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1. Who advised the Minister that schools would save
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 30 per cent by purchasing from the Government'’s preferred
suppliers, and on what basis was that claim made?

Wednesday 26 February 1997 2. Why is the Minister making schools pay up to $366 per
unit more for a computer to obtain the Government subsidy?

3. Were schools instructed to keep the prices that they
were being offered confidential to avoid criticism of the
negotiated price?

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: If schools do not want to
purchase through the Government's preferred supplier
arrangements they have complete freedom not to do so. They
can continue to purchase if they wish. | indicated yesterday
that the preferred supplier arrangements are linked with the

That the report be read. subsidy arrangement from the Government, but if schools

Motion carried. wish to purchase from other suppliers they are entitled to do

so. As a result of the Government’s having negotiated a
The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: On behalf of the Hon. R.D. whole of State contract for some 10 000 computers, we are
Lawson, | bring up the thirteenth report of the committee. now finding a whole range of people, who have never done
so previously, claiming to be able to provide superior service
STATUTORY AUTHORITIES REVIEW and warranties, superior delivery and at superior costs when,
COMMITTEE at no prior stage, have they been able to—
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | bring up the report of the  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | have the names. When one asks
Statutory Authorities Review Committee on Review of thethese individual suppliers whether they will provide that
Legal Services Commission (Part 2) and move: computer at the same price with no extra charges for delivery

That the report be printed. across the whole of the State, the answer is, ‘No.” When one
asks some of these suppliers whether they manufacture to the
AS 9000 standard in terms of quality control for schools, the
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA answer from virtually all of them is, "No.”

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Minister for Education and . 1heHon. R.I.LUCAS: We will see. | will be interested

Children’s Services): | seek leave to table a ministerial N the response from the honourable member tomorrow in

statement made by the Minister for Employment, Training'€lation to this issue. Itis critical that schools have a quality

and Further Education in another place on the subject of theroduct which is not susceptible to frequent breakdowns. The
University of South Australia campuses. most frequent complaint we have had from schools in recent

Leave granted. years is that they have a dog’s breakfast of computers—all
sorts of shapes and sizes. Clones are being used and, in some
MINNIPA RESEARCH CENTRE cases, cheaper overseas parts are used in relation to the
cloning arrangements of some of the computers. The critical
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | seek question for schools is who will provide the service for these

leave to table a ministerial statement made by the Minister fofomputers once they are in the schools. The deal provides a
Primary Industries in another place on the subject of théhree year warranty—

Minnipa Research Centre. Members interjecting:
Leave granted. The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: —for what is the virtual equiva-
lent of 24-hour—

Members interjecting:

The PRESIDENT: Order!
COMPUTERS, SUBSIDY SCHEME Members interjecting:
The PRESIDENT: Order! | suspect that all the interjec-

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: |seek leave to make tors are considered to be know-alls, too. They would be wise
a brief explanation before asking the Minister for Educationyg sjt and listen to the answer because—

and Children’s Services a question about computer costs.  pMembers interjecting:
Leave granted. The PRESIDENT: Order! The question was asked in
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: Schools have been silence and | request that the answer be heard likewise.
told that they can only access subsidies for computers, The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Thank you, Mr President. Under
including an Apple for $1 982 and a Pentium for $1 961, ifthe contract that has been negotiated, in at least 90 per cent
they purchase from DECS preferred suppliers. The Ministesf cases or incidents there must be the virtual equivalent of
announced that this was a good deal and that it would sav&-hour service turnaround, wherever the school is. In the
schools up to 30 per cent on the cost of computers. metropolitan area, within four working hours, a technician
The Opposition has received a quotation from a locamust be working on site to repair the broken down computer.
computer supplier to provide the same Pentium computdn at least 10 regional communities—
with a superior CD-ROM drive and with warranties at $366 Members interjecting:
per unit below that announced by the Minister. My questions The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: It is extraordinary that every time
to the Minister are: something good is done for Government schools, the

The PRESIDENT (Hon. Peter Dunn)took the Chair at
2.15 p.m. and read prayers.

The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: On behalf of the Hon. R.D.
Lawson, | bring up the twelfth report of the Legislative
Review Committee and move:

Motion carried.

QUESTION TIME
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Hon. Mike Elliott and the Hon. Carolyn Pickles attack thoseyou had better highlight it for me. We are looking at a whole
schools and run them down. Indeed, they seem to run dowasf government contract which takes into account the interests
everything the Government does. They have to attack it. Thef country, remote and regional schools. It is easy for the
Hon. Mr Elliott and the Hon. Carolyn Pickles are not Leader of the Opposition to stick up for city schools—
prepared to acknowledge anything. Even though this projectupported by the Hon. Mr Elliott—and not worry about those
has been warmly embraced by parents, principals anagional schools or the price that they have to pay for delivery
teachers within schools, neither the Hon. Mr Elliott nor thecosts and for the servicing cost of their computers. It is a
Hon. Carolyn Pickles is satisfied that this Government iggood deal for Government schools. In response to the last part
spending up to $15 million this year on computers when thef the question, as we have indicated before, retail outlets
Labor Government spent $360 000 in all schools in one yeaadvertised these computers, prior to our announcing our deal,
Nothing will satisfy the Hon. Mr Elliott. We know that, so we at prices between $2 500 and $3 000 per computer. That
have given up on him, and nothing will satisfy the Hon.advice came both from the Department for Education and
Ms Pickles, so we have given up on her, as well. A moveChildren’s Services and the Department for Information
from the Deputy Leader of the Democrats to take over wouldndustries.
be a sight for sore eyes. At least on occasions the Deputy The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: As a supplementary question,
Leader can be sensible and reasonable on issues. Sadly—did the Minister receive any constructive suggestions on the

The Hon. L.H. Davis: Whom are you talking about? Ron topic of computers in schools leading up to the recent
Roberts or Sandra Kanck? decision that he announced?

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Sandra Kanck. | couldn’t say that The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: We certainly never get any

about the Hon. Ron Roberts. There is no hope for the Labqtonstructive suggestions either from the Labor Party or the

Party. o Australian Democrats, in this Chamber or elsewhere, in
Members interjecting: . relation to areas of information technology. All we get, as the
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister should getback o Mr Redford will well know—and | suspect it might be

to the subject. the import of his question—is constant negative criticism. It

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Thank you, Mr President. The 5 knock, knock, knock from the Leader of the Opposition.
service requirement in relation to 10 regional communitiesot course, the Hon. Mr Elliott has never supported anything
is that, within eight working hours, a technician must bee | iheral Government has done in the 3v4 years it has been
working on the repair of a broken down computer. Forin hower. | refer not just to education but to any development
schools that are in areas more than 100 kilometres from thesgsiter or, indeed, anything that has been put by the Govern-
regional servicing centres, a replacement computer must Bgant. Sadly, the people of South Australia are left with an
sent through the courier system to the sch_ool to replgace t'“@pposition and a pseudo Opposition in the Australian
broken down computer which is then sent in for repair.  pemocrats that are never positive, never prepared to support

That degree of service has never been offered t0 0Wyen the smallest thing that the Government does and are
Government schools in South Australia at the cost that haé'nly ever interested—

been negotiated. It is not just the purchase cost. It is a
delivery cost wherever it happens to be in South Australia. ) .
Although this is no direct criticism of them, in relation to city __1h€ _Hon. R.l. LUCAS: We were a very positive

retailers the question has been asked, ‘Is that quote also vagPPOSiFiO”- | point out that 60 per cent Qf people in South
for a school at Ceduna or at Mount Gambier?’ ustralia at the last election voted for a Liberal Government

Of course, the Hon. Carolyn Pickles and the Hon. MichaePecause of the constructive way the Liberal Opposition went

Elliott do not worry about country or regional schools. They@P0Ut opposition. You might go back to those Opposition

say, ‘Itis all right to negotiate something at a cheaper pricéIays to look at an appropriate role model for the way the

for a city school, but do not worry about Ceduna, SwanPPOsition ought conduct itself.

Reach or Mount Gambier. Don’'t worry about regional
communities.’ The Government has negotiated a deal which AQUACULTURE
provides the computers at a cost which is common to both

city and regional communities. This Government is prepared | "€ Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:| seek leave to make a brief
to stick up for regional communities in terms of providing €XPlanation before asking the Attorney-General, representing
computers to the schools at a common price. the Minister for Primary Industries, a question about aquacul-

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: ture technology at Export Park on the site of the old Port

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: You speak to the schools. Are Adeélaide Flower Farm.
you the shadow Minister? What did you provide to the Leave granted.
schools? You told them to count on their fingers. You said, The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Recently, | was sent some
‘Go away, count on your fingers; you do not need computerfiterature on a project called Aquaculture Technology Export
in Government schools. Leave it to the non-governmenPark, including a copy of an article from thelvertiserof 12
schools; let the non-government schools have the computer€ctober 1996 indicating support. Attention was also drawn
You would not give them anything. You were Chair of the to some advertisements in a Sydney newspaper printed in the
education committee; you advised the Minister for EducationChinese language&ing Tag in respect of a project that is
and you would not let them have any computers at all. For thbeing mooted for the old flower farm at Port Adelaide. | do
first time, this Government is putting $15 million into not expect the Minister to answer my questions today,
computer purchase, infrastructure and technology withimlthough | am happy if he will pass them on. Between 1990
Government schools. and 1994 the South Australian Government tried to promote

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: the development of barramundi farming in South Australia

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: I don’t know which kitty you're by supporting and assisting two companies set up by
talking about but, if $20 million is lying around somewhere, Mr Johan Don. Apparently, the initial aim was to establish a

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:
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number of commercial barramundi farms in Australia’s firstscheme’s commercial viability, and there is no indication that
commercial land-based aquaculture operation at Kangarillany Government agency has seriously studied the commercial
This was then supposed to provide a base from which teiability. But the Government is at least allowing the very
sell the technology elsewhere in Australia and overseas, girong impression to be given that it vouches for the scheme,
scenario that we have heard regularly. The Governmerand that shows up in the advertisements. There may be some
assisted Mr Don’s companies (West Beach Aquaculture Ptgxcuse for the Government's support for Mr Don’s first
Limited and Malbrink Pty Limited) with soft loans from the project, though even it could have been more thorough in
Economic Development Authority of nearly $500 000, andinvestigating his activities in other countries and the reasons
by providing a hatchery/nursery at West Beach with land awhy the German company that developed the technology had
a nominal rent, a free water supply and a range of technicaiven it away. | thank the Council for its patience. My
support from the adjacent PISA and SARDI facilities. questions to the Attorney-General are:
Government support for the project was obvious in many 1. Isit true that the Government supports the proposal for
ways. For example, Mr Don was appointed Chairman of then aquaculture development on the old flower farm site at
Aquaculture Integrated Management Committee and was aDuter Harbor called Aquaculture Technology Export Park?
important factor in encouraging investors to purchase thelas the Government promised any financial support to the
farms at Kangarilla. scheme? Are the developers paying the MFP for the land and,
By the time they collapsed in 1994, Mr Don’s companiesif so, how much?
succeeded in completing a rudimentary hatchery/nursery at 2 |s he aware that the Government supported an earlier
West Beach and three farms at Kangarilla. One farm was alsgyuaculture venture at West Beach and Kangarilla by
built in New South Wa.les, with two more left incomplete at Mr Johan Don, who is also the main promoter of the Outer
Kangarilla. The companies then went into voluntary adminisHarbor scheme, and that the companies involved in that
tration and subsequently into schemes of company arranggcheme collapsed, leaving substantial amounts owing to
ment, under which most of their numerous creditors receivegreditors and the Economic Development Authority?
only 10¢ in the dollar and the loans from the EDA were 3 |5 he aware that none of the other fish farms built by
transferred to another company and deferred. It is unclegqf pon's companies has achieved anywhere near the levels
where they are going at present. Since September 1994, othgroquction and profitability claimed for the scheme?
gg::nhpg?I(egi:ssglgr?éegnvc\int‘:']a'i\cvra[rio;ngi\fmbtigig dngrfgrg} Itn 4. Is he aware that this scheme is now being promoted,
P rticularly to the Chinese community in Australia and

