure

Ms THOMPSON: Because it was never likely to happen. that would allow this state to grow—infrastructure that

Mr Hamilton-Smith: Where’s your research? Give us the businesses can use, instead of something that is just there to
facts. satisfy somebody’s ego, which is the best | can say for it.

Ms THOMPSON: ‘Where was your research?’ is more | have alot more information here. There are reports in the
the question. This was given to us with the economicCity Messengenf 31 January 2001 about how the wine
analysis. It related to visitation to the Museum, which is acentre had already run out of space. | have talked about the
very popular venue visited by many families. How it was everfact that initially it was to cost $20 million and ended up
expected that the rate of visitation would be comparable isosting $40 million. But | think we need to get on with this
totally beyond me. debate. | have had my say about how this centre was doomed,

Then we heard the excuse for what happened to thedew it was poorly planned by the previous government and
fantasy visitors: they were explained away by what happenedow that government used extraordinarily rubbery figures. |
on 11 September and the Ansett collapse. | have just beato not know how they can possibly criticise this govern-
given a document kindly supplied by our excellent Ministerment’s steady work in everything we do when they let fantasy
for Tourism showing some information about what happenedun away with them so that they could have a nice big centre
during that period. For the 12 months ended December 2008 the parklands.
compared with the previous 12 months ended December
2001, overall room nights occupied increased 6.5 per centin Mr CAICA (Colton): | will be very brief, unlike a lot of
South Australia compared with a 2.4 per cent increas#he previous speakers who suggested they would be brief.
nationally. Demand in the hotel sector in South Australia wasSpeaker after speaker from the opposition has talked tonight
up by 9.5 per cent compared with 1.3 per cent nationallyabout all the things that are seemingly—
Motels and guest houses were up 2 per cent compared with An honourable member interjecting:
1.1 per cent nationally. Serviced apartments were up 12.7 per Mr CAICA: Well, two, but | am sure there will be more.
cent compared with 7.6 per cent nationally. In South Austit is like Groundhog Day The member for Waite talks and
ralia, overall occupancy rates were up from 56 per cent in thtalks about a certain bill as if he is against it and then he
12 months ended December 2001 to 57.6 per cent for th&upports it, and | assume that is what will happen tonight.
12 months ended December 2002, a rise of 1.6 per cenut, to cut a long story short, we heard the member for Waite
Takings from accommodation rose 8 per cent in Soutisuggest (and it was the most ridiculous suggestion) that it is
Australia compared with a rise of 2.1 per cent nationally. Sdhe Labor Party’s fault (the government’s fault, when it was
much for the fact that nobody was coming here because d@f opposition) that the wine centre found itself in the situation
Ansett and terrorism! They were coming here: they just werghat it was in because we talked it down. That is one of the
not going to this peculiar wine centre, which was forevermost ridiculous statements | have ever heard. Then we heard
overblown, over-estimated and the product of somebody’the member for Bragg talk about it being a very good deal for
ego rather than any realistic contribution to our wine industrythe university, and | will touch on that. It is a good deal, and

Going back to the supposed economic analysis which wasis a far better deal than what might have otherwise been the
presented to the Public Works Committee in terms ofcase. But, with respect to the member for Waite, it seems that
revenue, the Wine Encounter admissions for the first year of is our fault that we find the wine centre in the situation it
operations were expected to be $1 564 000. The functioris in today. Some of the things that the member for Waite
were expected to raise $41 000. By the time the centre wasays from time to time | find very hard to believe, and that
open, we were already hearing that the Wine Encounter wagatement is up there with them. The member for Reynell
just a nice experience but how the money would really bdalked very briefly about—
raised was through the functions. Yes, that was about right— The Hon. P.F. Conlon interjecting:
$41 000 a year! Mr CAICA: —thatis right—business cases, and now we

| refer back to the visitor figures and remind members thahave an opposition (and, quite rightly, in opposition) that
the patronage that was anticipated in the first year wapurports to represent business, both large and small. | would
127 000 people minimum to 213 000 people maximum, anthave thought that some type of business case might be done
we have just heard from the member for Bragg who isn respect of the wine centre, and | am sure it was. The
worried that the university might be attracting only 10 000member for Reynell gave some figures that are quite
visitors a year and that they have to let the minister know ifastounding but are obviously not based on fact. The reality
visitor numbers fall below 10 000. We are talking aboutis that it was a bad decision to build the wine centre—a
totally different orders of magnitude. stupid, poor decision, which should never have been made.
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And we are now remedying, as best we can, what was af this whole wine centre fiasco. | would like to share with
stupid decision. Why would you build an iconic wine centrethe house something that happened in my home the other day,
in the parklands? Would it not be best to build it in the wine-because it reminds me of exactly what is going on over there
growing regions? Would you not also take into account then the other side of the chamber.

fact that some type of business analysis would have been My daughter is three years old, and when she came up to
done— me the other day it was evident that something was amiss

The Hon. P.F. Conlon interjecting: with her. There was an awful smell, and | said to her, ‘Is that

Mr CAICA: |do not need your help, Patrick. Would there you?’ She said ‘No, it's not me, and the closer she got the
not have been some type of business analysis that took inteorse it became. It was overpowering. | called my wife in
account projected revenue against visitors that might comand | said, ‘Look; ask her the question.” She asked her, ‘Is
to that centre? It is one of the most ridiculous decisions thathat you? Have you got something in your nappy that we
| have seen. The party that is now in opposition (and quiteshould be dealing with?’ She said ‘No.” We said, ‘Well, can
rightly so) that purports to represent business was unable tou smell it?’ and she said, ‘Yes.’ We said, ‘Well, where’s
put together a decent, proper business case for the wirecoming from?’ She said, ‘It's him,” and she pointed at her
centre. brother, who has not been wearing a nappy for 2% years.

If you want to talk about stupid decisions, we can throw That is exactly what this crowd over here have been doing.
others into the frame. The simple matter is, for the membeThey are pointing over at this side of the house; they are the
for Waite’s benefit, that it was not really the most stupidones who have something in their nappy, and they are the
decision they made when they were in government. There agnes who should be cleaning it up themselves. The fact that
others that rank with it. We can include here the Hindmarshhey have left it to us to clean their nappy is not our problem.
stadium; we might talk about the whole-of-government radiorhey should be saying ‘Thank you. They should be handing
network; and, even, for the benefit— us the baby wipes and cooperating, making this whole painful

Mr Rau interjecting: process a lot easier than it has been, but, no, they are still

Mr CAICA: The TAB, as the member for Enfield points pointing the finger across here. | think you can take a lot of
out. We might also take into account, for the benefit of thecourage and inspiration from what happens among children.
member for Morphett, the Barcoo Outlet, of which theThey can teach us a great deal, and there is very little
honourable member is a great advocate. He suggests thdifference.
from time immemorial that was a great decision, and it might
have been, but the fact is that it was built too early, as he well Dr McFETRIDGE (Morphett): | was going to sit down
knows. So, there is a host of stupid economic decisions thand listen to the diatribe and invective, and | certainly will not
were made by the now opposition when it was in governmenglescend to the level of some of the comments made opposite.
and that is the very reason it now finds itself in opposition. Nobody is perfect. When we came into governmentin 1993,

We heard the member for Waite saying that it was ouive had 10 billion reasons to look forward, not back, and | ask
fault that the wine centre failed. It reminds me a little of thethe members of the government over there to learn from the
film— past and look forward. Do not always point the finger, look

Mr Hamilton-Smith: | didn't say that. for blame or try to hide behind somebody’s else’s unfortunate

Mr CAICA: You said that we were talking it down, and lost opportunities. That is what they are: they are lost
that is one of the reasons it failed. It reminds me of the grea@pportunities. This government cannot look forward and see
Australian film calledrhe CastleHow much did you pay for  the opportunities that this state offers them. They sit over
those jousting sticks? Tell him he is dreaming. The fact is thahere, they interject, they gibe, and they cannot come up with
it was built in the wrong spot. It was a stupid economicanything constructive other than slash and burn and talk
decision. | am glad members opposite will support the billdown. No wonder the wine centre is not going, when you
before us tonight, because they know it is the right thing tdalked about it the way you did. You could have given it half
do. It makes good a very bad economic decision that wag chance. You have had to do backflip after backflip when
embraced by the previous government. For the member fofou have realised your errors. It should not be up to us to
Bragg’s benefit, it might well be a good deal for the keep pointing out your errors. You should be able to move
university, and quite rightly so. The alternative might be thaforward. | just ask that you think. No wonder we need a code
we board the place up, it then never gets used and it becomggconduct in this place. We need to look forward and rise
who knows what thereafter. It was a very poor decision. above it. We need some leadership in this place, and we have

Ms Thompson interjecting: not seen that from anybody on that side tonight.
Mr CAICA: Asthe member for Reynell says, it exhibits _ . .
the poor abilities that you had in government; it is the very Mr BRINDAL (Unley): | am always interested in

reason why you find yourselves in opposition. On this sid@necdotes. | listened with great interest to the member for

of the house, we now have a government that most properglmc'e'd'S anecdote, and | agree with the member for

represents the interests of all, and by putting this bill in placé/orphett. The point to be made about your daughter is that

we are making sure that we retrieve the best of what othefn€ day she will grow up, and when she grows up she will

wise is a very bad decision by the previous government. learn to cope with these things for herself and not make the
same mistake. That is the analogy the member for Morphett

Mr RAU (Enfield): | will be very brief in this, too, is making. I say this constructively—

because there is so little that can sensibly be said about this Ms Thompson interjecting:

whole sorry affair. However, | am prepared to have a go, Mr BRINDAL: And you did the state bank, and never

anyway. It is obvious to me that the opposition has a viewforget it.

that attack is the best form of defence, and that is fair enough; Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:

if | was in their position | would be doing that, too. They have  Mr BRINDAL: | say constructively to the member for

a great deal to defend, because they made such a shemoz¥lest Torrens that perhaps so have we learnt from our
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mistakes, and you on that side of the chamber are now twgovernment does not always get it 100 per cent right.
years in government. You are the government of SoutlHowever, whether we or members opposite are in govern-
Australia; it is your responsibility. As the member for ment, we all try to do the right thing and, whether or not we
Morphett said, it is quite honestly a bit churlish of you andget it right, | do not think that we look for the crass commer-
a bit tiring for us to sit in this place day after day and have acial purpose. However, the university is trying to operate
government whose prime excuse is, ‘You did it; therefore itunder the current financial constraints, and university
doesn’t matter if we're doing it.’ councils are less inclined to the word ‘crass’ and more
Mr Caica: No; ‘You did it; we’ll fix it. inclined to the word ‘commercial’; and, as they want a
Mr BRINDAL: There will come a time, and God grant commercial result, ‘crass’ tends to become a very secondary
that it comes soon, when you will take responsibility for yourconsideration.
actions as the elected government of this state and not be able As my colleague the shadow minister has said, we support
to fall back on blaming us because we were once inhis legislation but, as with the River Murray measure, the
government. opposition has the right to say to the government, ‘You
The only point I want to make in this contribution is that should think about this, because, as we made mistakes—
| have a lot of Sympathy with what was said by my COIIeague. Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:
I am not quite sure whether the wine centre had wrong \r BRINDAL: | know that. The government should
planning or whether it never really stood a chance. | do nofo;__
know, and it is too late to—
Members interjecting:
Mr BRINDAL: No; | am saying as a personal point of

Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:
Mr BRINDAL: The member for West Torrens says that

view that | am not sure, and | do not want to go there, but government should not run bu5|nes§es. In many ways, |
agree with the member for Morphett. What worries me abouf9ree- When he quotes things we got rid of Wh'.Ch he reqkons
this legislation is a serious concern; we are leasing thid/€ Should notrun, I will repeat that remark to him. Notwith-

building to the University of Adelaide for 40 years. In a standing that, we might have made some mistakes when we

sense, that is fine and it is a very good deal. | would not mind/S'€ In government, but we are trying to learn from those

having the deal the university has, quite frankly, and if theand’ as an opposition, it is our job to say to you, as the current

minister likes to offer it to me on the same conditions | thinkg°Vernment, ‘You are giving a lease, and it will allow the
I could make it work. Having said that— following things to occur, some of which you might not want

Ms Thompson interjecting: to occur.” We are alerting you to that fact. You have the

Mr BRINDAL: Go and buy some more henna IOIeasenumbers. Itis all very well to tell us to move amendments,
Having said that, what worries me is the capacity within thebUt we cannot do so unless you vote for them. You have the

lease for the University of Adelaide to sublease on its ow u_mber_s, and you have the respon3|blllty. If you give the
terms and conditions. One of the points that member niversity unfettered use of the wine centre and it is abused,

opposite made to us as members of the opposition—and e consequences will fall upon you and not us. The Speaker

think with some validity—is that, because it was an iconic' I thé chair, and no-one complained, warned or cajoled
building, we chose to predicate to a wine centre an area whidiore about the leisure centre than he did, and he spoke about
most people think is parklands in South Australia. A valid't until the cows came home.