}\;Vromum'q_'eslirx;nfagmstﬁégea?r?a};{ﬂ'gfrglffr;]g%tesgiagr{g;éz verseas, on the basis that it is supported by the Australian
numerous difficmjlties because of their poor design gnd alle %overnment? Itis also being supported on the basis that it
P 9 9 require extra points for business migration.

shoddy construction, which have required their owners to 5 Has the South Australian G tai imolied
spend considerable amounts to modify them and meet very - 1aS thé South Australian isovernment given or implie
ny guarantees to investors in this scheme? Is there any

high maintenance and repair costs. o J > -
Even so, the farms appear to be at best marginalllke“hOOd that investors could claim damages from the

profitable and incapable of meeting the annual productiorpPvernment if they do not receive the returns onr)thew
quota of 20 tonnes that was originally claimed by the'lVeStments that have been promised by promoters? | am
proposer. These difficulties were compounded by the inabilit)Prepared to give all this mforma'qon to the Attorney-QeneraI.
of the hatchery/nursery at West Beach to supply anywhere The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer those questions to
near the promised numbers of barramundi fingerlingsmy colleague in another place and bring back a reply.
Another company associated with Mr Don now proposes to
build 20 farms at Outer Harbor. While they are the same size PATAWALONGA
as the earlier farms, they are claimed to be of an improved .
design and able to produce 25 tonnes per annum of various 1h€ Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | seek leave to make a brief
fish species, including barramundi. They are being particula€XPlanation before asking the Minister representing the
ly targeted at the Chinese-speaking community both iMinister for Housing and Urban Development a question
Australia and overseas, as shown by the attached advertig0Ut the Patawalonga clean up.
ment (which | am prepared to provide to the Minister and Leave granted.
which we have had interpreted) that appeare8ing Taga The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | have asked a number of
Sydney-based newspaper that apparently has an Australi@uestions in this Council of the Minister in relation to the
wide and overseas readership. clean up of the Patawalonga. Certainly, a lot of local govern-
The price of each farm has increased to $550 000. Thenent officials are starting to ask the same gquestions, and a
scheme has some apparent failures. If there really is amumber of residents in the West Beach and Glenelg areas are
improved design it has not been tested, and none of theow starting to question the preferred project that the
existing farms produces 20 tonnes, let alone 25 tonnes. THeovernment has picked up to clean up the Patawalonga. An
existing farms are at best marginally profitable, so it is mosarticle in today'sAdvertisetheaded ‘Crumbling creek worries
unlikely that a similar farm could be profitable even if the golfers’ points out that the banks of the Patawalonga creek,
investment were not $300 000 more. Production of barramurwhich is being used as one method of diverting water while
di in Australia is growing at quite a fast rate, and | amthe Patawalonga is being cleaned up, are starting to col-
advised that a glut could develop. lapse—although that is not the major problem. The major
As with Mr Don’s earlier scheme, much has been madé@roblem, according to people in that area and upstream, is the
of the South Australian Government's support for it. It hasfailure of the system that has been devised to keep out
apparently obtained all necessary permits and approvalipating material such as debris, dog faeces, and a lot of
including from the Development Assessment Commissionother—
However, this process does not concern itself with the The Hon. A.J. Redford: Golf balls!
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The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | have not seen too many of hours a day. The nursing staff were not psychiatrically trained
them in the Patawalonga. You would have to have a very badnd were clearly stressed by the situation. Those details raise
slice or hook to hit them into the Pat. Perhaps the honourablkgerious questions about cutbacks to specialist health services
member has been down there on the driving range hitting and staffing levels at the RAH, but other serious issues, such
few wild ones. The Patawalonga golf course has beeas those which | have just described, flow from the condi-
interfered with by the project, but in most cases people aréons.
prepared to pay that price if they can see that the project will Medical and nursing staff have informed my office that
be successful. Unfortunately for the Government and théhere is a growing trend amongst patients who have private
Ministers involved, after each heavy rainfall the urban run-offhealth care, who enter via Emergency, to transfer from the
goes back into the Patawalonga and it turns black and thRAH at the first available opportunity to private hospitals.
debris remains. In her article, the reporter, Regina TiteliusThis outflow of patients reduces the range of medical
made some statements in relation to an interview that she dibnditions being treated in the RAH and, in turn, diminishes
with a Matthew Saliba, who was playing golf at the time. Mr the quality of instruction that medical students receive on the
Saliba asked some questions that | believe need answeringunds in the wards.
and | will be asking, via the Minister, some of the same Great teaching hospitals require a range of medical
guestions that Mr Saliba asked. My questions to the Ministeconditions to be available for study and instruction. Anything
are: that diminishes the range diminishes the teaching hospital’s

1. In respect of the delay in the project, are fundsstature. Morale is another important factor in creating a
available to finish the Patawalonga clean up—one questioproductive learning environment.
asked by this particular golfer? My office has been informed that, as a consequence of

2. Will the Government be supporting an open-cutreduced staff and conditions such as | have described, morale
channel through the West Beach sandhills, which is onamongst the nursing staff is at rock bottom and that nurses
profile that has been put as a— with the greatest amount of experience are leaving the RAH,

The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Not until after the election. preferring to work in private hospitals. My questions to the

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: ‘Not until after the election.”  Minister are:

That is probably a reasonable interjection by the Hon. Mr 1. How many patients with private medical cover
Elliott. My questions continue: transferred from the RAH to other hospitals within the first

3. Is there a risk of flooding near Burbridge Road—aweek of their being admitted to the RAH during 1996, and
question asked, in part, in this article? what were the figures for 1995, 1994, 1993, 1992 and 19917

4. Will the Patawalonga be silted up by upstream erosion 2. How many nursing staff transferred from the RAH to
as a result of the collapse of some stream banks? other medical facilities during 1996, and what were the

5. When will the Premier have his cholera and hepatitigigures for 1995, 1994, 1993, 1992 and 1991?
shots and swim in the Patawalonga, as he seems to be 3. Isthe range of cases available for medical students to
promising but is avoiding? observe and study at RAH diminishing? If so, does the

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: I shall be pleased to refer those Minister consider that this detracts from the stature of RAH
guestions to my colleague in another place and bring backs a teaching hospital?
reply. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | will refer those questions to my

colleague in another place and bring back a reply.
ROYAL ADELAIDE HOSPITAL The PRESIDENT: | inform members that it is not

acceptable to exchange comments between them when a
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make a Minister is rep|ying to a question.

brief explanation before asking the Minister for Education

and Children’s Services (in the absence of the Minister for YOUTH SUICIDE

Transport), representing the Minister for Health, a question

about the capacity of the Royal Adelaide Hospital to remain  The Hon. BERNICE PFITZNER: | seek leave to make

a first-class teaching hospital. a brief explanation before asking the Minister representing
Leave granted. the Minister for Health a question about the high rate of
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: This morning my office  suicides.

was the source of a media release that led to news bulletins Leave granted

carrying reports of a patient at the Royal Adelaide Hospital The Hon. BERNICE PFITZNER: | note in Tuesday’s

experiencing Dickensian-like conditions. | will paraphrase theAdvertiseran article entitled ‘35 per cent of students con-

letter which was sent to me by the patient and which formedidered suicide’, and, as the researcher says, that is a startling

the basis of my media release. Following diagnosis for bloodtatistic. This piece of research was done on New South

clots in her legs, this woman was taken to the Royal Adelaid&Vales university students by the university’s general

Hospital, arriving at about 4 p.m. After a 6% half hour wait practitioner. He stated that students complained mainly of

in casualty, she was taken into a ward containing, amongstress, anxiety or depression, that 10 per cent considered

others, a very old woman who kept wandering away from hesuicide seriously and that the rest had considered it neverthe-

bed, virtually naked, and covered in faeces; a woman in &ss.

vegetative state; and another woman who would yell for a The rate of suicide in the general population is only 1 to

commode and, if it did not come quickly enough, the bed an@ per cent. There is also a slightly higher female preponder-

floor would soon be filthy. The nursing staff had to contin-ance in those who have contemplated suicide. The reasons

ually clean up after these women. given for this high rate for those who had contemplated
From adjoining wards, old men would wander in to enjoysuicide indicated the following contributing factors: first,

the spectacle, and there was a constant plea of, ‘Help mapme sickness; secondly, lack of exercise and proper diet;

please help me,’ which could be heard for between 18 and 2birdly, lack of support network; fourthly, changes in methods
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of university assessment, that is, continuous assessment4. Will the Premier order an investigation into Ms Johns’
throughout the year rather than the previous method of endeatment by his office, and will Ms Johns receive an
of year assessment only; and, finally, poor economic stat@pology?

My questions to the Minister are: Members interjecting:
1. Do we have any facts and figures on our own uni-  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Wouldn't you want to know
versity students as to their rates? if your staff were being rude to people when they called?

2. If we do not have any figures, in view of the New  The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member has
South Wales results, will the Minister look into obtaining had a fair go, and | have been very lenient. There was a lot
some statistics to establish our university students’ rates? of comment in that question.