question raised by the opposition at that time was whether we Members interjecting: _

should have been doing this with a piece of the parklands. We Mr BRINDAL: It might have been. Was he right? Was
are leasing to the University of Adelaide this iconic buildinghe wrong? | am not sure, but the government of the day chose
because’ apparenﬂy, for one reason or another’ it is n(ﬁpt to listen to the Speaker. Wha?ever he Sald, the government
working as a wine centre. That is fine, because the universig“ose not to listen. Therefore, it falls on the government's
already occupies part of North Terrace, and a university is Bead. Today, the government can choose not to listen to me,
reasonable use of a building that, after all, is there, but | arf? any of my colleagues, or to anything that is said, but at
not so sure that | think the ability of the university council to least it is being said. Just as the Speaker, if something went
lease that building for any purpose at all without referencévrong in regard to the leisure centre, could say, ‘Well, I told
back to the Treasurer or this parliament is a good use of langPu S0, so the opposition can say, ‘If this goes wrong—
which, after all, is parklands in South Australia. What will ~ Mr Koutsantonis: You can wash your hands of it.
members opposite say if, having passed this bill tonight, Mr BRINDAL: Itis not a matter of washing our hands.

because they have to fix the problem— All we can do in a democracy and in this chamber is put a
Mr Koutsantonis interjecting: point of view. It is then for the majority of the members of
Mr BRINDAL: But you are the government. You are this chamber to decide whose point of view is right. As the

putting it— Speaker has pointed out, it is unfortunate that, because of the
Mr Koutsantonis interjecting: partisan nature of this chamber, often people are not persuad-

Mr BRINDAL: | understand that, member for West ed by commonsense, eloquence or even intellectual merit.
Torrens. However, | ask: what will you do? What will we say They are persuaded because, in the caucus, the executive
as a parliament and what will you say as a government to thgovernment told them, ‘This is what it is necessary to do.’
people of South Australia if the university council uses thelLet'’s face it—that is the reality of both sides of the house.
wine centre for some crass commercial purpose with whichVhat this chamber still has (and, hopefully, as long as | am
no-one, including all the members of this chamber, agreedtere, will retain) is at least the ability for every member to
The terms of the lease are such— express a point of view and, if that point of view is right but

Mr Rau interjecting: is ignored by the rest of the chamber, hopefully, somebody

Mr BRINDAL: The member for Enfield says that we readingHansardin the future (and perhaps even some of the
could not find a crass commercial purpose. From time tgublic) will say, ‘That member was, in fact, right, and the
time, we do the wrong thing in this place and whoever is ingovernment was a fool.’
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So, you can take or leave the contributions from me, théng them on how good government should be provided in this
members for Morphett and Waite, or from any of the otherstate, that is a role | am prepared to fulfil.
members on either side of the house, but the government Mr Hamilton-Smith: You're getting a return of half of
wears the consequences, and all we can do is advise. 1 per cent.

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Now they are saying that | am

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Treasurer): | am sorely getting a return on investment of less than 1% per cent.
tempted to spend a considerable amount of time walking Mr Hamilton-Smith: No; one-half of 1 per cent.
members through what has been nothing but an unmitigated The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Less than one-half of 1 per cent.
disaster—the National Wine Centre. To hear the member faFair dinkum! If | could break even | would be laughing. If we
Waite tonight was truly breathtaking. | thought the membeicould break even | would be doing cartwheels, but we could
for Waite had business acumen, given that he has, in got, because the return on investment was about minus 10 or

previous life, run a childcare centre. 20 per cent a year. Can you have a negative return? | do not
Mr Hamilton-Smith: Six! know how that is expressed, so | will have to ask my advisers
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Six childcare centres. for the correct expression of a negative return on investment.
Mr Koutsantonis: And defended our nation! However, this investment did that—it was losing buckets. Let

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: And defended our nation, and us not forget how this baby was born.
| can sleep at night. | was just thinking of the Jack Nicholson My colleague the member for Reynell spoke eloquently
film A Few Good Men about a lot of the history and about the fundamental flaws in
Ms Bedford: ‘“You can't handle the truth!’ the business plan. It needed, | think, about 175 000 people a
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: ‘You can't handle the truth!” year to go through the exhibition in order to make a modest
We need people like him. We all slept well when Colonelprofit—profit’ is probably too loose a term; some form of
Hamilton-Smith was bravely defending our freedom. On thissurplus—but they were averaging about 30 000 or 40 000,
matter, | have to take exception with the member for Waitefrom memory. No-one would fork out the price to go to it,
and | cannot help but think that there was not a lot of innewyear after year after year. There was some concept of people
belief in what he was saying. | had the feeling that he wagetting in from around the world to visit the National Wine
somewhat going through the motions as he embarked upa@entre. If they wanted to see the wine industry in this state
an impressive opening start as a shadow minister, albeit thédey would go to Mclaren Vale, the Barossa, the Coonawarra
he had the opportunity briefly to serve as a minister beforer Clare.
the Liberal Party lost the election. Mr Koutsantonis: Build it and they will come.
| am looking at some advice that | was given when | came The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Field of Dreams—exactly. |
to office regarding what we thought the losses of the Nationadlon’t think Kevin Costner was the lead actor in this one.
Wine Centre would be on optimistic, realistic and pessimisti®uild it, they did, but did they come? No, they did not. It did
bases. For the five-year projection that | was given, in theot matter what they did, clearly it was going to cause a
most optimistic scenario the centre would lose $12% millionproblem. At the end of the day, what was this thing called the
in the realistic scenario, $13.3 million; and in the pessimistidNational Wine Centre? What was the great value that it added
scenario (and why would you want to take a pessimistito our state? It is a building. | quite like the architecture—it
position on the National Wine Centre?), $14.674 million. is the style of architecture | like—but itis a building: it is not
Mr Hamilton-Smith: You believe those figures, do you? just four walls, it has round things, and all different shapes.
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: The honourable member is But it is a building: office space for the wine industry. That
asking whether | believe those figures. The member for Waites fine—let us build office space—but it is a function centre.
cannot escape the fact that the National Wine Centre had a Under the business plan and the model that the member
fundamentally flawed business plan from day one. Foobpposite keeps saying we should have adopted—Bruce Carter
whatever reason, the bureaucrats and the business peopleaad his team at Ferrier's looked at this—we could have
whoever was behind the wine centre, signed up to a businessitsourced it to the private sector, but it would have been
plan that was fundamentally flawed. nothing more than another venue. Where would they have
Mr Hamilton-Smith: Why didn’t you change it? taken the business from? For the National Wine Centre to be
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: The honourable member asks successful as a function centre, from whom would they have
why didn’t we change it. Do you know why we did not? taken the business? The Convention Centre, the Festival
Because we could not. Statements were made that the wii@entre or the Entertainment Centre. It would have been the
centre was undercapitalised. What is meant by ‘undercapitgovernment cannibalising itself to make this thing work. |
lised'? We spent $40 million on the wine centre. Arereckon thatthe state government owns more knives and forks
members opposite suggesting that we should have speint this town than any hotel chain. We have more function
more? As a community, should we have spent more? centres, more kitchens, more venues than any other show in
Under any scenario, the wine centre could not break evemown. The Art Gallery has a little restaurant out the back.
It lost money, so were we to capitalise it? Does that simplyThat is another one from which we would have taken
mean that we should have increased the subsidy and thatlosiness.
properly capitalise it would have been to give it $3 miliona  Ms Bedford: It's beautiful.
year? That is not capitalising: that is subsidising. | make no The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: I'm sure itis.
apologies, because this Labor government is not in the Mr Koutsantonis: Bigger than Fasta Pasta.
business of subsidising ventures such as the wine centre. That The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Bigger than Fasta Pasta, says
may have been the way of the damp, wet Liberal governmentny colleague. Is that really the business the government
but we are not a damp, wet Liberal government: we are ahould be in when the Entertainment Centre struggles to
Labor government that is fiscally responsible and not intanake a profit and the Festival Centre is running at a deficit?
subsidising things that do not work. That is a foreign conceptdo not know about the Art Gallery, but | reckon it would be
to members opposite, and if | have to assist them by educaltalf right to suggest that it is about to break even or maybe



Tuesday 15 July 2003 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 3673

it makes a profit. At the end of the day, what did the Wineend of the day no-one is going to it, | do not think it would
Centre do? It had holograms of Wolf Blass, Max Schuberbe unreasonable for us to relax our earlier position of wanting
and others. it to be kept open and say: best endeavours. | do not care too
I, for one, have never quite seen what the Wine Centrenuch about the exhibition—if it works, that is good—but |
was supposed to deliver in terms of value adding to the widetannot expect the university to run the exhibition forever, to
community. What | do know as the financial minister of thismaintain it and refurbish it, if no-one is to use it. That would
government is that | was not prepared to support a venturee silly. So, we will have ‘best endeavours’ on that.
which haemorrhaged $3 million a year. Criticise me if you The physical asset will now become an asset of the
do not like the fact that | do not want to lose money. As thisuniversity owned by the government but leased for a long
Labor government continues to forge ahead with the best seeriod of time to the university. I, for one, would be pleased
of figures, the best balance sheet, the best budgetary managewalk down their on a weekday and see hundreds of young
ment that the state has seen in decades, | am prepared to ®quth Australians learning about wine, allowing the physical
the criticism from the damp, wet Liberals opposite, the bigasset to reach its full potential. | think that would be an
spending, subsidising governments of the past. That is theutstanding use of the centre, one that should have been
guys opposite: the governments of the past. They spend ardnsidered much earlier in the piece.
spend and spend. Let’s not worry about tomorrow; let's live | could go on forever talking about the history of the
for today: that is the motto of members opposite, but that ifNational Wine Centre and the role of its former general
not the way of this government. manager, a former staff member of a government minister—
Mr Koutsantonis: Credit card Liberals. Mr Koutsantonis: Who was that?
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Credit card Liberals; that's a The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | won't go into names.
good line. It did not matter what | did; | had to find awayto ~ Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting:
make this thing work. There was one idea which | thinkwas The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No, she was the general
a really good idea—it was suggested to me by a number ahanager. We could talk about the marketing manager who
very senior public servants. Again with the assistance ofthink was suing the government at one stage. We could talk
Ferrier's we looked at asking the wine industry to take itabout Kate Ceberano coming in from LA.
over. We negotiated an arrangement with the wine industry Mr Koutsantonis: How much did that cost?
for which | was roundly criticised by, | think the Hon. Rob ~ The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: It was $84 000 for the official
Lucas, from memory—I might be wrong—for doing too good gala opening dinner, including a $25 000 fee for Kate
a deal with the wine industry to allow it to take over the Ceberano for two or three songs, and then back on her
running of the centre. business class flight to LA. It was $186 674 for weekend
I remember that day in London when | was about to getctivities, including: public entertainment, security, staging,
on a train to go to a meeting. | had a phone call from thegables and chairs, management fees, and wet weather
Winemakers Federation to say: ‘Sorry, Treasurer, we canjprovisions. The sum of $50 000 was spent on a public open
make a go of this, we'd like to give it back to you.” Within day, a sponsors’ dinner and general tourism briefings; and
three months they could not make a go of it. This is theb24 000 was spent on interstate media briefings for New
industry for which the centre was developed. | gave them th8outh Wales, Victoria and WA. There was no boundary to the
centre for a peppercorn rental, and they could not make a gexcesses of expenditure used by the management and staff
at it—because the concept was fundamentally flawed. Thegnd those involved in the centre. That is all history now. Let
acknowledged that after three months they could not makews put that behind us.
go of it. | want to congratulate the University of Adelaide,
So we asked Ferrier’s to go back in and have a good harrofessor McWha and his people for negotiating a very good
look at our options. A couple of options emerged, one ofdeal. The member for Bragg said that it is a very good deal
which was to outsource. | have just been through why yoand somehow the taxpayer loses out. | find that amusing from
would not want to set up a venue in competition with thesomebody—
government. Why would we want to take the residual risk of Mr Koutsantonis: TAB!
simply doing nothing more than operate a function centre The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: In fairness to the member for
with Mario Maiolo, or we could have had Chunky CustardBragg, she was on the TAB board, but the government shut
there on a Friday night. her and the board out when it came to the selling process.
Mr Koutsantonis: Elvis impersonators. However, the TAB deal was a doozey, but that was not the
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Or Elvis impersonators. Butis fault of the member for Bragg. It is an outstanding deal for
that really the business of governments? | did not think sathe University of Adelaide and for the government because
Mr Speaker. | know that you are somewhat of an Elvis fanwe get rid of a lemon. We get rid of a lemon that was costing
No? | apologise for misleading the house. We did not thinkhe taxpayer millions, and we are turning it into a productive
that was smart. Then the concept emerged of utilising it as thesset for the benefit of this state. That is a great deal. The
Adelaide university campus. That grabbed me immediatelyniversity has shown courage, foresight and good common-
Why? Because it did not cost as much, we would save somgense in striking this deal.
money, but what really struck me about that proposal was that | also put on the public record that the government
it attempted to deliver the original vision, which I thought welcomes the support of the government officers involved—
was to add value to the wine industry in the state, not simplyand there are too many to name—as well as the officers of the
to have a glorified venue. staff of Ferrier Hodgson, many of whom are with us tonight.
The concept of the university campus works—and itBruce, Martin and others from Ferriers who have done an
works well—because it turns it into a living campus, a venueoutstanding job in getting a final solution to the ongoing
that can offer great facilities for the teaching of winemaking,problems of the Wine Centre are to be commended for their
and ‘The Wine Experience’. The university will endeavourwork. As | said to all the officers in Treasury and elsewhere
to keep the exhibition going for as long as it can, but if at than government who have assisted, it is a good deal and a good
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outcome, and it has been a long time coming. There haveent, aligned with what is taught at the Waite Institute to
been a few hiccups along the way, and | appreciate the fachake it work, by challenging the brighter students from both
that, notwithstanding some of the comments of memberplaces to constantly review what is done there and to make
opposite, the opposition will be in support of the bill. I look recommendations as an exercise in the course of their course
forward to its speedy passage. work as to how the current commercial practices can be