3. If our suicide rates are also as unacceptably high as The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: If the claims being made by the
those in New South Wales, will the Minister implement aHon. Mr Cameron are true, the Premier would be concerned,
program for university students to address this problem? a5 would all members, that someone with a genuine inquiry

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | will refer those questionsto my as treated discourteously by any member of staff. | say

colleague in another place and bring back a reply. advisedly that, if the claim is true, the Premier, and indeed all
members, would be concerned by that issue. | will be happy
SMALL BUSINESS to raise the issue with the Premier and bring back a reply for

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | seek leave to make a brief '€ nonourable member as soon as | can.

explanation before asking the Minister representing the the Hon. T. CROTHERS: | wish to ask a supplementary
Premier a question about the treatment of small b“Si”eﬁJestion M.r I5resident ’
inquiries by the Premier’s Office. MemBers interjectind

Leave granted. The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | have been contacted by . . .
Ms Andrea Johns, a small business woman who is extremely ' ne Hon. T. CROTHERS: If the claim as alleged is
und to be true, will the Premier also ensure that the

disappointed over the treatment she recently received fro

the Premier’s Office over the matter of a small business loar{({;r?;?i]tﬁrenn tFQ?:Taivr\r,wo:Jslistzsgnfggzvge:jnagiavl\l/gg| dwrllta?veﬂEJIZen
Ms Johns was seeking advice on obtaining a loan to expaqg}ad she not brought the question to this Parliament?

her soft furnishing small business, which has been operatin ; -
g b The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: That goes without saying. Our

successfully for two years. Ms Johns had thousands of dollar: - . . .
in orders waiting to be filled and needed the loan to expand "€Mier is very even-handed in relation to these issues, and
tice will be seen to be done.

to larger premises and upgrade equipment. Ms Johns had®
previously tried the Business Centre, where she was informed
that she was ineligible for a loan but that if she had been

unemployed for 12 months she would have qualified for a The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | seek leave to make a brief

$5 000 loan to help her start up a small business. . . .
; o xplanation before asking the Leader of the Government in
Undeterred, and following the Premier's December 199 his place a question about ALP policy development.

promise that the Government intended to rejuvenate small L d

business, she decided to contact the Premier's Office. Ms -62Ve granted. i )

Johns informed the Premier’s Office of her predicament and The Hon. A.J. REDFQRD' In last weeksMessenggr ,
was shocked when she was abruptly told by a staffer in nB€SS an article entitled ‘Hull bows out of Labor politics
uncertain terms, ‘We don’t give handouts.” Ms Johns wag€Ported:

extremely offended by these remarks, as she was not looking Vocal Labor Party member Bruce Hull has quit the Party, citing
for a handout but was simply looking for advice on how tofactional in-fighting and scant regard for local government.

obtain a loan for her business. Finding both the Premierdhe article also states that Mr Hull ended a 12-year member-
Office and the Business Centre to be of little or no help, Msship in which he served on the ALP State Council and as
Johns contacted my office to complain about the run-aroun&ecretary of the Elder sub-branch. He was well known to the

LABOR PARTY POLICY

she was receiving. Hon. Mr Holloway, whom | congratulate on his recent
| must state that in his media release of 13 Decembeglevation to the front bench, in the inevitable drive to the
1996, the Premier stated: leadership of the ALP in this place. The article further states:

The State Government is committed to revitalising and changing Mr Hull, also a Marion councillor, says he is disenchanted with
the small business culture in this State. We are committed tthe Party and no longer wants to be branded a ‘Labor stooge’.

encouraging women in small business. . . .
ging The article goes on to quote him as saying:

My ques’.tlons to the Minister a:’.e: for th . ff ‘The Labor Party pays little attention to local government, which
1. Isitnow Government policy for the Premier’s staff t0 js shown by the fact that it does not seek to get involved. it really
assist small business people by handing out nuggets @hows thatittreats it as a sphere of government that’s unimportant.”

wisdom such as ‘We don’t give handouts’ when answeringvr Hull was voted Labor's Local Government Policy Advisory
inquiries? Committee Chairman last year, but poor attendances saw the group

2. How does Ms Johns’ treatment by the Premier’s OfﬁceOIISbanOI only a few months later.

fit in with the Government's supposed commitment toThe article further states:

revitalising and changing the small business culture in this But Mr Hull says he often opposed the Party line, and in recent

State? months has been in opposition to fellow councillor and Labor
3. Ifthe Premier’s Office is rude and unhelpful to simple Mitchell candidate Kris Hanna on quite a few issues.

inquiries such as this, why should any small business persdn the light of that, my questions are as follows.

in this State believe the Government when it claims thatitis 1. Has the Minister any concerns about the ALP approach

committed to small business? to local government as reported in the paper?
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2. Does the Minister have any confidence in the ALPHon. Paul Holloway in relation to the issue to see whether we
policy development process, given the poor attendance at tlian share any further information with honourable members.
Local Government Policy Advisory Committee?

3. Will the Minister (and here is the sting) make inqui- COURTS, BROADCASTING OF TRIALS

ries—
. T In reply toHon. R.D. LAWSON (5 February 1997).
Members mtenect,ng. | The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The trial broadcast during ABC
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Terry Cameron Radio National'd.aw Reportas recorded under guidelines agreed
should listen. between the Chief Justice and Radio National. The guidelines were

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: —as to what differences also approved by the Chief Judge of the District Court.

there have been between the Leader of the Opposition’sﬂ_In SUTmaré/, the gluitdeg_ﬂes F;_FOVide? tftlﬁt the prde_Sidinfgt%UdiCial
: icer retained complete discretion as to the recording of the case,
research officer and the former branch secretary from thgnd had full control over the persons involved in the recording. The

Hon. Paul Holloway's old seat? presiding judicial officer could at any time direct that the recording
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Mr Redford’s explan-  stop temporarily or permanently. The entire case had to be recorded,
ation probably explains a lot, having heard that explanatioitp ensure that when the material was edited there was adequate

; e aterial to provide a balanced coverage. A formal letter of request,
of the policy development within the Labor Party. For some] terms approved by the Chief Justice and the Chief Judge, had to

. e . . |

time colleagues sitting behind me (the Hon. Legh Davis an@e provided to the prosecution and the defence, explaining how the
others) have been saying, ‘Where are these policies from thgise would be recorded and for what purpose and offering appropri-
Labor Party?’ The explanation has just been given by thate assurances about the protection of privacy. Upon request by any
Hon. Angus Redford quoting Mr Hull. The simple answer jgparty or any witness, names and identifying features relating to a

- - . . —witness were to be removed during editing. The parties had the right
that through lack of interest the policy committees are being, pe consulted during the editing process. The case was to be edited

disbanded; no-one is turning up. to not less than one half hour of material. As part of the editing,
The Hon. T.G. Roberts: They went to the wrong address. commentary could be inserted explaining legal terms and summaris-

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Wrong faction. It is not the Hon. ing material not included in the broadcast. The team producing the
, ; documentary was to include a legally qualified person to supervise
Terry Roberts’s faCtlon’_ | _unde_rStand' . the work. The trial judge was to be consulted during the editing
The Hon. L.H. Davis: | think they've taken the PR process and the approval of the trial judge was required before the
policy. material was broadcast.
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | will not respond to that As far as | am aware, there was no cost to the Courts Adminis-
interjection by my colleague the Hon. Legh Davis, which | tration Authority, other than the cost of the time spentin making the
: e y arrangements under which the recording proceeded, and in facilita-
thought was very apt. That_explams the difficulty the Laborting the setting up of the recording equipment.
Party has being in Opposition. We have talked about the
negativism of the Labor Party in Qpposition anq its not bein_g LAWYERS, CONDUCT
prepared to come up with anything constructive. To be fair
to the Labor Party, if everyone is resigning from its policy  Inreply toHon. A.J. REDFORD (13 February 1996).
committees and they are not turning up, no wonder it is ”°éec22%£°25§aﬁc??r!Ftﬁ'eN%rL'&ee Foractices AGt Is Tmited it
in a position to be a_ble to develop p(_)"_c'es' Clearly, when on pplication to the Crown to Commonwealth business enterprises,
looks at the capacity of shadow Ministers such as the Horxcting in trade or commerce. The prohibition on misleading and
Ron Roberts, one would not be relying on him to developdeceptive conduct in the Fair Trading Act is limited to persons
policy to take your Party into a four year period of Govern-operating in trade or commerce. The Act is expressed to apply to the
ment. The Labor Party would be hoping that there was"oVN:

S : . The particular practices of the Federal Department of Immigra-
someone within its membership who might be able to come, " itiined by the honourable member (as alleged by Messrs

up with a germ of an idea occasionally to assist the shadoWohnston Withers) would not be brought within the purview of the
Ministers on the front bench. Trade Practices Act or the Fair Trading Act by a simple amendment
The other interesting point from Mr Hull’s comments— Wwhich e>_<|_tﬁ_ndeg the degfﬁe tOAWhiCh the Cdrow_n WaiS légund zy thﬁ
; ; ; ; tatute. This is because these Acts are predominantly directed to the
ancri] hﬁ 'Sf Ob.v'ouﬁly mho SLd'saﬁeClt%d W'th.the Labqr IP arty a;:"Zradication of unwanted practices ‘in trade or commerce’.
with the factionalism he has singled out (itis certainly notthe ™ Ay aynansion in the operation of the Trade Practices Act, to
Hon. Angus Redford who is singling it out)—is that he hasextend the prohibition on misleading and deceptive conduct so that
some significant problems with the Labor candidate foiit have effect in situations like that raised by the honourable member,
Mitchell who, Mr Hull believes, is just another tired factional Would probably have undesirable consequences. Extending the

; P operation of the Trade Practices Act or the Fair Trading Act beyond
hack trotted out by the Labor Party. It is a combination Ofthe boundaries of trade or commerce could result in many dealings

tired factional hacks or industrial advocates and secretarigsenween different branches of government being laid open to charges
from the trade union movement who win preselection for ther anti-competitive behaviour.

Labor Party these days. Certainly now is not the appropriate While nobody would seek to defend the behaviour of the
me but perhape o another U o e bl O o Soicanas e o ey ene
through the background_ ofthe pr eselected candidates for_t‘ n-busi?wess’ aregg may tend to inhFi)bitgood goveFr)nmeynt. | consider
Labor Party for the coming election—those who are remainthat the best remedy is that of bringing these matters to the public
ing, anyway, unlike Mr Butler who has resigned—to attention in the way that the honourable member has already done.
demonstrate that, as | said, they are either secretaries,

industrial advocates or workers for the trade union movement WATER AND SEWERAGE COSTS

or retired factional hacks from the Labor Party.

The Hon. Angus Redford has asked a most interesting The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | seek leave to make a
question. If | can make any further inquiries in relation to theprecied statement prior to directing some questions to the
problems between the endorsed Labor candidate for MitcheMlinister for Education and Children’s Services, representing
and Mr Hull and provide any further information to membersthe Minister for Infrastructure, on the subject of cost for the
of the Chamber, | will be delighted to do so. Obviously, | will supply of water and sewerage to South Australian properties.
take some advice from the Leader of the Opposition and the Leave granted.
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The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Questions have been 2. Has the Government forgone the user pays principle?
repeatedly put to me by South Australians concerning what 3. When will water and sewerage rates start to decline in
is happening in this State about water supply and sewerageal terms as promised by this Government at the time of the
costs. They appear to me to be as bewildered as many of tipeivatisation of South Australia’s water supply?

State’s MPs of all political persuasions to whom | talk from 4. Is this taxation by stealth on the Government’s part in
time to time. Various articles have appeared inAldgertisey  order to avoid the more unpopular charges, if needed, in
for instance, which, on the one hand, are critical of costelation to health and education costs?

increases in this area, only to be denied some time later by 5. Will the Government now admit that increases to water
Ministers making statements on the same subject matter. Thad sewerage rates over the past three years far outweigh and
old EWS Department over the past five or six years has shaskceed inflation?

some thousands of employees, yet, in spite of this reduction The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Hon. Mr Crothers always

in the wages bill, costs for water and sewerage servicesies to be an honourable man in terms of the questions that
continue to rise. For instance, tAelvertiserof 15 February he raises in this Chamber, and | invite him to revisit the
this year (page 1) published an article which stated that homstatements made by the then Minister. | do not have perfect
owners will pay more in sewerage rates from as early as Aprilecall of all the statements made by the Minister, but | would
of this year, the fourth price rise, it says, in four years. Itbe surprised if the Minister indicated that water in 1997
further says that this will take the total increase since thevould be cheaper than it was in 1994. | suspect what he
present Government took office to 18 per cent. might have said was that water would be cheaper than it

The article then turns its attention to the supply of watertherwise would have been without the decisions that were
and states that water prices also have increased three timegken by the Government, or he may well have paraphrased
in the past 2% years, the latest taking effect from 1 January in some other way. | remain to be convinced. | leave the
of this year. The article further takes issue with the Staténvitation with the honourable member to do some research
Government’s claims that these rises are in line with inflatiorand to come back with—
rates of about 3 per cent per year, whilst the calculations done The Hon. T. Crothers interjecting:
by the paper show that an average four person household is The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Mr Crothers says that
paying 24 per cent more for water than in 1994 whilst, at thehe has it already, so if he brings it across the Chamber to me
same time, the free water allowance of 136 kilolitres wasafter Question Time | would be delighted to look at it to see
abolished in 1995 and the threshold for the cheapest rate was what context he has quoted the former Minister for
dropped from 136 kilolitres to 125 kilolitres. So there you Infrastructure on this issue. | look forward to that correspond-
have it, Mr President, thousands of job cuts but still increasesnce or copies of those articles.
for these services are outstripping inflation. The Hon. T. Crothers interjecting:

To highlight these matters the newspaper article cites as The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, not the question but the
an example the case of a Largs North resident, Mr Bruceguotation that the honourable member indicated was made by
Moffatt. Mr Moffatt's accounts show his four member the then Minister for Infrastructure, the Hon. John Olsen. |
household slashed its annual water usage by 26 000 litresill refer the honourable member’s questions and | will await
over the past three years, but the quarterly cost has jumpétis clippings, as well. It is important to point out that the
51 per cent from $29 per quarter in 1994 to $43.80 in 1996Minister has indicated publicly on a number of occasions that
He believed, likewise, that his quarterly sewerage bill hashere is a 1 per cent levy for the clean-up of the Murray-
climbed 25 per cent from $66 a quarter in March 1994 to $8®arling Basin and | think that there is a 1¢ per kilolitre levy
a quarter in September 1996, despite the fact that the valder all the new infrastructure projects for water filtration for
of his house rose by only 6 per cent. At this point, | remindthe Adelaide Hills and some Murray River towns. They are
members that sewerage rates when set have a tie in witlvo separate levies over and above the usual, run-of-the-mill
property values. The Minister for Infrastructure whensewerage and water charges from SA Water or the then EWS.
approached on these matters said: As | said, | am working on memory. | will refer the honour-

What we're getting is better quality water and better services fofPl€ member’s questions to the Minister and bring back a
the community and you have to pay for that; you can’t do it forreply, but he must bear in mind both those factors, which
nothing. would be over and above the normal CPI increase during the
He further said that this State service has added $98 millioReriod 1994-97 to which he referred.
to the State budget in 1995-96. He said:

This is money now available for use in health, education and
capital works.

YOUTH ACTION PANELS

) ) ] The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | seek leave to make a brief
The electors of this State, | am told, cry in anguish abouttatement before asking the Minister for Education and
what has happened to this Government's user pays principlehildren’s Services a question about youth action panels.
Finally, it must be put on the record that when this Govern- | egve granted.
ment privatised this State’s water supply the then Minister The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: The Australian Community
stated that this would lead to cheaper water rates for Sou§afety and Research Organisation recently circularised
Australians, when, clearly, thedvertiserfigures show the  mempers with information about so-called youth action
opposite to be the case. My questions to the Minister are gsanels which are a form of school-based crime prevention
follows: programs. There are said to be over 800 of these operating
1. Why are water and sewerage users in this State beingtross the United Kingdom, with crime prevention strategies
charged rates sufficient in the Minister's own words toincluding cycle property marking, anti-graffiti projects, and
subsidise health and education? the like. The organisation claims to have introduced the
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: concept into Australia with a program at the Bremer State
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Tax by stealth. High School in Queensland. Itis claimed that the Queensland
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Government is a supporter of youth action panels and that tressociations, sponsors and supporters who contributed to the
Education Minister in that State has recommended theuccess of the Italian festival, known since last year as
program to all State school principals. An extensive evaluCarnevale in Adelaide. Carnevale was held in Rymill Park
ation of the pilot programs conducted in Queensland Statever the weekend of 8-9 February and attracted an estimated
schools has been published. My questions are: 50 000 revellers. Despite some initial misgivings, Rymill

1. Is the Minister aware of the youth action panels?  Park, which was the Carnevale’s venue for the first time,

2. Has he considered whether the programs could b&irned out to be an absolutely ideal location, with its large
usefully implemented in this State? tree-shaded areas, ease of access, central location in an idyllic

3. Is he prepared to investigate the concept of youtt$etting, and its meandering path all contributing to the
action panels put forward by the Australian Communitycreation of a cosy, village-type atmosphere. It is hoped that
Safety and Research Organisation? the Carnevale in Adelaide has now found its permanent

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | confess that | am going on home.
memory again in relation to the honourable member’s ] o )
question, but | recall some correspondence similar to thatto The Italian Coordinating Committee must also be
which the honourable member has referred. If my recollectio§ongratulated on striking a happy balance between local
is correct, the view of the department and some othetalent and contributions from Italy. Thanks to the generous
Government agencies that we consulted, in particular thgPonsorship provided by the Lazio Region, the Campania
crime prevention people associated with the Attorney-Region andthe Province of Salerno, abl_ycoo_rdlnated bythe
General's Department, was that the existing structures withiAssociazione Arte e Cultura through its Director, Luigi
our Government schools in South Australia probably meef@iola, the public were treated to a rich program of exhibi-
many of the attractions purported to be associated with th#ons and cultural events. In particular, the Cinecitta cine-
youth action panels. | refer to our student representativinatographic exhibition from the 1930s and the artistic
councils or similar bodies that operate within Governmengraftworks exhibition from the Lazio Region provided an
schools. insight into aspects of Italian culture which had not been seen

A number of our student representative or kids ownin Adelaide before. In addition, the performances of re-
councils—they go under a variety of names—have comprgowned flautist Onorio Zaralli accompanied by the Adelaide
hensive and effective anti-harassment or anti-bullying’@uth Chamber Orchestra, in a concert of eighteenth century
programs. They also look at trying to combat offences at th&falian classical music, delighted those fortunate enough to
minor end of the range within Government schools and havBave attended. Equally well received was the first ever
proved to be pretty effective in terms of— performance in Australia of the operiha Serva Padronay

The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting: GB Pergolesi.

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Did he? | am not sure that it was . N .
Jim. However, it has proved to be very effective. Over, One of the musical highlights of the festival was the
200 schools in South Australia have School Watch program! spired merging of two groups—Anima Mediterranea from
which seek to bring together students, parents, teachers, stgi/eM0 With popular South Australian group Flamenco
and neighbours in programs to try to provide communit |refwh|ch combined the passion of Neapolitan music with
oversight for what goes on within schools, both during schoofl© firé and rhythms of flamenco. A number of equally
hours and after school hours. The School Watch program hasiccessful per_formances and events pre(,:eded the final
proved to be pretty effective, as well. As | said, | am workingVeéekend and included the Commedia dell’ Arte Masque
off memory. | am prepared to take the honourable member'fgh'b't'on by Jennifer Stannard, the Cinema in the Botanic
question on notice and bring back a more detailed respon ardens, and the Baletta exhibition at Greenhill Galleries.
should | have not adequately covered it in the response that

I have given this afternoon It was a happy coincidence, as the Italian Consul Dr

Roberto Colaminé observed in his opening speech at Rymill
Park, that contemporaneously with Carnevale in Adelaide the
Australian Foreign Minister visited Italy to sign the joint
declaration ‘Australia and Italy into the twenty-first century’.
This document, as the Consul pointed out, is an important

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ST JOHN (DISCHARGE first step towards close economic and cultural cooperation

OF TRUSTS) BILL between Australia and Italy.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | bring The final display of laser fireworks on the Sunday night
up the report of the committee, together with minutes osignified the conclusion of this year's Carnevale which was
proceedings and evidence, and move: filmed for the first time by RAI International (the Italian

Broadcasting Agency) for a potential worldwide audience of
millions. However, it is more in sorrow than in anger that |

report the regrettable behaviour of the Hon. Julian Stefani
who, in the lead-up to Carnevale, sought to politicise the

That the report be printed.
Motion carried.

MATTERS OF INTEREST overseas participation in this event, lending his name and his
support to the now publicly discredited views of those who
CARNEVALE were seeking division, dissent and discord, when cooperation,