Bill read a second time. improved. To my mind, that is a challenge that the university

The SPEAKER: The point | make in the course of my should address and, if it does so, it as an institution will not
remarks is quite simply that, as | suspected at the time, thisnly be a big winner but so will South Australia, because its
was more about personality relationships than it was aboutame as the institution running the centre will be up in lights,
planning for the wine industry. It ignored the proposition thatas well as South Australia’s being seen as a destination for
had originally been put about the need for a wine museum ibackpackers to come to get a taste of each of the wide range
South Australia that could have been located at Magill, anaf varieties and styles of wines, at an affordable price, so that
set about building a palace. It was always a concern to miney will know the difference between shiraz, cabernet
that there was never adequate parking, in my judgment, isauvignon, merlot, zinfandel, and so on, along with the same
any way relevant in its location to the facility. That meant thatthing in the dry white wines, as well as the sparkling and the
patrons would have to walk far too great a distance to gesweet wines, all of which cannot be obtained in any other
there; there was an inappropriate arrangement for public busngle institution or any place on earth. That is what we
access and tourist bus access to the immediate messuagesbbuld have been marketing, and that is what can now be
the building to get large numbers of people to go there amarketed. | still say the government has some responsibility
patrons, anyway; and proper arrangements could have bethrough the Department of Tourism to assist in that thrust. It
made for a bus like the Bee-Line or the C Line to regularlymakes the rest of the world aware of the uniqueness of what
stop in front of the centre for a considerable period of timewe can offer.
throughout the day and connect not only to the North Terrace Altogether, though, | commend the Treasurer for finding
precincts where up-market accommodation is provided bua way out of the haemorrhage which the taxpayer was
more particularly to the backpacking precincts in the city.suffering in consequence of the ineptitude with which the
That is where the business should have come from. commercial management of the place had been designed, and

Let me place on the record my own simplistic analysis. lin spite of changes perpetuated it did not succeed. This way
use the term ‘simplistic’ and state it so deliberately, becausat least, the taxpayers are not haemorrhaging, and the young
it is not without sophistication and easy to understand thagnd best brains in not only wine marketing but also winemak-
had we set out to provide an experience for backpackers img, as well as in business management, can get together and
this city (which we deliberately did not do but should havedo the sorts of things to which other members have alluded
done), the revenue that could have been generated woudshd to which | have expressly addressed myself in the course
easily have exceeded $2 million a year above what has beafimy remarks. | thank the house for its attention.
generated by marketing it on the basis that, were there to be In committee.

a helping, in a small recyclable glass or throw-away plastic Clause 1.

tumbler, of 50 millilitres of wine, with about 50 grams of Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  The title of the bill is the
three different types of food presented in a buffet styleNational Wine Centre (Restructuring and Leasing Arrange-
enabling backpackers to come in there, buy four such samplesents) (University of Adelaide) Amendment Bill, the
of wine and buy four such selections of food that went withemphasis being on ‘National Wine Centre’. Will the Treasur-
each of those wines, and retire to a stool next to a bench witkr assure the committee that the name of the facility will
their friends and enjoy the experience for $7.50, the contriburemain the ‘National Wine Centre’? Is that predicated in the
tion margin on that, on my calculation, is pretty accuratelylease agreement? Is there any way that, subsequently, the
around $4. With $30 having been spent in that fashiongentre could change its name?

automatic admission to the exhibition centre could and should The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am advised that the lease
have been achieved. That would have generated the revenpmvides for the university to take the name ‘National Wine
and the attendance that would have made the centre a vialllentre’ as part of the intellectual property in the transaction,
proposition. but they are not obliged to keep it as ‘National Wine Centre'.

However, the people charged with the responsibility ofQuite frankly, | could not care what they call it.
developing the market plan were, in my judgment, really Clause passed.
unfortunately up-market snobs, who believed that the wine Clauses 2 and 3 passed.
industry needed to project itself through the National Wine Clause 4.

Centre as elitist. That was the big mistake. We will rue the MrHAMILTON-SMITH:  Subclause (1) provides for the
day that we chose to approach it on that basis as the worldine centre to be used ‘as a facility for tertiary education
approaches an excess of wine over and above the capacity famograms, and scientific or other research, relating to wine’.
consumption. South Australia could have provided to thawill the Treasurer confirm that it is possible for the univer-
world’s backpackers, who are the wealthy of tomorrow fromsity to sublease 75 per cent of the wine centre for a purpose
the various countries from which they come, the benchmarkot related to this clause, that is, for scientific or other
and the yardstick by which the rest of the world’'s winesresearch relating to wine? Will the Treasurer also explain any
would have been measured. That would have stood us itonstraints or restrictions that might apply to that 75 per cent
good stead as we go into a surplus of production over demaraf use? Could it be provided to McDonald’s, a car yard, a
during the next two decades. motor mechanic or for machine engineering?

Altogether, it is an opportunity that so far has been missed, The CHAIRMAN: | need to point out to the member for
but it is not too late to do something about it. | believe theWaite that he is entitled to three questions on clause 4, even
university probably has the spectrum of professional skillgshough it is in two parts. The chair is sometimes more
within its various faculties, particularly in business managetolerant.
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The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Quite a bit of it is already members opposite have more front than David Jones. | am
sublet, but the letting must be in keeping with the legislatioradvised that the approximate cost is in the order of $60 000
in terms of the permitted use of the venue under legislatiortp $70 000.
which is as a wine centre or for university purposes. It could Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: Taking that figure into
not become a car yard or McDonald’s. It could become account, could the Treasurer—and if he is not able to provide
restaurant. But my care factor is nil. it now, later will suffice—also indicate what the total accrual

Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting: costs have been for the centre from the time of the wine-

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No, it has to be under the makers notifying him of their decision not to continue until
purpose of the act. It must be as a National Wine Centre anow? What has it cost us to hold off for this period—

a university facility. | would not have thought that leasing it  The Hon. K.O. Foley: What do you mean by ‘accrual’?
out to Hungry Jack’s would meet any of those definitions, MrHAMILTON-SMITH: In total terms. | am taking
unless you have a burger and a champers. The university hiago account the depreciation, all the costs associated with
some degree of flexibility as to how it will use the venue overholding the building, holding the facility on the books, and
time, provided it keeps to the definition of the act, that is,so on. Taking all costs into account, can we determine what
purposes as a wine centre or part of the learning institutiorthe total financial cost is for the taxpayer?

Without wanting be to too flippant, the care factor fromme The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am happy to get all that

is nil. information for the member and try to work out what it was

Ms CHAPMAN: Does the Treasurer agree that section 3hat the member is after in terms of the final cost. We will do
of the current act, which we have heard is yet to be proall that. What we will also do is provide a table of what it
claimed, but which we are effectively amending today, willwould have cost had we kept it going, because, as | said
leave in subparagraphs (i), (i), (i) and (iv). Paragraph (iv)previously, the projected losses over five years were poten-
provides: tially as high as $14.5 million, from memory—an extraordi-

to provide facilities and amenities for public use and enjoymentarily large amount of money simply poured down the drain
In fact, it could incorporate any other kind of activity, not had the thing been allowed to continue. As | said from the

specifically related to wine, because it is as broad as tSUtset’ when you stripped away at the thing and tried to work

provide facilities and amenities for public use and enjoyment\?vlgs\’;h\?etrmaes ilttiv;grae le;sclt?c?r?i’eln?rrg' g%ﬁ?;f;ggﬁgig; ??Na:[s
It could provide facilities for a chess club or a sporting ! '

> o > . . X not making any money.
facility, or some other activity the university might find of .

. - . : : : Ms CHAPMAN: Was the amendment to section 5 at the
benefit to their use; or, indeed, it could provide for sublettlngrequest of the university and agreed to by the government, or
pUrposes. . - the other way around?

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No. It must be dedicated for the The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am advised that it was a matter
purpose of a wine cen.tre. Subpgragrgph (i) provides: _that was subject to negotiations between the two parties and
to develop and provide for public enjoyment and educatlon8n advice from parliamentary counsel
exhibits, working models, tastings, classes and other facilities an Ms CHAPMAN: | have a supplerﬁentary question. |
activities relating to wine, wine production. . . - : it h -
We are am n(?in it to all er[h functions to remain. an ppreciate the Treasurer’s indicating that it had the blessing
€ are amending It to allow those functions to remain, a f negotiations, but was this clause incorporated at the request
then amending it so that the university can also have educgg 4, university?

tional uses for the venue. .
i . The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | do not know. We were five
Ms CHAPMAN: Would you not agree that, by leaving minutes away from closing this centre and boarding it up. In

in the provision ‘to provide facilities and amenities for public " o4 \we were able to reach an outcome that saves the
use and enjoyment’, it could allow other facilities? It does not .\ .« on which the honourable member’s government wasted
have to be currently within the terms of the University of$40 million and which set up future governments to lose
Adelaide Act. . . _ $3.5 million a year. That is what | was left with. We now
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No, because itis dedicated for 56 something that will cost us very little and maintain a
the purpose of a wine centre. It provides: use. Whether we or the university wanted the clause, | do not

(i)  to develop and provide for public enjoyment [for] know and, frankly, | do not care.
activities relating to wine, wine production and wine 1o Chz’ipman i’nterjecting'

appreciation; and

(i)  to promote the qualities of the Australian wine. . . The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No, | will get the honourable
(i) to encourage people to visit the wine regions. . . member the answer. We will go through the records and find
(iv) to provide facilities and amenities for public use and out who asked for that clause and, yippee, if it was the
enjoyment. . . university.
In the context of what has been said, no, that would not be the Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | take up that last point which
potential. was offered by the Treasurer and which, frankly, was

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  What is the total cost to the nonsense. To argue that it was going to cost $3.5 million per
government of paying out the termination payments, employyear for the next 50 years assumes that the Treasurer would
ee entitlements, and other personnel costs, that have beba a totally incompetent manager of the centre. It assumes
agreed to by government in its lease with the university? Deohat the Treasurer would not do any marketing, nothing to
we know what the total bill will be? improve the business basics of the centre and nothing to

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: We can get that information, but correct the business plan. It demonstrates a complete lack of
| have to say this is a bit odd. This would be like me, whenknowledge as to how to operate a business. | assume that the
the former government wanted to sell SGIC, getting up andreasurer would acknowledge—
defending SGIC, saying, ‘Why are you wanting to sell Members interjecting:

SGIC?’ or ‘Why are you wanting to relieve the state of the The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Wright and
enormous financial burden that SGIC was?’ Honestlythe Minister for Government Enterprises will come to order!
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Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: I note from documents to his earlier report, quite frankly, Mr Kowalick is too busy
obtained under FOI that the Treasurer has received advia present doing a number of things, including giving this
from his own department that, because the centre had begovernment some advice on how we will move forward with
opened for only a few months, it was completely unrealistidhe information technology contract that we have to sort
to base any financial projections on the trading periodthrough. I think it would be a waste of time, a waste of money
particularly as the advice given to him by his own staff notedand of no relevance at all to have Mr Kowalick, or anyone,
11 September and the Ansett collapse. The figure upon whiateview what has been a tale of woe in terms of a bungled
the Treasurer has based this assumption of liability is basdulisiness venture by the failed Liberal government of the past.
on a totally unrealistic trading period. Clause passed.