assistance and a genuine desire to contribute would have been
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: | rise to congratulate Dr much more appropriate behaviour for the celebration of all
Antonio Cocchiaro, President of the Italian Coordinatingthings Italian which the community provided for all fellow
Committee, the members of his committee, the ItaliarSouth Australians.
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CRIME TRENDS larceny of a motor vehicle has also decreased. Shop thefts are
also down, as is stealing from a person. This good news is
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | refer to crime trends in South something to be applauded. | congratulate the Government
Australia. Recently, the Attorney-General tabled an informaen these initiatives.
tion bulletin from the Office of Crime Statistics—a bulletin
which, as it notes, aims to contribute to a better understanding MOUNT LOFTY SUMMIT
of crime and crime trends in South Australia by providing
statistics on all offences reported or becoming known to The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | refer to the summit
police in South Australia. In the introduction to this bulletin development at Mount Lofty. When | visited the summit last
it observes that the incidence and nature of crime is a topi¢eekend I had the opportunity to take with me four visitors
of particular concern to all communities because it impactérom overseas. It was my first chance to visit the site since
on people’s sense of security and perceptions of persongPmpletion of the development. Any fair-minded person
safety. The media, in particular, often raises questions abotitould say that the development is far superior to that which
whether crime is on the increase or whether offending igvas originally proposed 10 years ago and which would have
becoming more serious. However, to ensure that informef€€n quite outrageous in terms of its impact upon the site.
debate on these important issues can take place, access to Tl reason for the superior development is that on that
most accurate statistical information currently available igoccasion the Government took a unique approach and set up
crucial. a consultative group which involved local government,
We have all heard that the media thrives on bad crimé\boriginal groups, conservation groups, etc. There was a
statistics. Unfortunately—and not surprisingly—the detailsgreat deal of input in terms of what sorts of development
of this information bulletin have gone largely unreported incould create difficulties there.
the media because it contains universally good news. Total For the most part, the development has been sensitive. The
offences reported or becoming known to police decreasednfortunate thing is that during the very latest stages of the
2.1 per cent from 1993 to 1995, down from 213 830 offenceslevelopment, as | understand it, that consultation stopped
to 209 361 offences. Comparison with pre-1993 data is notnd, once the design stage was entered, the consultation
possible because of changes in counting procedures. In terrélisappeared virtually entirely. As a consequence of that, a
of the type of offences reported to police, in 1995 about twocouple of things happened at the development which I think
thirds of all offences reported were for offences againshave detracted from it, even though, as | said before, it is a
property. Offences against the person, excluding sexua®stly improved development compared to that which was
assault, accounted for about 8 per cent, and sexual offencegoposed some 10 years ago. There has been some debate
accounted for less than 1 per cent. Offences against godipth in this place and among members of the public generally
order accounted for 12.8 percent; driving offences@bout the fact that there has been a great deal of native
9.3 per cent; drug offences, 2.1 per cent; and robbery ariegetation removal and that there is a proposal to remove
extortion, .7 per cent. more of it. What has not been put on the public record is that
In looking at types of offences against the person itone of the things that happened when the development was
revealed that in 1995 there were 22 murders. Again, contra§arried out was that two metres was removed from the
to popular belief, the number of murders reported per yeagummit, particularly from the front of the site. The reason
from 1981 to 1995 reveals an upward trend during this periotvhy people cannot see through the trees is because where
but, in fact, in 1995 the number of murders reported waghey are standing is two metres lower than it used to be; that
much lower than 1994—although it was higher than thés why the trees are now becoming such a problem.
period between 1983 and 1990. In terms of offences against It is funny how these things do not get put on the record,
the person, excluding sexual offences, there was a fall. Majdaut that is the reason. Trees that never used to be a problem—
assaults, which have increased gradually since the earnd itis not just the blackwoods; there are eucalypts that are
1980s, decreased by 2 per cent between 1994-95, which is thgite old and certainly pre-date the bushfire by a long time—
first decrease recorded in six years; and minor assaulgge now part of the so-called blocking of the view. It is the
between 1994 and 1995 also recorded the first decrease in towvering of that part of the summit that has caused the
years. problem. | find it most unfortunate that, when the architect
Because the counting rules with respect to sexual assauligs carrying out his design work, rather than choosing to take
have changed it is only possible to make comparisons ovéwo metres off the front, he did not confront the design
the last three years, but the 1995 figure for sexual offenceyocess in a different way. He could also have potentially
was 13.1 per cent lower than that recorded in 1994 anihcluded viewing platforms within the design of the building
14.6 per cent lower than 1993. That included a decrease itself. But that did not happen. As | said, the reason why there
both rapes and indecent assaults. The news with respectisonow a debate about removal of further vegetation is that the
robbery offences is the same in that in the past two yeardesign work unfortunately was not done properly.
figures have decreased, from 1 691 in 1993to 1 472 in 1995. | make two other observations about the development. In
This is the first period of decrease since the early 1980s. Witthe car park | had to pay by meter, which surprised me. You
armed robberies, which increased during the 1980s, the 199®w go to the summit and there are parking meters there at
figure was encouraging—it was the lowest recorded sinc&1 per half hour, or so. That was a bit of a surprise to start
1989. with, but as | walked through the car park | noted that a large
Break and enter offences decreased by one-third fromumber of large eucalypts have been left there and they
1991 to 1995, possibly because of the increased use developed the car park around them. What seems rather
security devices and the greater emphasis on communitymnfortunate at this stage is that at least a quarter of those
based crime prevention initiatives such as Neighbourhooducalypts are dead and at least another quarter are dying.
Watch. Offences against property, which increased steadiWhether it is due to thBhytophthora cinnamomtommonly
during the 1980s, have also reduced in recent years; arkthown as dieback, or whether because in the laying of pipes
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and various other things they have just cut through roots, thegre stacked against you. As | said, they could not care less if

have vandalised and killed a number of very significant treegshey can open up the Chinese mainland market, with a
The other thing that they unfortunately got wrong is foodpopulation four times in excess of the population of what had

pricing. There is an excellent restaurant that | would love tdoeen the most influential and affluent purchasing section of

eat at and probably could afford to from time to time, butgoods and services. The Hon. Mr Davis has held me up: I will

people will go up there just to take their family. | was very have more to say on this at a future time when matters of

embarrassed that the people with us offered to buy some cakeblic interest are being discussed.

for my children, and the pieces of cake they bought cost

$4.50 each. | am surprised that you cannot go to the summit DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

and buy a cheap ice-cream and some cheap eats. There is a )

very nice restaurant that many people appreciate, but itis a The Hon. BERNICE PFITZNER: | would like to speak

great pity that they did not actually do something that catere@" the recent review of services for women and children

for all cross-sections of our community. escaping domestic violence. The dedicated domestic violence
services systems funded by the Supported Accommodation
ECONOMIC RATIONALISM Assistance Programs are of three types. First there are the

shelters, the funding of which is approximately $4 million
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Today | would like to address and which employ 73 full-time equivalent staff. There are 13
the Chamber on what | believe is a most important matter o$helters that provide a high security communal living
public interest. | wish to turn the minds of members toaccommodation model. At any one time they can hold 82
economic rationalism. Economic rationalism was firstwomen and 300 children. There are eight metropolitan and
addressed with &our de forceby the fledgling Thatcher five rural shelters.
Government around the beginning of 1984. Up to that time Secondly, there are the Domestic Violence Outreach
| had never been one to believe in the economic globabervices (DVOS), which have a funding level of approxi-
conspiracy in respect of capital, but after watching the eventsately $180 000 and employ 3.5 full-time equivalent staff.
of the past decade or more unfold | now am very certain thain 1994-95, the staff assisted 1689 women, with
such a cabal of people and vested interests does exist ;1162 accompanying children. The service provides access
respect of the placement of capital and, worse than that, ito shelters and safe accommodation, phone and face-to-face
respect of determining the economic destinies of the worl@éounselling, and information on police, legal, financial and
and its people. Unlike some of my colleagues who believe icustody issues surrounding domestic violence. It is basically
economic rationalisation, | do not, and | have other col-a telephone service.
leagues in the Labor Party who do not believe in it, either. Thirdly, there is the Migrant Women's Emergency
There are also some Liberals, | understand. Chris Pyne h&pport Service (MWESS), which is ethno-specific and
opined contrary to the view of the majority of his Party.  provides emergency services to women and children from
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: non-English speaking backgrounds. The funding for this
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Angus Redneck—Redford. service is approximately $320 000 and employs 6.5 full-time
Sorry, | got the name wrong. The point is that economicequivalent staff.
rationalisation goes hand in hand with the theory of the Despite the Supported Accommodation Assistance
economic globalisation of manufactured goods and product®rogram (SAAP) providing $4.7 million to domestic violence
because one is the horse in the shafts of the cart of the othaervices, vast numbers of women and children are still unable
You cannot have economic globalisation unless you first puto access services that they need. The groups of women who
in place the rationalism of the economic dries. This type ofare excluded from most shelters are: women with teenage
rationalisation has led, in my view, to much unemploymentooys; women with mental disabilities; women with substance
and, as a consequence, in the more affluent nations of thebuse issues; women with physical disabilities; women who
western world we have seen people’s purchasing power (thatant to remain working; and women who want to remain in
is, their capacity to purchase goods and services) decline. Btheir local areas. Of particular interest to me is the Migrant
of course, those global gurus who control these matters couM/omen’s Emergency Support Service (MWESS), which is
not care a fig about that. They are too busy opening up thethno-specific and which targets groups from non-English
larger markets such as mainland China, with 1 200 milliorspeaking backgrounds. It provides only a metropolitan
people, a population almost four times in excess of the wholgervice. There is no after-hours service, and only 2 per cent
population of Western Europe. They could not care lesspf referrals to MWESS are made by the shelters.
because there is somewhat of a safety net in respect of social It is noted in the report that MWESS has good links with
services provided in those advanced Western nations.  the Ethnic Women’s Welfare Group but not with the shelters
Members interjecting: nor with mainstream family services. In the wider com-
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: The Hon. Mr Davis, who munity, MWESS does not seem to be well known. Again, we
himself is a dry economist, laughs sneeringly. | am remindethave women missing out on the domestic violence services,
of those immortal words of my countryman, a much moreand the kinds of women who are missing out are: women
famous man than Mr Davis ever could or would be, Georgdrom non-English speaking backgrounds; Aboriginal women
Bernard Shaw, who said that it was a great pity that if youvho choose not to access shelters; women with mental iliness
stretched all the economists in the world end to end themnd substance abuse; and women in rural and isolated areas.
would never reach a conclusion. Whether or not that applies The report identifies certain needs such as better sharing
to Mr Davis | will leave for this Chamber and himself to of resources and equity across the sector; a consistent case
judge. I have a view on it. management approach in all services; an increased profile of
The Hon. L.H. Dauvis interjecting: children’s needs; improved service response in rural areas;
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Time, my bleating friend, and improved service response for Aboriginal women and
will determine which of the two of us is right—and the oddswomen from a non-English speaking background. There



Wednesday 26 February 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 969

seems to be a consistent refrain that the needs of women fromachines. | understand that the Department of Transport, in
non-English speaking backgrounds are not being adequatetpnjunction with the hotel industry, will trial breathalyser
met. MWESS appears to be the only ethno-specific servicenachines in a small number of clubs and hotels this year.
but the report states: Whilst this is a move in the right direction, | urge the
There is widespread concern expressed about whether all tfgovernment to go one step further and support the installa-
workers possess the necessary skill levels and professionalism. tion of free breathalyser machines in all pubs and clubs.
These are the people in MWESS. It also identifies the need Figures supplied to me show that breathalyser machines
for awareness of changes in immigration patterns and;an be purchased for around $5 000, or leased from just
therefore, changes of need. $220 per month. With economies of scale, these figures could
The report also states that some shelters appear unawdad as low as $2 000 to buy or $100 or less per month to rent.
of the importance of cultural appropriateness. | have methis is a small price for clubs and pubs to pay in order to
some of the workers of MWESS who are dedicated anensure that their customers have the opportunity to act
caring workers, and | hope that the report's recommendatiomgsponsibly by checking their blood alcohol levels before
which asked for the amalgamation of MWESS and DVOS aslriving.
a one-stop referral point, will not detract from the need to  Research conducted in Victoria has shown that in 93 per
provide cultural awareness for the services that MWESSent of hotels where breath testing devices had been installed

provides so well. alcohol sales have remained the same. We need action now,
because people are dying on our roads. Considering that
RANDOM BREATH TESTING hotels and clubs have made massive profits from poker

) . machines in recent years and that alcohol consumption is a
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Today | would like to speak major cause of road fatalities, and in the interests of patron

on the matter of breathalysers and their introduction int%afety | call on the Minister for Transport to introduce
South Australian hotels and clubs. | begin by congratulatin gislation to make free breathalyser machines compulsory

the police on their recent decision to increase the level 6f ", hotels and clubs. | hope that the Australian Hotels

random br(_eath ‘es“r.‘g in country areas. | am pleased th"’.‘t ﬂgsociation, the Premier and South Australian publicans will
last there is recognition for a stronger presence of policg ot the installation of free breathalysers, and | look

resources in non-metropolitan areas. f : ; : ;
. i L orward to seeing them installed in every licensed club and
While country South Australia contains just 15 per Cen(;hotel by the end%f the year. y

of our population, it claims more than 60 per cent of all roa
fatalities. Figures released by the South Australian police
show that, next to speeding, alcohol was the main contribut-
ing factor to last year'’s road toll of 181. Thousands of other
motorists, passengers and pedestrians were injured last y
as a result of drink driving, costing this State hundreds o

CRIME HYSTERIA

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Today, | would like to talk—

eit more briefly than | originally intended—on the topic

-~ : . of crime hysteria. | must say that the breadth of interest

'[leamggfesof dollars—not to mention the cost in personaldisplayed by the Hon. Legh Davis caught me a bit by
9 ' surprise, as | propose to go through exactly the same

In 1995-96, 174 554 people—or 76.5 per Cent_weredocument as he did not 10 minutes ago

tested by RBT in the city, compared to 53 648—or 23.5 per . i . .
cent—in the country. While | support the Government's If there is any way of telling whether we are in an election

move to increase the number of drivers to be breathalysed thy§2" itis the increasing hysteria that comes from an Opposi-
year, both in the city and increasingly in the country, it will tion bereft of talent, ideas and policies. Recently we have all
solve only part of the problem. This is because RBT account¥itnessed and heard some of the thoughtless and hysterical
for only 21 per cent of those caught by police for drink efforts on the part of the Opposition to beat up the law and
driving. More than 65 per cent of motorists caught drinkorder issue. The Leader has talked about'the knife problem,
driving come to police attention only after committing a SOCMe obscure report beaten up by a failed New Zealand
traffic offence or from being involved in an accident. politician and Labor mate on the topic of motor cycle gangs
The point | am making is that, rather than hammer®d; Of course, the beat-up by the member for Spence,

motorists after the event, when drivers have put bot @ch_ael Atkinson, on the topic of intoxication and the
themselves and others at risk, the Government would bgriminal law. I know that, for every person who has used a
better off taking preventive action. Prevention is better thai€fence of intoxication, the member for Spence has gone on
prosecution. This means that we must take every possib@'k'baCk radio 1 000 times—that is how rare those sorts of
step to reduce the incidence of drink driving. Instances occur.

Clearly, part of the problem of drink driving is caused by  Itis pleasing to see, as the Hon. Legh Davis pointed out,
people visiting hotels and clubs, drinking too much and thesome of the trends which were indicated in the information
proceeding to drive whilst intoxicated. Research shows thdtulletin issued by the Office of Crime Statistics entitled
50 per cent of drivers killed in road accidents had beenReported Crime Trends in South Australia and which
drinking at an hotel or a club prior to the accident. Nationally,showed an overall decrease in reported offences during this
nearly 30 per cent of drivers killed or seriously injured areGovernments period in office. It is pleasing to note the
over the limited of .05, with each road death costing theeduction in reported sexual offences, both in terms of rape
community an average of $625 000. and indecent assault, although a minor increase has been

South Australian hotels and clubs reaped $224 milliorfeéported in unlawful sexual intercourse reports, and that is
from poker machines in 1995-96—an increase of $42 milliorsomething that we need to address.
on the previous year. To help reduce the road toll, itis time It is also pleasing to see that the trend in relation to
the hotel and club industry reinvested some of the massiv®bberies is down and that, despite some of the more
profits they make from pokies by installing free breathalysehysterical comments and press releases issued by the Leader
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of the Opposition, the rate of breaking and entering is also imeference, one sees that it is quite plain that it was always
decline. intended that the contract be examined. It must be noted that,
One area of some concern—because we are dealing witlespite that clear intention when that motion was carried in
substantial numbers—has been the total increase in thbis place, when a copy of that contract was requested from
number of reported cannabis and drug offences and, with titbe Government it refused to supply it and set about claiming
dramatic drop in the number of reported offences in Aprilicommercial confidentiality.
1987 as a consequence of expiation notices, we are now back It is interesting that—and | did not bring it with me, but
to those levels. That is something which this communityl can supply a copy to interested members—when the present
needs to address as these figures inevitably climb. Premier was in his former position he put out a paper in
| am also pleased to report on another paper on the topiglation to contracting out of Government services, and this
of motor vehicle theft. Overall, motor vehicle theft in was only some months after coming into government. This
Australia has increased quite steadily in the 20-year periogaper was to be sent to people who were seeking to win
from 1975 to 1995. A number of strategies are in place tdsovernment contracts. Within that paper the present Premier
deal with motor vehicle theft, including theft proofing of made quite plain that it was possible that either the Parliament
motor vehicles, identification of parts and crime preventioror a committee of the Parliament might seek to see the full
strategies in general, including alarms. contract—and | am talking not just about the EDS contract
| am pleased to see that South Australia is taking a lead iRut about contracts generally. This paper was put out under
this area and that the initiatives by the Attorney-General havéhe name of the now Premier, the Hon. John Olsen. So, he
had a positive effect on our crime statistics. In that regard had quite clearly anticipated, from his very early days in
refer to the CARS (Comprehensive Auto Theft Researctgovernment, that contracts that had not yet been signed might
Systems) project which has introduced a number of straioe required to be sighted by the Parliament or by committees.
egies—none of which is sexy or glamorous—but which has  As | said, | am quite happy to supply a copy of that paper
had an overall effect of reducing motor vehicle theft in SoutH0 any interested member, but the Government, now led by
Australia; the Attorney is to be congratulated. the person who held that position, now cries commercial
In closing, | urge the Opposition not to beat up fear in theconfidentiality. The committee not only asked the Govern-
community unreasonably for the sake of short-term politicament for a copy of this contract but also asked EDS for a
gain. At the end of the day, late night talk-back radio does no€opy thereof. EDS simply did not supply the contract.
serve the community well by creating enormous fear in the | went on the public record outside this place to make it
elderly in the absence of calm and rational decision makinguite plain that | was happy to see the contract in confidence
and thought processes in dealing with that important topicvithin the committee and to recognise commercial confiden-
That is the greatest service this Opposition can do for thi§iality, but for reasons of their own the Government and EDS

State right at this very moment. were not prepared to accept those sorts of assurances. |
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Why didn’t you do it when you understand that the Labor Party was also giving the same
were in Opposition? assurances. Nevertheless, the Government and EDS refused

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | have never been in 0 Supply the contract. _ _
Opposition. That stand-off continued for quite some time. In fact, the

committee came back to this Council and a motion was

passed by this Council which was essentially an instruction

for the contract to be supplied. But still it was not supplied.

Much to my regret, and for reasons | do not understand, the

Labor Party then did a deal with the Government, whereby

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY it said that it would accept a summary of a contract—

although | must say that my understanding was that if it were

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | move: not happy with that summary it might still have asked for the
That the Legislative Council— full contract.

1. Condemns the Government for its repeated withholding of ~Nevertheless, that was done and, on 9 August last year, an
information from the Select Committee on Contracting outexchange of letters made quite plain that in relation to a
of State Government Information Technology and notes thahumber of contracts—not just the EDS contract but other
(a) has continued to refuse to supply a copy of the contrac(r\omr"’w’tS that were being V'eW(.Ed by commlﬁee§—summar|es

to the committee: would be prepared and supplied to the committees. | know
(b) has not supplied a summary of a contract to the selecthe Attorney-General is saying that it is now off with the
committee despite an agreement signed between thauditor-General. | can only say that that deal was done in

© fg&’ﬁtre”r”r;‘g‘: d%rédaofe%ﬁtsi??oogf‘Wa%?tllzgghcieg JAugust last year. It seems to me that the summary of the
supply answers to questions direct to the select committe§oNtractis taking longer to prepare than the contract itself. It

by 22 November 1996. The Government instructed theS absolutely astonishing how long it is taking. One cannot
agencies instead to send the answers to the Departmehelp feeling cynical that the Government, which has had its

of Information Industries and these have not beengyes on the possibility of an early election, is trying to hold

forwarded to the select committee; and . off as long as possible so that the committee does not even
2. Requests that the Premier arrange for the immediate release

to the select committee full copies of the original answersd€t & chance to look at the summary. _

from all ‘Wave 1 Agencies’ which were prepared for the ~ The Hon. R.l. Lucas: You're accusing the Auditor-

select committee but were diverted to the Department ofGeneral.