Putting that aside, will the Treasurer agree to publicly Clause 5.

release or table in parliament the Carter report, even if it \ms CHAPMAN: | have two questions on this matter.

needs to have certain sections omitted? The Kowalick repoti/as this amendment sought by the university, or by the
estimated a $42 million benefit to the state economy. | nOt&overnment’? In the event that the minister is not familiar with
from documents released under FOI that Treasury stathat part of the negotiations, consistent with the previous

questioned some aspects of that. Will the Treasurer now agregyyse, will he indicate that he will make that information
to engage Kowalick to review that in the light of the new gyailable on inquiry?

arrangement, and tell us what the benefit to South Australia The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am told that yes, it was
will be under the government’s new plan so that we CaNequested by the university. | can own up to that.

compare the benefits that we as a state will experience nNow ;¢ cAPMAN: The second matter relates to compensa-
S\%Tg’fred to what was envisaged had things remained as thgy, havable to the University of Adelaide provided for in
y : . . paragraph 9.2 of the lease. This is in circumstances where the

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: It re"?'”ds me ofthatday inthe gya1e of South Australia resumed the property and, of course,
Economic and Finance Committee when the member fof...4ingly, terminated the lease entitiement, up to 40 years
Waite walked in proudly with his new masters degree from, .\, \nder this clause. Can the Treasurer explain how that
the university and my colleague nicknamed him ‘Homeryq 1 0ensation is to be calculated? I note a dispute resolution
Greenspan'. | have to say this to the member for Waite: thﬁrocedure set out subsequently in the lease which establishes
suggestlon.that— - . the process for agreement (paragraph 10, principally) but

Mr Hamilton-Smith: Just answer the question. there does not appear to be any indication as to how the

'_I'he Hon. K.O. FOLEY: NO: | am. The member for compensation is to be calculated and, in particular, whether
Waite said words to this effect, ‘Are you suggesting that youyy j ¢ pe simply a direct loss to the government. Of course,

c?uld not “:jn the dwme centlzje; y?u ccl)(uld not th.Jtr?n‘ t:g blfs![nle this is an asset which arguably has a value to the university,
plan around, and you couid not make a profit=" AbSOIUElY - 5y other tenant, at a commercial rate.

guilty. I reckon it is a fair bet that government could not have The Hon. K.O. FOLEY" This is a clause that will stand

Irun the National Wine Centre, and | know that because thfhe test of time. | cannot be too flippant in this answer, but |
ast lot could not do so—the last lot made an absolute mess o id be very surprised if | ever wanted to resume the
of it. Ithad set up the centre in such away that | do not thimN tional Wine Centre. It would have to be an extraordinary
any government could have turned that business plan arou urse of events for 'me to want to resume control of the
without great risk. Excuse me if | am the odd person OuElational Wine Centre. But, | am advised that there is a

when it comes to your side of politics, but | reckon there ar rocess in place if the government needed to, wished to
some businesses_ that governments should not be in, and ?g'c?ught to or had to take it back. There would héve to be an,
;g\n/g?r?r;g;:hsixlr:jen%ﬁ%;eir\:v ish%genzugﬁsﬁlu;slgisgrfg?; ti%?fer; there is a mediation process; then expert advice on
Yes, | agree | was not cénfident in fact | was almostdlspute resolution is sought. If all that fails, and only then, we
> P twould revert to the Land Acquisition Act to get it back. But
certain that government could not run it. The honourabledo not hold your breath in terms of my ever wanting to

member might have been better at it than I, but from looking, . . e it They would have to do something entirely wrong.
at the record they were pretty lousy. However, if the wet, Ms Chapman: You might not be the Treasurer then.

damp Liberals who sit opposite want to give more money to . .
P PP 9 y The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: No, | am saying | might not be.

pumping up the economy, priming the economy, subsidisin
the economy, dishing money out—spend today and worrimay be z_in_other treasurer, maybe your treasurer.herel
e go! This is Homer Greenspan'’s clause, the member for

about it tomorrow, or whatever it is—and if that is how the '~ 3% :

member for Waite wants to run government, then work on i'[,W"J“u,as clausg. _Thg L!beral Party can go to the next state

and we will take our agendas to the next election. This is no@lgctlon promising in its platform to acquire the National

the way of this government. We are out of the wine centre’/ine Centre. The cat is now out of the bag. The agenda of

business, and we will keep out of the wine centre busines@ LiPeral government would be to reacquire the National
As for the Carter report, | am quite relaxed about that"VIn€ Centre. Go for it! We will argue that one at the next

What we will do is check that there is nothing in the report&l€ction. . _

that is commercially sensitive to any participants and, if there . Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Could the minister confirm

is, | will look at having a confidential briefing for the his earlier rgmarks regarding the exhibition? | am readmg

honourable member. If it can be made public, | will make itffom the minister's press release of 18 February 2003 in

public. | have nothing to hide. | am proud of the work thatWhich he stated:

Ferriers have done: it is good work. My officers in Treasury  This exciting development will not exclude the wider community.

and Finance have also done a good job. The work done by tHée university will maintain the public exhibition and even intends

- - . 0 lower the entry fee from $11 to $8.50. It will also continue to
team has been very good. There is nothing by which w ake the centre available for functions (outside teaching hours) and

would in any way be embarrassed—indeed, quite theyill modify the existing public car parking to improve access to the
opposite. As for Mr Kowalick doing some sort of postscript centre.
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Given the minister’s earlier remarks, can he confirm thaetc. | want to get the minister’s acknowledgment that the
there is no commitment by the government to keep thevhole of the National Wine Centre could be sublet by the
display open (I think this was the thrust of his earlieruniversity. Secondly, | note that clause 6(4), concerning the
remarks) and | note that paragraph 5.4 of the lease statesadoption of subleases, provides that if this lease ends—that
regard to shutdown: is, the lease between the Treasurer and the university—for
(a) If the number of visitors falls below 7 500 in aggregate in any@ny reason other than a termination due to the university’s
two quarters in the year, the university may shut down and ceasgefault and any sublease of this lease subsist immediately
operating the exhibition without any need to give reasons to th¢yefore the end of this lease, then the Treasurer will adopt any
Treasurer. . . _sublease that the university or the relevant sublessee requests
(b) The university must give the Treasurer no less than 20 busme?ﬁe Treasurer to adobt for the reminder of the term of the
days’ notice prior to the shutdown. \aop . e
. ) . _Sublease. | am trying to establish whether, if in six months
So, can the Deputy Premier confirm that there is no commitgne the university decides it wants to sublet 100 per cent of
ment to the continued operation of the centre—except thatih o \wine Centre to ABC Pty Ltd and subsequently for some
note in paragraph 5.3 the Treasurer requires the university {550 the university decides it wants to cancel its arrange-
notify him if visitor numbers fall below'3 750 in any quarter? ment with the government and somehow or other backs out,
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: As | said on 11July, the the Treasurer will accept in full that sublease that the
exhibition will remain open to the public, and the university university has entered into with ABC Pty Ltd for the 40 years
is exploring avenues to enhance its presence. In paragraph %&eciﬁed in the act. Is that the arrangement? Will the

the lease states: Treasurer clarify that?
The university will notify the Treasurer if the number of visitors The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am told that if it is more than
falls below 3 750 in any one quarter. 75 per cent it will require the approval of the Treasurer of the

And then paragraph 5.4 states, under the heading ‘Shutdownlay.
(a) If the number of visitors falls below 7 500 in aggregate in any ~Ms Chapman interjecting:
two quarters in the year, the university may shut down and cease  The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Yes, provided the sublessee or

ﬁ’.perating the exhibition without any need to give reasons to theyiher persons are, in the reasonable opinion of the university.
reasurer. ’ y

(b) The university must give the Treasurer no less than 20 busine&o!vent: reputa}ble. and othervvi'se able to carry out the
days'— university’s obligations under this lease. Let us remember

twhat those obligations are: to operate it as a wine centre for
)}he purpose of the act or for university purposes. So, they
cannot sublease it to Jarvis Ford, for example, or to Mario
Maiolo.

Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting:

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Yes, if it is consistent with the

prior notice of the shutdown of the exhibition. If they canno
get 7 500 visitors in aggregate in any two quarters, wh
would they keep it open?

Mr Hamilton-Smith: There is no—

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: When | referred to my press

release earlier, that was Professor McWha's quote, not min?éase and approved by me or the Treasurer of the day, if the

| repeat it: Professor McWha states: . . X
P - . . . . Treasurer of the day is of the view that that is what the
The exhibition will remain open to the public, and the university Treasurer of the day wants to do

's exploring avenues to enhance its presence. . The Hon. P.F. Conlon:Pity the first deal didn't get this

| am aware of some of the work they are doing. They wankr,tiny when you threw the $40 million away. Pity you
more people to go through it. We want more people t0 9%iqn't do a bit of due diligence then.

through it—that is why we put in initiatives such as the wine The CHAIRMAN: Order!

walking trail, and we are doing a number of things to assist ' )
the university. They will come up with their own initiatives ] .
to generate more interest but, if after all that and all their__1 "€ CHAIRMAN: Order! The Minister for Government
initiatives, they still cannot get people to go to it, why would ENETPrises is not answering the questions. _
they have to keep it open, maintain it, spend money onitand 1he Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Does that answer the question?
refurbish it in three or four years’ time? Come on; getreal! MrHAMILTON-SMITH:  Could the minister tell us

The Hon. P.F. Conlon:l guess you've learnt your lesson.

Either this thing works or it does not. whether he has any expectation? Flowing on from the Carter
report, has any applicant or interested party indicated to the

The Hon. P.F. CONLON (Minister for Infrastructure): Treasurer or, as far as he is aware, to the university, of any

| move: plan to sublease that might already be in train or in the wings?

That the time for moving the adjournment of the house belS there anything already milling about there in the way of a
extended beyond 10 p.m. sublease?

Motion carried. The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: The advice | am provided with
is that my advisers are not aware of the situation that you

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: My question to the Treasurer have referred to, which we can only assume is hypothetical.

relates to paragraph 6—Assignment and Other Dealings. WEYOU know something, feel free to bring it to our attention;
have talked about paragraph 6.1 enabling the university t4& aré notaware of it. If you are aware of something which

sublet 75 per cent of the centre. But, going on to para//e are not and which you think is material to what we are

graph 6.2, | want to get on record the minister’s arrangemergEbatingl you should bring it to our attention. If you do not
with the university that: 0 so before we pass this bill tonight, | will assume you have

The university may assign this lease or sublet or otherwise IOano information. Some existing subleases that relate to the
with possession of more than 75 per cent— Hine industry are already there. If you have information | will

. take the bill on motion now and we will go out the back and
so it could be 100 per cent— you can tell us all about it. If you do not, we will move
of the area of the building situated on the whole of the centre land—forward. All my answers are given in good faith on advice,
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and | am happy to receive any information the member might The Hon. P.F. CONLON: | move:

be able to bring to our attention. That the House of Assembly insist on its disagreement to
Clause passed. Legislative Council's amendments.
Title passed. Motion carried.
Bill reported without amendment.
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Deputy Premier): | move: The Hon. P.F. CONLON: | move:
That this bill be now read a third time. That a message be sent to the Legislative Council requesting that

. . . . ._aconference be granted to this house respecting certain amendments
Whilst I may have been a little flippant and a little short in from the Legislative Council in the bill and that the Legislative
some of my answers, that probably demonstrates not just th&buncil be informed that, in the event of a conference being agreed
| am tired, because it has been a long day, but also that thig. the house will be represented at such conference by five
has been a long saga. This issue has consumed far too mdﬁﬂ?:r?serghgiweemo@; members for Bragg, Heysen, Enfield, West
time of the Treasurer, the Treasury officers who have been ' : " )
involved and the private companies that have assisted MS CHAPMAN: The opposition supports the establish-
government. If the thing had been done properly in thenent of the deadlock conference and to the composition as
beginning, this energy would not have had to be expendedndicated.

It has been a difficult task for my advisers to work their ~ Motion carried.
way through, but they have done it diligently and they have
dor):e it wegll. They hgve achieved a g?)od ())/utcome ¥or the RIVER MURRAY BILL
state, and | commend them for their work. | am just highlight-
ing the fact that | am frustrated, because this matter shoul
not have consumed the amount of time that it has. But, as
have learnt very quickly in government, sometimes some of tha Hon. J.D. HILL:
the small issues take more of your time to resolve than some
of the bigger issues. This was a mess—a mistake—from day,,
one. It has been corrected by this government. We have done .
it in good faith, we think it is a good outcome and | again _ 1he CHAIRMAN: For the benefit of members, the
commend the people involved. | commend the university—committee will be dealing with amendment No. 1.
Professor McWha and his team—and | look forward to a  Mrs REDMOND: Mr Chairman, | just want to confirm
vibrant, exciting, successful and energised campus of th&at we are now dealing with the schedule of amendments to
University of Adelaide. the R|ver'Murray Bill. Did we have that announced at some

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): The opposition is stage? Did | go to sleep for 10 seconds, or something?
very happy with the bill as it has come out of committee. We ~ 1he CHAIRMAN: Correct—
share the minister’s views in regard to the future of the centre  Members interjecting: )
under the university. We recognise the hard work of the Vice The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Heysen is
Chance”or and the Facu|ty of Sc|ence in nego“atlng théorrect: the matter was Ca”ed on, so She IS ent|t|ed to Speak
lease, and also the hard work of the officers of the departmerfthe question is that amendment No. 1 made by the Legis-
and Ferrier Hodgson and all the effort that they put into it/ative Council be disagreed to.

We realise that it has been a long and demanding process, but Mrs REDMOND: Can | just clarify then whether we are
we also welcome it. dealing with these amendments en bloc? | want to ask the

The Hon. K.O. Foley: What about me? minister only one question of clarification, but, if we are
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: We thank the Treasurer. It is gc_ning through this amendment by amendment, that is fine, |
a shame that he boxed himself into a position where this wadill wait for the relevant amendment. _
the outcome that he had to pursue. The opposition hopes that 1€ CHAIRMAN: - [ will clarify the situation. The first
the centre will be vibrant, that it will flourish and that it will @mendment s being dealt with separately, then—
become an iconic centre of research and excellence for the Mr Koutsantonis interjecting:
state. But we hope that the door is not closed for it to The CHAIRMAN: Order, the member for West Torrens!
continue to play a role on behalf of the wine industry as \mendments Nos 2 to 18 and amendment No. 19 will be
function centre, where people can gather and share thefealt with separately; amendments Nos 20 and 21 will be
expertise, their knowledge and their time, and as a winé&ealt with together; amendment No. 22 will be dealt with
centre of national and, ultimately, international significanceSeparately; and amendments Nos 23 and 24 will be dealt with

Consideration in committee of the Legislative Council's
mendments.

| move:

That the Legislative Council’'s amendments, other than amend-
nts Nos. 1, 19 and 22, be agreed to.

We commend the bill to the house. together. We are dealing with amendment No. 1.
Bill read a third time and passed. The Hon. G.M. GUNN: | support the motion to disagree
with this particular amendment because that then allows this
CRIMINAL LAW (SENTENCING) (SERIOUS committee to work on the same basis as other important
REPEAT OFFENDERS) AMENDMENT BILL committees of this parliament, that is, to be a fully paid

committee. | am very strongly of the view that the work that
The Legislative Council agreed to the bill without any this committee will be doing is in the long-term interests of

amendment. the people of South Australia. There should be an incentive
for members to apply themselves properly to the many tasks
CRIMINAL LAW (SENTENCING) (SENTENCING at hand and, therefore, this committee should be established
GUIDELINES) AMENDMENT BILL on the same basis as the Economic and Finance Committee

and the Public Works Committee because its role will be
Consideration in committee of the Legislative Council’sequally as important. | think that it is rather unfortunate that
amendments. we have reached this stage because the health and welfare of
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the River Murray is absolutely fundamental to the long-term  This is not the government’s intention. It is the govern-
economic benefits of the people of South Australia, and ent’s intention that, once an agreement is registered, it will

support the minister. be enforceable (including as to the remission of rates) even
Mr Koutsantonis interjecting: if a council later claims that the minister’s consultation was
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for West Torrens inadequate. Parliamentary counsel advice is that changing this

has already been spoken to by the chair. clause to use the phrase ‘should take reasonable steps to

Mr BRINDAL: | will wait for the minister because | need consult’ rather than leaving it as ‘must consult’ clarifies what
to ask him a question. It looks like a chaotic cooking classs required of the minister. The amendment clarifies that
over there, whip! consultation which might be less than what a council wanted

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for Unley is out will not be sufficient to invalidate an agreement for the
of order. We are dealing with amendments, not clauses. remission of rates if it can be demonstrated to have involved

Mr BRINDAL: Am | right in this, at least, that the first the minister’s taking reasonable steps to consult.
amendment to page 1 is an amendment to the long title to Mr BRINDAL: | congratulate the minister for listening
leave out the Parliamentary Superannuation Act 19907 tb the member for Bragg on this point. If there is a problem
understand the member for Stuart to be saying that thatith the Water Resources Act, hopefully we will avoid that
insertion in the long title somehow affects the provisions ofwith this act. As parliamentary counsel would know,
the committee. | want the minister to clarify that, otherwisesometimes when we have a problem we load ourselves down
I do not understand what he is doing. too much with consultation to the point where we get tied up

The CHAIRMAN: It does relate to amendment No. 19, for unnecessarily long periods in unnecessarily long process-
which is that the members of the committee are not entitle@s. As the government has listened to the member for Bragg
to remuneration for their work as members of the committeeand taken this on board, | think it will probably produce a
| guess that the title is being consistent with what is menmuch better bill and much less legalistic entrapment for the
tioned further down: to take out any suggestion of remuneragovernment.
tion. Motion carried.

The Hon. J.D. HILL: Perhaps if | could clarify. We were Amendments Nos 16 to 22:
just doing some further work. The three clauses to which | The Hon. J.D. HILL: | move:
refer, | am advised, are not sufficient to get the changes the That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 16 to 22
committee seems to desire. The effect would be to return thieclusive be disagreed to.

bill to the state it was in when it left this house. Mr BRINDAL: | find this a bit difficult because |
Amendment No. 1: negotiated in good faith the position when it left this house.
The Hon. J.D. HILL: I move: It was, as all things are in the Liberal Party, subject to further
That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 1 be disagreed tadiscussion between the joint houses. | should say to the party
Motion carried. room, in fairness, that the party room reached by majority a
Amendments Nos. 2 to 15: decision that is consistent with the amendments that come
The Hon. J.D. HILL: | move: back here, but it was a consensus decision. Therefore, | feel
That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos. 2 to 15 belety bound to stand and say to the minister that | am

agreed to. disappointed that he is opposing these amendments, because
Mr BRINDAL: The opposition supports the amendments &t was my party room’s position.
However, | can count. The party room by no means was

Mrs REDMOND: Regarding amendment No. 5, which . .
seeks to delete the word ‘must’ and insert ‘should take/"animous, and | am not walking away from the fact that the
sition as it left this house was a position that | negotiated,

reasonable steps to’, the relevant clause deals with the righ o X . 4
b g the minister might read between the lines that | might also

of the minister to enter into a management agreement to ; X

various things concerning land with third parties. Under &€ 9"€ of those pe_ople who perhaps IS a bit embarrassed by

management agreement, one of the things the minister can 4y | Say to the minister that | am fulfilling my duty to my

is stated in paragraph (j): party by saying that by majority the. party room unlld prefe(
these amendments. However, | believe that the minister’s will

To pr(')v@e for' r.emlssmn of rates orta?<es. o ) _in this matter will prevail, therefore | do not intend to call
The bill in its original state says that, if the minister is going divide’.

to insert in a management agreement a provision to remit potion carried.
rates or taxes, he must consult with the local council. lwould  The Hon. J.D. HILL: | move:
like an exp]anatlon from the minister as to Why’. |nstqad of That the Legislative Council’'s amendments Nos 23 and 24 be
requiring him to consult with the council about inserting aagreed to.
provision for the remission of rates, he only has to take Motion carried
reasonable steps to do so. '

The Hon. J.D. HILL: The amendment clarifies that the ABORIGINAL LANDS PARLIAMENTARY
lack of effective consultation between the minister and a local STANDING COMMITTEE BILL
council would not invalidate a registered agreement. The
amendment was moved by the government on the advice of Adjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motion).
parliamentary counsel following points raised by the member (Continued from page 3647.)
for Bragg during the debate in this house. The member
pointed out that a requirement for consultation could raise the Dr MCFETRIDGE (Morphett): The setting up of an
possibility that the court could find that an agreement wag\boriginal Lands Parliamentary Standing Committee is a
invalid or that the remission of rates was invalid if a councilgreat step forward for this parliament. The number of
later claimed that it had not been consulted at all or had natommittees that have been set up over the last decade or even
been appropriately consulted about the remission. two decades has been incredible, and somebody said to me
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that the last thing that Aboriginal people need is anothethe minister to reinstate this committee. She constantly
committee. However, the establishment of this standingefused to do it and said it was patronising, patriarchal and an

committee is a great step forward. insult to Aboriginal people. We now have these people
The SPEAKER: Is the member for Morphett the lead coming here saying itis a good idea,; their policy amazes me.
speaker for the opposition? It amazes me when | hear someone like the member for

Dr McFETRIDGE: Yes, sir. However, | will not take Morphett, who is new to the parliament, talking about the
long. This bill will replace the existing Aboriginal Lands conditions in the Pitjantjatjara lands. | have been going there
Trust Parliamentary Committee with a new seven-membeior a number of years as itis part of my electorate, and | have
joint standing committee. The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs complained for many years about the situation in the lands.
and Reconciliation is to be Presiding Member, and thredtalked on numerous occasions about the state of the schools
members are to be appointed from the assembly and thrée the Pitjantjatjara lands, and very little was done by the
from the council. | understand that this is to be a paidprevious government. Nothing seemed to happen, and now
committee and, as the member for Stuart said about the Rivéris their mission in life to save the Pitjantjatjara lands. The
Murray committee, that implies that some extra diligence willhypocrisy is amazing and quite appalling.
be incumbent upon the members of that committee—not that Tonight | congratulate the current Minister for Aboriginal

members of unpaid committees are not diligent in theiraffairs for his wisdom in getting this committee into being
actions. However, this is a very important committee for theand on the excellent job he has done in the past 12 months on
future of Aboriginal people in South Australia. sorting out a number of issues and problems in the Pitjant-
The Aboriginal lands cover over one-fifth of South jatjara lands. He has now brought some stability to the lands
Australia’s land mass and, despite improvements in basignd sorted out some major problems in relation to the Anangu
infrastructure on AP lands, the absence of an overall progressitjantjatjara Council and the Pitjantjatjara Council. Those
on key indicators such as health, education and economijssues seem to have been sorted out very well at this stage,
development is deplorable. Conditions are often described aghd things seem to be going along well. For the first time for
4th world. This time last year, the members for Stuartmany years, we now have possibilities and hopes that we will
MacKillop and Schubert, and I had an opportunity to travelpe able to do something in those lands. This minister has
through the Anangu Pitjantjatjara lands. We visited settledone an excellent job, and | congratulate him. He was the
ments at Fregon, Mimili, Umuwa and Ernabella. | wasperson who needed to be there to talk to these people.
absolutely gobsmacked at the conditions there. Given that 1,4 previous minister had no ideas. Since Labor came to
$60 million is being pumped into Aboriginal affairs in the office, | have on a number of occasibns seen the former

QP Ilandslantljtgwert])th? I{V'Ing dc;ondﬁ;pns th%red'.'t IS mo;elt?ﬁr}ninister on her feet talking about issues and problems in the

eplorable. It is absolutely disgusting and disgraceful thag,;, tiatiara lands and in Aboriginal communities. She has

those sorts of conditions can exist in South Australia in 2003, 5 4e "more speeches about those issues since being in
Closer involvement of parliament is one way of increasingy sition than she ever made as minister. | support this

the possibility of action to improve the condition of the ; P ; ;
h . committee, as itis a really good idea and we can achieve
inhabitants of the AP lands. However, the performance of the it it However. | am arr):zfzed at the hypocrisy of memerlg t
ad hoc committees which have already been established do%ﬁpoéite. '

n

not inspire confidence, and the establishment of a standi
committee should be far more effective. One argument

against the proposal of establishing a standing committee i‘%r
that the last thing Aboriginal people need is another commit;
tee. However, with a standing committee—a committee th

will be able to meet on a regular basis and meet with th h
Aboriginal population—there is hope that we will move

forward. ! - - o
- . particularly in the Aboriginal lands. To put it mildly, | was
The Aboriginal people of South Australia are a IOrOUOIshocked at what | saw. | understand that about 3 000 people

group of people. | was at the NAIDOC ball on Saturday night”Ve on the Aboriginal lands and th

; . at the state government has
atthe Show Grounds at the Ridley Centre. Talking to peopl een putting sgmething like $60 million agyear into the
who are experiencing the difficulties that members of themaintenance of the lands

indigenous communities are experiencing, not only in the .
AP lands but also in the metropolitan area, is something with When | came out of that area, | was ashamed to think that

which all members in this place should acquaint themselved/e had been spending that sort of money for a considerable
The setting up of this committee is something that thdumber of years and had achieved so little. | certainly hope

opposition does support, and | wish the committee well in itdhiS committee can make some significant changes to what
endeavours. is happening on the Aboriginal lands. The people in those

lands live a lifestyle that bears no resemblance to their

Ms BREUER (Giles): I rise to support this committee. | Ccultural heritage or to a modern western lifestyle. It is some
am pleased to see that it looks as though this committee willether region in between, where, from what | saw, they have
come to fruition. | have to make some comments about th¥st any cultural heritage. The younger generations—those
hypocrisy of the opposition. The member for Morphett wasunder the age of 30 years—have no hope of recapturing their
not here in the last parliament. However, | have to say that fogultural heritage, and those over that age have probably given
four years we argued and tried hard to get this committe&P hope in despair for the younger members of their com-
under way. The then minister for Aboriginal affairs refusedmunity. My disgust at what | saw was nothing to do with the
to bring this committee into the parliament. people who live in those lands but rather at what we have

I spoke about this a number of times in grievances, as diffiled to do.
the then member for Lee. We moved censure motions, asking Ms Bedford interjecting:

Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): I will not detain the house
too long tonight, but | wish to put a couple of matters on
he record. As the member for Morphett said, last year | had
e privilege of travelling to the north of the state and through
e Anangu Pitjantjatjara lands with the members for Stuart,
Morphett and Schubert. It was a very interesting trip,
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Mr WILLIAMS: The member interjects that we all have legislation, and through my own historical research about the
failed to do it. | think we all have failed to do it. When | say colonisation of this part of Australia, | have developed an
‘we’ | talk about the whole South Australian community and, interest in the indigenous people of the place and their
indeed, the whole Australian community. One of the thingswelfare. So, | am very pleased to see that this committee will
| said needed to be done to bring about change in thbave some teeth and will be able to be an effective investiga-
Aboriginal lands was to open up the roads to public accessive body as far as the plight and the standard of living of
If those roads through the Aboriginal lands were open tgeople in the north are concerned. It is regrettable that an
public access, | am absolutely certain that, if the generahboriginal committee of the parliament has not sat for so
public, who are not admitted to those lands—you cannot gmany years, but let us leave the recriminations behind and get
in there without a permit, unless you are a member of thi®n with the work of what promises to be a highly valuable
house—travelled through those lands and saw the conditiom®mmittee.
in which those people are living, there would be a demand for
action. As a result of the fact that the general public have no The Hon. J.D. HILL (Minister for Environment and
idea of the conditions, no understanding of the way in whichConservation): Joy is unbounded! | thank all members who
those people are forced to live, it is a case of out of sight, outave contributed to this debate, for their thoughtful com-
of mind. | think that is the key to resolving the situation andments, and | am glad that this measure has the support of both
giving back to the people of the Aboriginal lands the senseides of the house. | think it is important that we do indicate
of nobility that they deserve. our unanimous position in relation to this approach. The

We visited the communities of Indulkana, Mimili, Fregon, committee that will be established brings together what in the
Umuwa and Ernabella. There were slight variations betweepast were three committees, so it is a sensible measure from
those communities. Indulkana is very close to the Stuar@n efficiency point of view as well as being a very good
Highway; it is only a couple of kilometres off the Stuart process to communicate with Aboriginal communities. | am
Highway. The traffic driving up and down the Stuart High- sure that it will do excellent work once it is established.
way—and there is a lot of it these days—has no idea what is Bill read a second time and taken through its remaining
going on a couple of kilometres to the west. They have nstages.
idea of the situation and life experience of the people there.