Information Industries. The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am not accusing the
The select committee to examine State Government informahuditor-General; for how long has he had it? When was it
tion technology was established late in 1995 and has beesent to the Auditor-General? The Government should have
running for some 14 months. If one examines its terms obegun this process back on 9 August last year. Even if it spent
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two months with the Auditor-General—which would have right and that even if it did make a mistake there was no way
surprised me—that would still have given the Governmentt would let anybody find out.
five months in which it could have done its part. It is Itis becoming quite likely that this EDS deal will cost this
undeniable that, for whatever reasons, this committee, formefitate dearly. | did not believe that at the time. | had some
14 months ago, does not have copies of the contract or tr@ncerns about whether or not outsourcing would cause other
summary of the contract; that is undeniable fact. Theproblems simply in terms of having people working on
committee could see that this process was becoming rathprograms who understand the requirements of individual
protracted, so it sought another way to get information. Th&epartments, and some of the disadvantages associated with
committee wrote to all the Wave 1 agencies asking a seridhat. | also had some doubt that it would make the savings
of questions, which covered such subjects as how much that were being predicted, but | never really expected that it
was costing and how much it will cost. The committee wrotewould cause significant losses. That is not the opinion | am
late in October—I think it was 31 October—and set aforming now, from talking to a wide range of senior people
deadline of 22 December. Did it receive answers? Before thah the public sector in positions to know how this deal is
deadline was reached, what did Dean Brown do? Througtvorking. | stress that, without exception, they are telling me
Dll, Dean Brown gave an instruction to all the Wave 1itis a disaster. The only difference between this and the water
agencies not to send answers to a committee—an absolutentract is that it seems that people have been prepared to
outrage. leak on the water contract but not on this one. People are
I do not think I have seen anything like this before, wheretelling me that this one is much worse than the water contract
a select committee requests information directly from publidn terms of the future impact on the bottom line of the State
servants and that the Government should intervene and divdrtidget.
that information. That information was diverted some time  If the State Government had learnt anything at all about
around the middle of November. Here we are in Februanthe State Bank, it would have been insisting on accountabili-
three months later, and has the committee received thosg It knows that the lines of these contracts cannot be
responses? No, it has not. Again, can you blame anyone fanalysed through the usual processes on Government
being cynical in thinking that this is a deliberate effort to spending, through Estimates Committees. Estimates Commit-
withhold information, trying to see how long they can tees cannot go into the contracts in that way. How else then
withhold it and hoping to God that it can be held from will we get accountability on significant public spending? It
members of the committee until the election is called? If thershould not be an expectation of the Auditor-General alone.
is need for a good reason for believing that, | can assuré/e do not expect the Auditor-General to do the job alone on
members of this place that, in conversations | have hadhe rest of the Government spending; that is why we have the
particularly over the past three or four months, with seniolEstimates Committees.
public servants from a very wide range of agencies, they are We cannot expect the Auditor-General to do this job alone
consistently telling the same story. They are telling me thain relation to these huge contracts written over long periods
this contract is not working. of time—and the Government is writing still more. The bids
When this committee was formed | was prepared to givaare now in for building services maintenance contracts—
the Government the benefit of the doubt, but it is notanother $50 million a year worth of contracts. Again, deals
behaving in such a manner that one would continue to givare being done behind closed doors with the cloak of
it the benefit of the doubt. Itis acting like a Government thatommercial confidentiality and (one would assume) the
has something to hide. How else can it justify that in 14Government again showing absolutely no preparedness ever
months information that the committee itself specificallyto subject those contracts to scrutiny.
wants and requests—as distinct from what the Government The Government cannot go on that way, and | am sure
is prepared to provide—is deliberately not supplied, obstructmembers of the Government must be deeply concerned
ing the work of a parliamentary committee. It is an absolutehemselves that it is happening this way. When will the
scandal. It is a scandal for a Party that went to the laspeople of conscience in the Liberal Party show the guts to go
election talking about accountability, systems of governmeniback into their Party room—
and a Government being answerable to the Parliament. The The Hon. R.R. Roberts:They haven’t been born yet.
policy speech that the Government gave before the last The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, I think there are a few of
election is an absolute scandal. The Government has not them; it is a question of how many. When will they show the
any way complied with the spirit of what it was saying to theguts to go into their own Party room and say that this is not
people of South Australia before the last election. It waggood enough, that we do believe in the parliamentary process
saying that in the light of the State Bank experience thend accountability and if there have been stuff-ups they must
Parliament has to play a far more active role in these sorts dfe uncovered and not covered up? That was the mistake the
things and that Parliament must keep the Executive accountabor Party made with the State Bank. By the time it was
able. That was what it said, and it was right: Parliamenbecoming public knowledge that the State Bank was in
should keep the Executive Government accountable. trouble (certainly there was talk around the town for a quite
It has done everything it can to avoid being held toa while before it was ever acknowledged), it would be fair to
account, and not just as it affects the select committee. | haxsay that much of the damage had been done. But the question
been deeply disturbed. | did not have a lot of faith in theis how much more damage was done because it continued to
incoming Government's intellect, but | did have some faithbe covered up. We had people getting up in the other place
in its integrity. | must say that | was very wrong about thesaying there were no problems and that it was all scandalous.
latter. There are a few exceptions—a few Ministers hav&Vhen lan Gilfillan in this place and Jennifer Cashmore in
genuine integrity—but the Government as a whole lacksnother place were asking questions about the State Bank, the
integrity, and its behaviour on issues such as this simplyeaction from the then Government was that there were no
underlines that lack of integrity. Once it came into Govern-problems. It started talking about commercial confidentiality,
ment it had this born to rule mentality that it knows what isbusiness confidence and knockers—all the same sort of stuff
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we hear from this Government was being said back therof the Government will be absolutely justified and under-
What lesson was learnt? It appears that this Governmetited. | ask all members to support the motion.
learnt nothing, unless it was that that is the way Governments
behave, as distinct from learning how Governments should The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | certainly support the motion
behave. moved by the Hon. Mr Elliott. | do not necessarily support
It is an absolute disgrace that information has not com&Verything the honourable member has said in speaking to his
forward. Points (a) (b) and (c) within my motion are state-motion, but | certainly support the motion as he has moved
ments of fact. It is a statement of fact that the Governmenff: The honourable member has outlined very clearly the
has continued to refuse to supply a copy of the contract to theontinued non-appearance of even the sanitised version of the
committee. That is quite contrary to the things John Olse§ontract. I can only stress that the agreement was reached
was saying only months after he became Minister in publicabetween the Government and the Opposition last August. We
tions that were being circulated to people who were applying€ Now Six months from th_ep and we still have not received
for Government contracts. The then Minister, now Premierd COpY of the contract, sanitised or otherwise. When | asked
knew it was likely that contracts could be sought by parlia-the Attorney-General a question on this matter nearly a month
mentary committees and, in fact, in all conscience, alfgo, he replied that of the three contracts being sought two
Government members know that not only could they be aske@ff them had recently been completed and the third was still
for but that it is proper that they should be asked for—with,P€ing worked on by the Crown Solicitor and that they then
of course, guarantees about protecting commercial confideR2d to go to the Auditor-General.
tiality. We are certainly not blaming the Auditor-General who has
Itis a statement of fact that that contract has not beefi@d these contracts—I presume he has all three of them by

supplied in 14 months. It is also a statement of fact that a ow—for a very short_ time, butitis .the Government that has
agreement was struck between the Government and t layed the preparation of the sanitised contracts for at least
Opposition on the question of a summary of the contract, yefe months. Consequently, they have not been able to go to

7% months later we have still not seen it. To say that itis nov{"e Audit_or-Ger_1eraI _for checking whether what has been
removed is confidential before they come to us. | would have

with the Auditor-General is not good enough. The fact is tha : . L
it is now 7% months since that agreement was struck and tB0ught that it was the Government's responsibility to take
ss than five months to have the sanitised version of the

committee has not received that, either. It is also a fact thaf
Cgontract prepared. Once the agreement was reached the

the Wave 1 agencies (over 80 per cent of the public secto dth il th hen th .

having been asked to supply information directly to a selecftiorney assured the Council that, when the motion request-

committee were told not to do so by the Hon. Dean Browr"d them was passed, the House would not in any way delay
heir preparation. One is left to wonder if the motion had not

and by the Department of Information Industries. Tha . X ;
information was diverted away from a parliamentary°€e" moved just how long it would have taken. Obviously,

committee and has still not gone to that parliamentar)}F has taken five months from the time of the agreement to the

committee. It is a pity | do not have a paragraph (d) in mytlme when a sanitised version has been prepared. We are now

motion to note that the first meeting this year of the commit 'waiting for the Auditor-General to confirm that what has been

tee will be on 25 March. | can only assume that that meangmitted is the confidential information which the Government
that Government membérs have not been too keen on maki id would be all that was withheld from the select commit-
themselves available to even allow a meeting to occur. Agair®: .

that is an absolute outrage and a contempt of the parliamen- The Hon. Mr Elliott also referred to the letter sent by the

tary process. Those are all statements of fact and absoluteff!€Cct committee to all agencies of Government requesting
irrefutable. simple statements of fact by 22 November. It is now three

The second part of this motion requests that the Premigonths after the date by which the information was requested
I

arrange for the immediate release to the select committee liott has mentioned how the Minister has intervened and
full copies of the original answers—and | stress ‘of the

original answers'—from all Wave 1 agencies which Weretold all the agencies to send their information to a particular

prepared for the select committee but which were diverted tggr%ar;Taisgwpéﬁng“ C?hlEtztzié?ggrmggoﬁéndoﬁggg mb
the Department of Information Industries. If the Governmen 5 N%vember o thé central agenc | cannot img ine that?‘i
wants to supply information, or additional information to that gency, 9

information supplied by the agencies if it feels they havehas taken three months to prepare this. | understand that the

made errors, it is within its right to say so, but the Gc)Vem_mformation has all been received by whatever the agency is

PO now called—it changes its name with Premiers, so it is a bit
;nni%:rgﬁ not have it within its right to not supply thosehard to keep track of what it is now called—and that the

e S collation has been done. Furthermore, | was told that, while
The Hon. K.T. Griffin interjecting: o the select committee might expect to receive this information

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: What you will do is defend iy 3 very short time (by the end of this week), prior to its
a Government that intervenes in the supply of informationcoming to the select committee it is to go to the Minister. The
a starvation of useful information. Minister has to see it and approve it before it is sent to the

The Hon. K.T. Griffin: We are not doing that at all. select committee.

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: You have to do that because, = We know from this that, if we do not receive it by the end
at the end of the day, the request is for the Premier to ensurd the week, it means that the Minister is interfering in the
that those answers come to us. If the Government wants forocess and censoring the information which is to come to the
gualify those answers, it should go for it, but it should ensureselect committee as requested by the select committee of the
that information sought by the committee is supplied to itindividual agencies. | certainly look forward to receiving this
and supplied to it immediately, or the cynicism to which I information by the end of the week and | am sure that, if we
referred earlier about the motivation in terms of the behavioudo not receive it by then, it will indicate censorship and

be supplied and we still have no response. The Hon. Mr



Wednesday 26 February 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 973

tampering with that evidence by the Minister. | do not findrelation to a variety of issues, particularly when their
it inexcusable that the Government should wish to ensure thaighteous indignation now does not match their performance
the information is presented in a coherent form, but | do findn Government.

it inexcusable— | suppose also that one can understand the sort of grand-
The Hon. K.T. Griffin: And is accurate? standing which occurs because the Leader of the Opposition
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: Obviously the committee wants has been saying in the public arena that the election will be

the information that it requests to be accurate. held on 5 April and, if it is not on 5 April, by the time the
The Hon. K.T. Griffin: You said ‘coherent’, and | said four-week period has narrowed, it will be on the 12th or some

‘coherent and accurate’. other date. He is the one who is trying to hype up the election,

The Hon. ANNE LEVY: Yes. If the information and the Labor Opposition is running out all its criticisms and
provided by an agency was not coherent or accurate, it woulall of what it thinks are good public political points to make
be quite possible for the committee to receive evidence oi the expectation that there will be an election; yet the
that matter from other sources, but | object most strongly td>remier has said repeatedly that there will not be an early
the fact that we are now three months past the date at whigtection and he expects the election to be later than rather
the committee requested the information, and | canncgarlier. | am sure that members will discover that for a fact
understand how or why the information should be threavhen we get to Easter and they can relax a little and plan for
months late. It is absolutely inexcusable. the next election date and when they predict that will occur.