They have no understanding of the problem of petrol sniffing. UNIVERSITY OF ADELAIDE (MISCELLANEOUS)

We went to Fregon, and we were told that there was no AMENDMENT BILL
petrol in the community. There was no access to fuel in the
community, yet fuel in small quantities was being broughtin  Adjourned debate on second reading.
from many kilometres away, possibly hundreds of kilometres (Continued from 5 June. Page 3464.)
away, and the young people and the teenagers were quite
open in their abuse of petrol. They were walking around quite  Ms CHAPMAN (Bragg): Itis now many weeks since |
freely with tin cans around their neck and they were sniffingcommenced my contribution on this debate and, on reflecting
petrol from the tin can. | chatted to a young girl, who | 0n the material presented to date, may | just record my
estimate to be aged about 15, and it did strike me that shpology in reference to one of the appointed members of the
showed some semblance of embarrassment. | think there weguncil that | mistakenly referred to as Mr Stephen King: it
a flicker in her conscience that what she was doing was né&hould be Mr Stephen Young; so that can be accurately
right, but help was not available to enable her to overcoméecorded at least in this part of the debate. | certainly meant
that, notwithstanding the fact that we are spending $60 milno disrespect in referring to Mr Young as the otherwise
lion a year, some $20 000 per person, in those lands. We stfimerican science fiction writer. 1 cannot think of any
have children walking openly around the streets conductingossible reason why | did, but, nevertheless, | make that
this abuse on their own bodies and no-one lifts a finger t&lear. So as not to be interpreted as reflecting on the valuable
help. contributions from other members of the council | shall refer

I hope that this committee regularly visits these lands. Oné0 those members. | listed previously only the Chancellor and
of the things that made our visit somewhat unique was tha@Ppointed members, but I duly respect and acknowledge the
we arrived unannounced. We were not shown through b?'ected members of the senate Currently: Dr Harry Medlin,
bureaucrats; we were not shown through by any communitfhe Hon. Justice John Perry, Dr Baden Teague, co-opted
leaders or anyone from ATSIC. We made our own way'epresentative Hon. Greg Crafter, elected members of the
through. We saw the communities as they are. | hope that th&cademic staff at present—Dr Rod Crewther, Professor
committee will do the same thing: from time to time and onGraeme Dandy and Dr Peter Gill, the elected representatives
aregular basis visit those communities—and the many othdéfom the general staff—Ms Janet Dibb-Smith and Mr John
communities dotted right throughout the lands, because theyecchin, and the student members—Mr Phil Harrison and Mr
stretch much further west than we went, probably severabeb Henbest.
hundreds kilometres west to the Western Australian border— In relation to the penalties proposed to be imposed on
unannounced to see what really happens there. | do not thikembers of the council, | have now conducted a search in
one person in South Australia could visit those lands and ndgelation to other jurisdictions in Australia. As | had flagged
be ashamed of what they saw. earlier, the penalties inclusion in this bill is unique in

Australia. It is described in different ways around Australia

Mr HANNA (Mitchell): | supportthis measure to setup but in no other jurisdiction or university in Australia do
an Aboriginal lands committee. The speakers so far havenembers of the council face such draconian penalties in
outlined the predicament of the people up there. | have arelation to alleged offences such as dishonesty or offending
interest in their welfare. Not just as a member of parliamenbehaviour in relation to conflict of interest or not acting in the
but through some of the litigation | have been involved ininterest of their university. | last traversed the issue in relation
over time, through the work | have done on native titleto the consequential removal of regulations after the abolition
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of the senate and there being significant amendments taf a 40-year lease executed recently between the Treasurer
sections 22 and 23 that are consequential upon that. | hahd representatives of the university, when it is ultimately
started to address that matter and | will now continue. approved by this parliament. However, it would seem that the
There is no doubt that the power to make laws byprotections that the government intends in relation to the
subordinate legislation would now be under these amendsubletting of that legal interest are incorporated in the lease
ments without scrutiny. These laws have the potential t@and asset sale documents that provide the commercial
affect the university community substantially and directly, protections, such as they are, in relation to that legal interest.
including the academic board, the graduates’ association and Fourthly, with respect to university continuance and
the university union. Historically, we have already seen theowers, the Liberal Party supports the specification that the
senate bypassed by using the rules power. When looking ahiversity is not an instrumentality of the Crown, although
this proposed reform, I, too, looked at the University ofit remains subject to other acts, including the Public Finance
Tasmania Act and, interestingly, section 13 provides that thand Audit Act, the Freedom of Information Ombudsman Act
university has an academic senate. Its function is to ‘advisand the Higher Education Act (commonwealth), and others.
the council on all academic matters relating to the university’. | turn now to the proposals repealing the provisions in
Its ordinance and by-law powers are in sections 19 and 2@espect of discrimination, and indicate that the Liberal Party
Importantly, section 21 requires the council, first, to publishsupports the repeal thereof. Section 5 is now properly dealt
them at least once a calendar year in consolidated formyith and comprehensively covered under specific legislation
secondly, that they be made known to, at reasonable cost aatdboth state and federal level. The amendment to protect the
reasonable times etc. to staff and students; thirdly, that theyame and logo of the university is a completely new initiative
be inspected free of charge at reasonable times, etc., f the government. The Liberal Party notes that it has not
members of the public; and, fourthly, that it be ensured thabeen requested by the university.
the published ordinances etc., may be purchased at reasonableOn page 7, paragraph 2.5, of the university’s submission,
cost by any person. it suggests that a provision in Statute Chapter 7, dealing with
Our act makes no similar provision but, currently, statutesthe university seal, could be included in the act and at the
regulations and rules require prior approval by the senate arghme time updated. However, this has either been ignored by
by-laws cannot be made without 14 days notice in writing tathe government or it appeared to it to be unnecessary. Instead,
each member of the council. Accordingly, | foreshadow thatind notwithstanding that the government admits that the
the Liberal Party will propose an amendment similar to theofficial insignia and title of the university are already
Tasmanian legislation. In relation to the university continu-protected under copyright legislation, it considers it appropri-
ance and powers, firstly, | refer to extending the definitiorate to further protect the intellectual property of the univer-
and indicate that the Liberal Party supports this broadesity, and in particular its titles and logos, by creating an
definition to include not only the council but also staff, offence, being a maximum penalty of $20 000.
graduates and students. Secondly, in relation to the council's The Liberal Party does not oppose this in principle but
operation outside South Australia, the Liberal Party supportsonsiders it completely unnecessary. Again, there is no
this amendment, which simply confirms existing practicescircumstance of a history of abuse by others of the univer-
In relation to the sale of freehold property, can | say that thesity’s title or logo that justifies such a measure. Furthermore,
Liberal Party supports this extension of power, having notedf there is an abuse outside the jurisdiction, that is, overseas,
the clear statutory protection for land given directly to thethis penalty is likely to have no effect and therefore is useless
university or held in trust. This cannot be sold without theas a deterrent.
Governor's approval and it is appropriate that that be In relation to the conferring of awards, at present all the
protected. requirements for admission, assessment or completion of any
At present, the university can buy property but cannot sellniversity academic award are currently contained within the
it. This amendment will enable it to engage in more commerrules of the university. | note on page 7, paragraph 2.4, of the
cial activities. Interestingly, in Tasmania, the council cannotdiscussion paper that the university has sought an update of
borrow money without the permission of the Treasurer. Orthe specific power to confer awards on persons who attain
inquiry to the university, | understand that the land currentlyrequisite standard and, importantly, to confer an academic
on their land register, which would be in this category andaward jointly with another university or an honorary academ-
accordingly be able to be sold by the university no longeic award to a person the university thinks merits special
with the approval provisions is as follows: a 5UV transmitterrecognition.
site at Wingfield; Coobowie property near Edithburgh; The Liberal party supports these amendments. The power
Jervois land at Cleve; the Middleback Field Centre out oto confer honorary awards is consistent with the other two
Whyalla; the Buckland Park Field Station and BucklandSouth Australian universities and, indeed, many universities
Lakes at Port Gawler; the Charlick Experiment Station aground the world. | have received notice of an amendment by
Strathalbyn; another, separate Charlick Experiment Statiothe Hon. Bob Such, but I am not certain whether that will be
at Strathalbyn; Glenthorne at O’Halloran Hill; and the proceeded with.
property at Thebarton, which is now a significant fourth In regard to the Chancellor and Deputy Chancellor, a
precinct of the university. It is zoned in the general industryclause is proposed to provide for only one Deputy Chancellor,
area and provides a valuable complement to the universitand both the Chancellor and Deputy Chancellor will hold
If I have omitted to identify property that would otherwise be office for two-year terms (currently four years). This is to
in that category, | am sure that the minister will identify it. enable the council to reaffirm its confidence in its leadership
Importantly, the Waite, Roseworthy and North Terraceat two-year intervals. The Liberal Party supports these
campuses are effectively protected. amendments. The role of the Vice Chancellor is clarified as
We are yet to identify where the entitlement will sit in the principal academic officer and chief executive responsible
relation to the subletting of the Wine Centre, in which, as offor academic standards, management and administration.
1 September, the university will have a legal interest by virtueClause 13 makes a consequential amendment due to there
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being only one deputy chancellor under the bill, and theprimary responsibilities. The legislated responsibilities appear
Liberal Party supports both those amendments. sufficiently broad to encompass the responsibilities which
As to the council being a governing body, this amendmeninust be included as primary responsibilities of the council
inserts a requirement that the council must, in all mattersynder the protocol. There does not appear to be any inconsis-
endeavour to advance the interests of the university. Thiency between our requirements and the current principal act.
Liberal Party supports that amendment. As to casual vacan- Like most university acts, the current principal act for this
cies, clauses 15 and 16 clarify the filling of casual vacanuniversity enables the university to delegate any or all of its
cies—under proposed section 12(1)(h), the election of twpowers and functions, and this is not affected by the proposed
graduates; and clause 16, the saving clause. The Liberal Pagynendments to the delegation powers of the council. The
supports both of these amendments. legislated power to delegate any or all the powers and
I turn now to the Adelaide University Union. The council, functions of the council does not of itself preclude an
at page 22, section 8 of the discussion paper, sought that tirestitution meeting the protocol requirements. A council
Adelaide University Union have its accountability to the could still choose not to delegate its primary responsibilities

university strengthened. This is because, particularly: and, as a result, would be compliant with the relevant
(@) the union operates in university premises; protocol. Doubtless, though, as | am advised, it is not
(b) the union fee is collected by the university; and necessary, but would be preferable, for the legislation to

(c) the university is likely to be responsible for the union’sreflect that protocol.
liability as a matter of public expectation, and to  The third area of responsibility in the protocol is that the
protect its reputation and its students. enabling legislation of the institution should specify the duties

It sought to be no longer required to have the concurrence aif the members of the governing body and sanctions for the
the union to any guidelines or rules established by the coundireach of these duties, and they are detailed again. Sanctions
and that there be more reporting to the council on financiashould include a requirement that the governing body has the
matters; and, further, that the university have the power tpower to and must remove any member of the governing
require the union to enter into a lease in respect of theouncil from office if the member breaches the duties
premises it uses. It appears that the government has taken sipecified above, is, or becomes, disqualified from managing
only the financial accountability issue in clause 19, requiringorporations under Part 2D(6) of the Corporations Act.
the provision of financial information annually; prior advice  The principal act does not specify the duties of members
of a proposed fee, enabling the council to ensure fees set lmf the council; the amendment bill inserts many of the
the union are appropriate; and, further, that it cannot set feegquired duties. Clause 11 of the amendment bill requires the
except with prior approval of the council. The Liberal Partycouncil to advance the interests of the university, but this
supports that amendment. does not appear to be the same as specifying that members

| referred earlier in this debate to the national governancef the council have a duty to act solely in the interests of the
protocols for public higher education institutions which haduniversity, taken as a whole, having regard to its objects or
been recently published by the federal minister (Honfunctions. This may ultimately be a question for legal
Brendan Nelson) and which formed part of the documentterpretation.
which he released at the time of the federal budget. The The duty to exercise appropriate care and diligence is
protocols are designed to be appropriately undertaken andcluded in clause 17 of the amendment bill. That clause also
fulfilled by universities, including the University of Adelaide, imposes a duty to act honestly in the performance of func-
which is the subject of this bill. It may be that, depending ontions rather than to act in good faith, honestly or a proper
what will be required of universities and to what they may bepurpose, which is otherwise referred to in the protocol. These
subjectin relation to future financial support (a matter that isare not the same. It is clearly possible to act honestly for an
currently under review), it will be appropriate for the improper purpose. An example would be a student or staff
government to introduce further reforms for each of the threenember who has had access to privileged information using
universities in South Australia. that information to initiate a political campaign to influence

| wish to place on the record the concerns raised, as | amecision making of the council. This would be an improper
advised, as to how our current university act, even with thesese of information, unless the council took a decision to
amendments, might comply with those protocols. They willconsult publicly on the matter. However, the council member
clearly need to be looked at notwithstanding that the ministemay be acting quite honestly in the performance of their
may take the view that it is a matter more properly dealt withfunctions.
at a subsequent date. The duty to declare conflicts of interest is included in

On protocol No. 1, which requires that the institution mustclause 17 of the amendment bill. However, clause 17(2)
have its objectives specified in the enabling legislation, it isappears to exclude from a direct or indirect interest any
noted that the principal act (the University of Adelaide Actinterest in a matter that is shared in common with a substan-
1971) does not specify the objectives of the university or anyial section of the public or with staff members or students of
of the functions of the university. There is no statement othe university generally, or a substantial number of them.
what the university has been created to do, and this situatiobhis would clearly enable staff members to participate in
is unaffected by the amendment bill or the proposed amendouncil decisions about wage levels or certified agreements.
ments we have foreshadowed. These are matters in which they have a clear interest. While

Secondly, the institution’s governing body should adopthere is need to clarify what may be a significant interest in
a statement of its primary responsibilities, which are detailedthis context, to exclude minor and very indirect interests, the
so | will not repeat them all in the protocol. The institution’s form of this exclusion appears contrary to the intent of the
governing body should not delegate approval of any listedelevant protocol. The duty of a council member to not
primary responsibilities. The principal act contains a set ofmproperly use their position to gain an advantage for
legislative primary responsibilities of the council. This would themselves or someone else is not covered in the amendment
appear to preclude the council deciding that it has differenbill, and that is clearly in the protocol. Clause 17A of the
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amendment bill specifies that non-compliance with a dutthonorary degrees. However, | will first make a few general
constitutes a ground for removal of the member from officecomments. | think that what has happened to our universities
There is no detail on how removal from office is to occur,in recent times is regrettable and sad because, due to financial
who takes the decision, or how removal is affected. Theressure put on them by the federal government in particular,
protocol, however, specifies that the governing body musthere is a constant challenge for the universities to maintain
have the power to and must remove any member of thacademic standards and academic rigour. | believe that the
governing body from office if the member breaches the dutyoung people, in particular, who are attending university
specified or is or becomes disqualified from managingoday are being short-changed. They are paying more and
corporations under section 2D(6) of the Corporations Act. getting less than people of my vintage who attended some
Perhaps as a preferred approach—and the minister masars ago. Sadly, the students do not realise that they are
wish to note this for future consideration if it is not to be being short-changed, because they do not know anything
incorporated—the legislation could specify that a member obther than the current situation.
the council is removed from the council if (a) the memberis It concerns me that the universities are under financial
or becomes disqualified from managing corporations undegressure and, in an attempt to be, | guess, modern corpora-
section 2D(6) of the Corporations Act; (b) in the opinion of tions, run the risk of throwing out their main purpose, which
the council the member has breached their duties as a countsilthe constant need to search for truth and a commitment to
member; or (c) in the opinion of the council the member isthe highest levels of scholarship. | think we need to be very
incapable of performing his or her duties. This formulationcareful that, in South Australia, as in other states of Australia,
would mean that the council would need to decide only thawve do not have our universities downgraded in quality so that
in its opinion a member had breached their duty and th¢hey become, in effect, educational factories. Some people are
person would be removed from the council. The councisuggesting that they have already reached that point. | trust
would not vote on removal, only on whether they believed thaéhat they have not, but | think they are in danger of getting to
member had breached their duty. It is important to notethat point.
however, that even those most contemporary governance | note that the other day the universities were talking about
protocols, which are quite extensive and | suggest highlyhe profits that they had made, which one would have to
onerous on councils, nowhere do they require the impositioquestion, in economic terms, because | did not see any
of sanctions in the form of financial penalties or indeedevidence that they had taken into account the capital cost of
imprisonment. their facilities, and so on. | think that when they talk about
There are other aspects, but at this stage | will refer to @rofit it is an unusual use of the term *profit’.
fifth area of protocol, which is that the size of the governing  The universities are a business—we know that—but that
council is not to exceed 18 members. This should be at leags not their principal function. | make the point that universi-
two members having financial expertise and at least onties should be businesslike in the way in which they conduct
member with commercial expertise. There should be #hemselves, but they should never see themselves as just
majority of external independent members on the governingnother corporation, because they are more than that, and the
council and it should not include current members of anyday on which they become simply a corporation—an
state or commonwealth parliament or legislative assemblygducational factory—uwill be a tragedy, | think, not only for
Our principal act specifies that there will be 20 members ofhe universities but also for the whole community.
the council and there is power to appoint an additional | just make those general points in relation to what has
member, as | have mentioned. happened, and what is happening, particularly regarding the
The amendment bill changes the composition of theeommitment to online education, which does have some
council but not the number of members and, as indicated, thedvantages. But one of the critical and important things about
protocol requires a reduction to 18 ministers. The principaf university education is the experience, the social interaction,
act requires only one member to have financial expertis@f being at university, which one does not get in the same
This does not of itself preclude an institution meeting theway through online delivery. | know that universities can
protocol. A council could still have at least two membersmake money out of online delivery once they have covered
having financial expertise and at least one with commercigheir establishment costs, but the price is that the students
expertise. Compliance in this matter depends on facts abomay miss out on that important element of social interaction.
the composition of the council, not necessarily the legal |wantto draw attention briefly to the matter of honorary
requirements under the principal act. | think that at preserdegrees. The University of Adelaide currently has the power
it is clear that this matter will need to be remedied, if not into offer an honorary doctorate of the university, and it now
this debate, if there is to be compliance when other universiwishes to go beyond that to do what the University of South
ties in South Australia may need to be considered. | wouldustralia and Flinders University can do, and have done—
urge the government to take into account what may ultimateljhat is, offer honorary PhDs in science, law, medicine and so
be necessary in further compliance with those protocols. on. Thatis fine. The university is seeking to confer honorary
| have indicated as comprehensively as | can to th@wards on people who it believes merit special recognition,
government where the Liberal Party has clear areas aind | do not have a problem with that. A few years ago, the
concern, where we have given wholesale support to amenéniversity of Adelaide sought, in a preliminary way, the
ments where that is considered to be appropriate and @bility to confer honorary bachelor’s degrees and diplomas.
benefit to the university community and indeed the broadekthink that is an absolute nonsense, an absolute travesty and
community, and where we have indicated—perhaps witta con. | do not think that any university with any reputation
some reservations—some support in other areas. Thahould ever contemplate going down that path, and | am

concludes my contribution. pleased that, under the former government, that never got off
first base.
The Hon. R.B. SUCH (Fisher):I wish to make a brief What concerns me is that, in recognising people who are

contribution and, in particular, focus on the matter ofof outstanding merit by awarding an honorary doctorate, they
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do not go out in the community pretending that they have a It looks pretty impressive, but it is dependent upon your
substantive degree. | do not believe that is an honourable wagaying an annual fee. The point | am making is that Aust-
to conduct oneself. It is not a substantive degree: as the titialians are easily conned, the media is easily fooled and,
suggests, it is an honorary degree. obviously, we have some people who have not been told by
However, often through ignorance, the media confer titleshe universities not to pretend that they have a substantive
on people who, traditionally in most universities around thedegree but who have actually got an honorary title. In respect
world, use that title in, around and within the confines of theof the other measures in this bill, a few years ago | was the
university in connection with university activities. It is not minister responsible for trying to streamline the governance
meant to suggest that the person has a substantive PhD, awfcbur three universities. It was when | came to the issue of
to do so (as some people, but not all, are wont to do) ishe University of Adelaide that the heat was turned up
misrepresentation and tells me that the universities are ngbmewhat.
making clear to the recipient of an honorary award that itis However, | believe the changes that took place at that time
not to be used in a way that suggests that it is a substantiweere for the good of the universities. Prior to those changes,
degree. | think that the council of the University of Adelaide had
I will read out the formal and the honorary qualifications something like 32 or 34 members, which is far too large. That
of one the great South Australians of recent years, Emeritusumber was brought back to what it is today, which is of the
Professor Sir Marcus Laurence Elwin Oliphant. He was arorder of 20, or so. | welcome this bill. The University of
AC, KBE, MA Camb and PhD Camb, and he had anAdelaide is a great university. | have had the privilege of
honorary doctorate of science from universities in Melbournestudying at each of our universities, and | believe that the
Toronto, Birmingham, Belfast and New South Wales, as welUniversity of Adelaide has a great future.
as from the Australian National University and the University | am pleased that it has been able to get its finances back
of Adelaide. In addition, he had an honorary Doctor of Lawson track, and | look forward to the university continuing to
from St Andrews and was a Fellow of the Royal Society, aprovide high standards of academic scholarship. | trust that,
well as a Fellow of the Australian Academy. So, he was nalong with the other two universities, it never compromises
slouch in respect of his own substantive degrees, nor ithose standards, that it will maintain them because, at the end
respect of honorary degrees with which he was recogniseaf the day, ultimately, a university depends on its reputation.
Many people who have been given honorary degrees haveyour reputation goes as a university then, in my view, you
recognised the fact that they are honorary, and they have nogase to be a university and, if you allow those standards to
purported to have a substantive degree. | have no probletie compromised, after a while you cease to be anything. As
whatsoever with the University of Adelaide offering honorarya result of financial pressure, as | indicated at the start, our
PhDs, but it should make it clear (as should Flinders Univeruniversities are under great pressure.
sity and the University of South Australia) that the honorary = We have people saying that you should be able to getinto
title is not to be used, and should not be used, in a way thatniversity if you can buy your way in. | totally disagree with
suggests that it is a substantive degree. | think that is athat. | believe that that is an outrageous corruption. In recent
important point. years | have heard members in this place say that, if you can
Because people in South Australia are generally fairlybuy your way in, that is fine. | do not accept that. | believe
easy-going and laid-back, they allow people to get away withhat you should get in and be in there strictly on academic
other gross abuses, and | am not suggesting that this hagerit. The universities, | think, need to address many issues,
happened in the case of the University of Adelaide. Foincluding the high drop-out rate in the first year, particularly
example, someone in the north-eastern suburbs at the momeyice the census figures are taken at the end of March.
is calling himself ‘Dr So-and-So’ in the telephone book. That  If you have the ability to get into university | believe that
fraudster does not have any academic qualification whatsgou have the ability to complete a university course, but | am
ever. In South Australia we are pretty sloppy about thes@ot saying that once you are in there you should get an
things, and people can get away with claiming all sorts ohutomatic pass. | am not saying that at all. | think that there
qualifications. is often a disregard for the capability of students who come
When | was at what is now the University of South from a school background, get seduced by the university life
Australia, | remember a character who had the lettersPhBnd, before they know it, the academic year is just about over
(Can) behind his name. People thought he was from Canadand so is their time at university. | commend this bill. |
but he was actually a candidate studying for a PhD and di@lelieve that it will be some time before it finally gets through
not have one. However, he fooled a lot of people for a longoth houses but, | guess, universities have learnt to be patient.
time, because Australians tend to be a little naive about these The bill will assist in ensuring that the University of
things, unlike Americans who want to know where youAdelaide can operate in a way which is appropriate to a
obtained your qualification and not simply whether youmodern technological society. | wish the University of
purport to have one. Adelaide well, along with Flinders and the University of
It is possible to buy letters after your name in Australia.South Australia, which are not part of this legislation, but we
We might think that happens only in Calcutta, or Bombay, ofare well served by those three universities provided they
when the aircraft refuels in some place in Asia. Howevermaintain that high level of academic commitment which |
titles can be bought through one of the accounting associgadicated earlier.
tions, and one recent former premier did exactly that. | am not
saying thatitis illegal, but that is the situation: you pay about Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Waite): | am going to
$300 a year to the National Institute of Accountants and yowontribute to this debate as the opposition’s shadow spokes-
can have ‘fellow’ after your name. So, you do not have toperson for innovation and information economy but also as
have a diploma but, providing you have done a little accountthe member for Waite, because within my electorate is the
ing in a business, lo and behold, you can be a Fellow of th&Vaite campus of the University of Adelaide. | am very much
National Institute of Accountants. a stakeholder in this bill, which | have read with interest. |
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have also received a number of submissions from interestegpoken to constituents about this issue. | understand the
constituents, some of whom are senior academics within theniversity’s assurance that the Waite campus will not be
university and whose views | respect enormously. diminished and that the head of the Faculty of Sciences will
As has been pointed out by my colleague the member fdiill the important role of Director of the Waite campus,
Bragg, the bill proposes a number of significant changes talthough the stature of the position as we know it will change.
the way the university runs itself. There are changes to the [ believe it is important that the brand of the Waite campus
current structure and process of the University of Adelaiddoe maintained. In some ways, it is a more widely known
Council. The bill aims to increase the freedom to operatdrand, a more famous brand, a brand which has wider
within a more corporate structure that will still meet com-recognition than that of the University of Adelaide. Certainly,
munity obligations and expectations. It aims to establishn certain aspects of the biosciences that is so. | think that the
clearer lines of decision-making, including powers ofuniversity has some issues to deal with as to its future vision
delegation, whilst imposing heavy penalties for breaches dbr the Waite, particularly as to how it brings together the
propriety leading to loss or damage to the university. It willother tenants of the Waite—the CSIRO, SARDI, the new
protect (via statute) the university’s name and devicesGrain Genomics Centre of Excellence and other institutions
remove restrictions on the disposal of freehold property (lanthere located—into one broader brand of academic excel-
owned by the university) but exclude, thankfully, land givenlence, perhaps under the guidance and tutelage of the
in trust, such as North Terrace and the Waite and Roseworthyniversity of Adelaide. | also express, on behalf of constitu-
campuses. | am thankful for that, having championed througbnts, concerns about standards and the need to maintain them.
the parliament a bill to repeal an act to carve up part of thé note that some of my constituents have raised with me
trust left to the university by Peter Waite which was thenconcerns about four major proposals in the bill: the marginali-
being used as a kindergarten. | think that trust land shouldation of the senate as they see it and the role of the
remain sacrosanct. Governor; the conversion of the statutes to rules and by-laws;
The bill also seeks recognition of the Academic Board, thehe change in the composition of the council; and the status
Graduate Association and the Students Association bgfthe Students Union. They have raised lesser concerns about
making their presiding officer an ex officio member of the the disposal of assets, the award of honorary degrees and the
council. The bill will provide for the election of two graduate delegation of council powers.
members to replace the current senate members and will My constituents have put to me that in several places in
disband the senate as a formal body of review giving theéhe proposals the view is expressed that change is needed to
council the central decision-making power. The bill providesmake the University of Adelaide more like Flinders Univer-
for honorary awards for those whom the university thinkssity or the University of South Australia, or some other
merit special recognition. | share some of the concernsniversity. The view put to me is that this is a bit of a non-
expressed by my colleague the member for Fisher about thatrgument. My constituents do not concede that these other
and | will speak to that in a moment. The bill ensures that theiniversities’ ways of working are necessarily superior to
Adelaide University Union report its financial position to the those of the University of Adelaide. The argument put to me
council and that the university union’s autonomy be pre1s: let us not throw the baby out with the bath water. Rather,
served, although sufficient information must be provided tdf it ain't broke, why fix it. In any case, in the view of my
the council for setting the fee for union membership. constituents, we should aim to have other universities look
If I have a principal concern about the bill | would say thatto the University of Adelaide as an example. They are proud
it does not go far enough. | am particularly interested in af all that has been achieved.
vision for the future of the university. | regard it as notonly  In regard to honorary degrees, there is a case in point.
a centre of academic excellence but part of the engine rooddelaide has never been able to award honorary degrees
of the economy as well as our culture. The bill could contairexcept for academic recognition or for exceptional service in
more that points to a new vision for the University of the context of the university itself, and has consistently
Adelaide. It also contains little about quality and standardsresisted the power to award honorary doctorates for other
I have confidence in the council to champion those greateasons, such as large financial contributions. My constituents
challenges, but it would be nice to see in the bill some focuput to me that that arrangement should remain unchanged,
on quality and standards which must be at the heart of thend | put that on the record on their behalf. The proposals to
future of the university. allow for the disposal of assets without the consent of the
The bill also contains little about real engagement with theGovernor (that is, the government of the day) may be in
government, business and the broader community. Again, @rder, but the fact that the proposal specifically exempts some
could be argued that that is not necessary, but | think it isrusts, such as the Waite Trust, suggests that a further
necessary for the character of the university. It has been in thexemption is needed to protect the future; for example, that
past, but it must be ever more in the future. As | havesuch other trusts as may from time to time be established
mentioned, the bill also proposes substantial reform to thehould also be afforded the same protection.
current structure of the University of Adelaide Council, The delegation of council powers caused a good deal of
which is the governing body of the university. debate at the time of the last revision of the act, and my
Some of the things that have been put to me which | feetonstituents put to me that the proposed arrangements are
I should get on the record have to do with the Waite campuprobably satisfactory but it is no argument to say that the
(the Waite Institute, as it has been known for many decades)niversity of SA does it and therefore so should we. In
There is a concern that the Waite campus is being swallowemgard to the role of the senate, the major changes proposed
up into North Terrace and that its status and standing asare there because council wishes to change the way in which
centre of academic excellence risks diminishment by this biltlecision making takes place at the university. As with most
and also by other actions and changes under way within thieaditional universities, the University of Adelaide has a long
university. | have visited the university and spoken with thetradition of what is often called collegiality; that is, the
Vice-Chancellor and other senior officers, and | have als@cademic members of the university have had a major voice
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in the overall governance of the university as well as incompeting calls. The bill does not say what happens to
determining the academic content of courses and the natusemeone whom the council considers to be offending against
of the degrees offered. this principle. My constituents recall occasions when they

At Adelaide, a major role has been played by the senateonsidered that their elected academic colleagues on the
in that it must approve major legislation, as must thecouncil were pushing their own barrows, if you like, a little
Governor. The intention of this provision of the original acttoo far, and it would be interesting to see how the council will
was to ensure that there was a body of academically qualifiedeather that hazard in the future as it has in the past.

persons (that is, graduates) able to review university policy, In regard to the union, my constituents have also express-
and ‘the Governor’ means the government in this contexted some concerns that the general role of the union not be
This was an important provision in the early days of thediminished and that its sense of being as a separate corporate
university, to ensure that standards were maintained. It wasody should not vanish, or that its independence ought not be
based on the then existing British/Scottish practice and is stileduced. They argue that this is in part the essence of the
common in those universities. collegiality | mentioned earlier.

In Adelaide it has evolved over the years to adapt 10 |5 gyerview, the proposals in the bill are designed to make
changing circumstances, for example, by including academig,e council more efficient. | recognise that, and so do my
staff and graduates not resident in Adelaide. Some argue, biygstituents. However, universities are academic organisa-
many of those who have spoken to me would argue othegjong The academic voice needs to be heard, and it needs to
wise, on the ground that the university has already lost alarggs \nderstood. Academic staff and their general staff
proportion of its collegiality. The specific proposal does nofg|ieagues understand this concept better than many others,

abolish the senate but effectively removes its legislative,articylarly others who do not work in the university. It is
function by redefining statutes and regulations as rules Whi‘%‘nportant that the council should have strong representation
do not require senate approval. This is listed as an item ig persons from the community. It is certainly in the best
section 2 of the summary. In effect, this proposal is to modifyarests of the university for that to be so. There is more than
the collective voice of the graduates of the university. Th&, gjight suggestion in the present proposals that the internal
present council has evidently found it irksome that the gice is being reduced so that the council will be more like
graduates of the university as represented by the senatedfe poard of an organisation from which the external
principle have a deciding vote in approving many items ofnembers come, but we need both. My experience tells me
university legislation, that is, those described as statutes @5t any system will work if its members want it to, and it can
regulations. It has been put to me by my constituents thale frystrated if they do not want it to. | urge the minister to
such approval is not required for rules. The effect of this;gnsider my comments in the days ahead. | will been
proposal is to allow the council to bypass the senate. commenting further in committee.

A second function of the senate is to act as an electorate In overview. the real focus here needs to be upon qualit
for graduate members of the council. It is proposed that suc ' ponq y

representation be reduced and determined in a different wg c?u?j%ovr\}i?h\i/rllsiltog \f/(i)sriéieaf#(tju;eﬂ?tfutpeefgplt\;gf/l\g'i tlé ZZﬁjSutso
as a consequence of this bill. Two such proposals ar P

contained in the table within the bill. In neither case would hich guarantees the reputation of both the campus at Waite

the senate elect anyone. Some of my constituents are oppos%gﬁ]g? ng%egigeznig vr;/]hu(:jr;:)aaktgs into account the range of
to either of these propositions, particularly the alternative i y )

which council itself selects its graduate members. | repeat that The Hon. J.D. LOMAX-SMITH (Minister for Employ-

it is_ no argument to say t_hat F_Iinders University and thement, Training and Further Education): | thank the
University of South Australia do it and, therefore, so shouldynembpers for Mitchell, Fisher, Waite and Bragg. Each have
the University of Adelaide, as is implied in the bill. discussed the provisions of this bill with great care. |

My constituents believe it essential that graduates retaigarticularly thank the member for Waite for his synthesis of
the right to say who should represent them on the council| the comments which he has received and which have been
The alternative of election of the Alumni Association hasyery similar to those | have heard as well. It is true that the
possibilities. My constituents note in any case that thergill seeks to make relatively minor changes, but ones that
should be a place for the Alumni Association in the act.change in substance definitions as to role and obligations of
However, on perusal of the definitions, | see that ‘graduatéhe council, as well as changes to the numbers of people
association’ is included as a definition, and | see that theccupying positions on the council and their responsibilities.
minister acknowledges that definition. | accept the comments of the member for Bragg. She is

The other proposal to change the council is to reduce frordisconcerted by the provisions within the bill for penalties.
three to two the number of academic staff elected to councll understand that point, but those penalties are only for
and to include the chair of the academic board ex officio. Onémproper actions, should members of council err in ways that
constituent found themselves in that position in the pastre regarded as unacceptable. The matter that she and other
without, he claims, even a voice on the council. He endorsegembers have raised relating to the senate is one that will
this proposal but believes it should be independently argue@ring the University of Adelaide into line with other institu-
and not be used to reduce the elected membership. tions.

There is a common view among many of the people to Also, the matters relating to honorary degrees raised by
whom I have spoken that the proposal is deliberately intendetthe member for Fisher are significant in that he is quite
to dampen the academic voice. This is seen also in otheorrect: some people do use those degrees as if they were
aspects of the bill, particularly in the area of accountabilityacquired in the normal manner. Certainly, the term ‘doctor’
Council evidently feels that those elected should be accounis used by a whole range of alternate therapists, dentists and
able not to their electorate but to the council itself. In theother providers of various services, and it diminishes the
experience of some of my constituents, a good councifforts of many people such as the member for Fisher, who
member will find the means to balance these sometimesad to work hard for their degrees.
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The most significant issue on the national scene will be the |am very disturbed at the proposals to reduce the powers
national government’s protocols, and we have chosen not yef the senate in the manner in which the legislation proposes.
to make changes in line with those protocols, because we doam equally disturbed at the belief that the University of
not know how they might be treated in Canberra or how thos@delaide should be seen no differently from those other
recommendations might pan out. It would be sensible to dealniversities in Australia, and from other universities in South
again with all three universities at a point when thoseAustralia, which aim at producing people with qualifications
protocols are in place, and we intend to do that. The hour ig what is called an efficient manner. Neither Cambridge nor
late, so | will not debate the matter further. Again | thankOxford nor Yale nor any other similar universities have that
members opposite and on this side of the chamber for theapproach. If | am mistaken and other members are correct,
considered comments and look forward to the debate iand the government’s proposals are correct, why is it that the
committee. sum total of Nobel Laureates in Australia are all graduates of

The SPEAKER: | have strong views about this legislation the University of Adelaide? Why is it that it has such an
and about the recent history of the University of Adelaide. loutstanding international institution, such as Waite Institute?
do not agree, indeed | strongly disagree, with the Chairman Neither of those two features of the University of Adelaide
of Committees, the member for Fisher. The changes that wekgill be possible under the structure of governance that we
made to the University of Adelaide Act during the term of hispropose now, or that currently exists as a result of the
ministry were not successful and have not been successfuhanges that have been made in contemporary times. With
Without taking too much time of the chamber, | point out thatthose remarks, | leave the measure to the house to determine
the remarks made by the member for Waite in reporting whéits fate. | trust that members will see further in securing
has been put to him are remarks that | would put to thisnarkets for the quality of education that we can provide here,
chamber as my very strong views about the Adelaidend the reputation that we have for being able to provide it,
University. If the Adelaide University were not unique, it especially through the Colombo Plan scholars that gave us
would not have achieved the outstanding results it hathat reputation, than simply to go and mine that reputation in
achieved up until very recent time. It now falls backwards inless than a decade and leave us in a place no different from
consequence, in my judgment, of the ill-conceived approacthe bulk of universities in this country. Altogether, if
to the interference in its governance in recent times. If weAdelaide is to continue as a university to stand where it has
want a model to determine what it is we seek for thebeen in the past, then more power, not less, ought to be left
University of Adelaide as a future, we ought not to look at theto a greater number of people more properly constituted in its
model of the more recently established universities, whicltouncil than is presently the case. | close on this note: as it
came into existence for the purpose of providing degrees fastands, it is possible to govern that university with a faction
those people who were getting qualifications from collegef five. | find that shocking in the extreme.
of advanced education. Bill read a second time.

We ought to look at the success which has been achieved |n committee.
by the Ivy League universities of the United States and, more Clauses 1 to 3 passed.
particularly, the Oxbridge universities in the United King-  progress reported; committee to sit again.
dom, and the manner in which they are governed. They use
the collegiate model. Adelaide University’s structure of ADJOURNMENT
governance had evolved over a period of 130 years and was
very effective in ensuring balance. There was the opportunity At 11.57 p.m. the house adjourned until Wednesday
for full and proper debate before any change occurred. 16 July at 2 p.m.