One can only presume that it is because the Public Service In relation to the motion, | am not in possession of all the
has been so run down and depleted in numbers by thigformation necessary to respond to the allegations that have
Government that it is unable to undertake the tasks it is meaieen made, and | will undertake to obtain that information
to perform. The Public Service is unable to produce tha@énd seek to speak on it at the next opportunity by seeking
information rapidly because there is no staff left to do it. Ifleave to conclude at the appropriate time. The Government
that is the case, | suggest that the different agencies could hifefused to supply a copy of the contract and there was no
consultants to do the work for them in the way they seem t@ecret about that publicly because of the issues of commercial
be hiring consultants to do all the work that they are not ableonfidentiality. It was that crisis, which was moving towards
to do because of lack of numbers. This Government is givea confrontation in the Chamber where ultimately the majority
to hiring consultants to do Public Service work because theri@ this Chamber could call before the bar of the Council
are not the public servants to do it. public servants and members of the private sector to require

| repeat: itis inexcusable that, three months after the datéiem to answer questions, which prompted the Government
on which this information was requested by the committeeto act.
it has not yet been presented to that committee. | can only |was responsible for having discussions, particularly with
hope that the rumour | have heard about its arriving late thighe Opposition, about the ways in which we could deal with
week is indeed an accurate rumour and that we will have thighat sort of crisis. | negotiated with the Opposition, but the
information within a few days. | am not holding my breath discussions with the Hon. Mr Elliott were not as extensive as
on the matter because the information is to go via théhose with the Opposition, and we reached an agreement on
Minister to the select committee, and one wonders how long protocol. That protocol made clear that it did not preclude
the Minister will sit on it. It might be another three months any member moving any motion to require the production of
before he looks at it. any documents if ultimately that is what they wished to occur.

All the time, the threat of an early election is hanging overlt also did not preclude the Government at some time in the
us, and | can only echo the remarks made by the Hon. Miuture saying ‘No, we do not propose to produce even a
Elliott that the non-provision of the sanitised contracts andsummary of a particular contract for a particular reason which
the non-provision of the information from the agencies whichmay be appropriate at the time.’
the select committee has been requesting certainly leads to It was envisaged that at no stage would the protocol which
the suspicion that the Government does not want the commiwas negotiated override the rights of individual members,
tee to have this information. Itis holding it back in the hopeparliamentary select committees, standing committees or a
that an early election will mean that it will never have to beparticular Chamber of this Parliament obtaining information,
provided to the committee and that the public will forget allmoving motions and seeking to obtain information if the
about it. | can assure you, Ms Acting President, that manynajority so wished.
people will not forget that this information has been withheld | acknowledge that the protocol was consummated in early
from Parliament and from the people of this State, and thafugust and that one might normally have expected the
itis not something that will vanish due to lack of interest. Thecontract summaries to be prepared within several months of
matter will be pursued. The Opposition is determined to seghat time. The difficulty—and | do not expect members
that this information is made available so that members o®pposite or the Australian Democrats to believe this, but it is
Parliament and the public of South Australia, which we servethe truth—is that there was a diligent approach by me, by the
will be to make their own judgment upon it. | support the Crown Solicitor’s office and, | believe, by agencies as well
motion. to put together a summary which was not in any way

misleading, which satisfied the obligations that had been

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | am  negotiated in the protocol and which also were likely to
getting somewhat used to the Hon. Mr Elliott adopting asatisfy the requirements of the Auditor-General in exercising
holier-than-thou attitude towards various issues, purportinghe functions that it had been agreed he should undertake,
to be the conscience of the House in all manner of things angarticularly in relation to the accuracy of the summary but
purporting to have greater knowledge than anybody elsalso in relation to a claim that information might or might not
about everything that happens in Government, so one has b® commercially confidential as the case may be.
live with that. | suppose also that one gets used to the Asaresult, the Crown Solicitor had the primary responsi-
righteous indignation which members opposite express ibility for developing a contract summary. For those members
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who might have at least seen either the formal signing of thearlier this month. In that context | cannot speak for the
EDS contract or even the television news reports of that, thAuditor-General as to when these documents will be forward-
documents were quite extensive, and there were a number efl to the select committee. | would like it to be earlier rather
those documents. One of the difficulties after the event is tthan later, because | am tired of being the butt of criticism for
pull it all together into an accurate summary. Not only did thesomething that | am trying to do to satisfy the obligations of
Crown Solicitor have to do that but there had to be consultathe protocol and to ensure that this information is properly
tions with the department as well as with the private sectoprepared and provided. | do not want to be asked questions
parties that were involved. Perhaps with the benefit ofll the time about when they will be delivered; but | have
hindsight one could say that it should have occurred moracted in good faith in trying to get them done. They are now
quickly. I can vouch for the fact that the Crown Solicitor’s with the Auditor-General, and | hope that it would not be too
officers and officers within agencies were diligently endeavdar into the foreseeable future that they will available to the
ouring to put something together—an accurate summary-eommittee.
and seeking to ensure that it was an accurate reflection of the There is a measure of good faith on the Government’s part
contracts themselves. In addition, not only did we want theo get these to the committee. | regret that it has taken so
Crown Solicitor, the agencies and the private sector partieeng, but it has not been something over which | have had any
to be satisfied, but Ministers and me, because | wanted toontrol. It is a result of the fact that a significant amount of
ensure that there was nothing misleading in the way in whickvork had to be undertaken to do this. We did some costings
the contract summaries were prepared. They have now beéme other day in my office to try to get some appreciation of
prepared. the cost of doing the summaries for the water contract. That
The three summaries went to the Auditor-General duringloes not include the costin my own office, legal officers, the
the early part of February. | indicate that earlier than thafAuditor-General’s office and so on; but, at least in the Crown
there were further discussions with the Auditor-General—ané&olicitor’s office and in the executive level of SA Water, by
the Opposition and the Democrats are aware of this. Whethe time all this is finished we expect that there would be a
the Auditor-General looked at how he should tackle the taskninimum cost of $10 000 for the preparation—
he proposed that there should be a format for the sum- The Hon. Anne Levy: The letter says $6 000.
maries—what sort of information would they contain—so  The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: But if you look at it other
that they could all be prepared on as consistent a basis asests are involved. The letter does not, as | recollect, say up
possible reflecting the issues which the format might requireto—
The Crown Solicitor’s office and I, along with the Auditor- ~ The Hon. Sandra Kanck: You could have photocopied
General, were involved in trying to develop a format whichthe original contract: that would have been cheaper.
was, again, a proper format for an accurate reflection of the The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am not sure that it would
substance of the contract and which also dealt adequatehave been. | am sure that the honourable member would have
with the issues relating to commercial confidentiality. Thatbeen delighted with that, but that is not what we are on about.
format was agreed. As | recollect, | wrote to Mr John Quirke  The Hon. Anne Levy: It could be compared to the half
for the Opposition and to the Hon. Michael Elliott and senta million paid to the consultants working on it.
them a copy of that format so that | could keep them informed The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am not making any compari-
of what had been agreed by the Auditor-General as ason about what this cost bears to anything else: | am just
appropriate format to be followed in the preparation oftelling you what the estimate of cost is. In relation to the—
summaries of various contracts. The Hon. Sandra Kanck interjecting:
The Hon. M.J. Elliott: When did you send that? The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: There is a lot of gratuitous
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am sure | sent to the Hon. advice floating around from people who know nothing about
Michael Elliott a letter that provided him with the format the way these things have to be done and the work involved;
which the Auditor-General had agreed was the appropriatkjust push that to one side. In terms of the request from the
format for the summaries. If | am mistaken | will correct that select committee in relation to ‘Wave 1 Agencies’ | am not
on the next occasion | speak; but I am confident that | sent familiar with all the information; but there is no impropriety
to Mr John Quirke and to the Hon. Michael Elliott to inform in agencies which are required to provide evidence doing so
them of what was happening. in consultation with the Minister and for a Minister to ensure
The Hon. T. Crothers interjecting: as a part of the Government—because this is a Government
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | appreciate the confidence issue and not just a departmental issue—that the answers are
that the Hon. Trevor Crothers has in me, or at least in mygoherent and accurate.
word. The summaries have gone to the Auditor-General. One The Hon. Anne Levy: Not three months late!
has to recognise that it is not just a matter of the Auditor- The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | have undertaken to provide
General's ticking the papers. | understand that he has officefarther information, and | shall do so. | can do no more than
who are working through these in conjunction with thethat, and | am trying to be helpful—
principal documents. He has to sign off, because he has own The Hon. Anne Levy interjecting:
reputation on the line that they are an accurate reflection of The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am trying to be helpful, to
the contract and that the matters for which commerciatry to put it into perspective, and | will do the best | can to
confidentiality are claimed are, in fact, commercially ensure that it occurs. However, if one looks at the issue of
confidential within the guidelines and the format that havenformation from Government departments, one sees that
been agreed. | cannot speak for the Auditor-General as tiere is no reason at all why Governments should not ensure

when they will be ready. So far as— that there is coherence and accuracy in the information that
The Hon. Anne Levy: He has only had them for a is provided. It is all very well to say, ‘Provide the original
fortnight or so. answers and you can give evidence to correct them. That is

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: But| have said that; | have not not appropriate, in my view. It is appropriate that the
denied that. | said that they went to the Auditor-GeneralGovernment provide to the select committees or standing
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committees of the Parliament, or in any other way in theThey go into election mode, and that means that Governments
public forum, information that is coherent and accurate. Itisare less likely to make a tough decision that they perhaps
my understanding that that is what was involved. | will need to make in case they need to call an early election, and
pursue the issues raised in relation to the answers to quethie Opposition starts wheeling out the stuff that it thinks it
tions. needs to wheel out at that time.

Members will know that, whether it is in the Federal or  The Hon. L.H. Davis: How do the Democrats behave?
State arena, public servants are subject to direction on matters The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | won’t comment. | am too
of policy and other issues by Ministers or by CEOs. Thatclose to that to really make an impartial observation. How-
applied in the Federal arena when the previous Laboever, | am making a general observation without reflecting
Government gave directions to public servants not to answam present Governments or present Oppositions in any way.
guestions before the Foreign Investment Review Board anlihas been my observation over some time that Governments,
before one of the Senate standing committees; it happens athen they have a choice of when to call the election, will
the time. That is a reflection of the tension between Governkeep their options open for all dates, including the earliest
ment and executive Government, on the one hand, angbssible and the latest possible. But, always, if the earliest
Parliament on the other in relation to issues that are particysossible date is one when they think they will win with some
larly difficult and may be delicate. Having said that and trieddegree of comfort, they will go for it and, if things are
to put this into a context, | seek leave to conclude mylooking at bit grim, they will hang on hoping that they will

remarks. get better.
Leave granted; debate adjourned. In the case of the last Federal election, Keating ran out of
time and it did not get any better. But there have been
CONSTITUTION (PARLIAMENTARY TERMS) previous elections where Governments have gone too early
AMENDMENT BILL because they thought things were looking pretty good and

) ) they might as well get their next term up straight away.
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT obtained leave and introduced  What happens is that the Government takes its eye off the
a Bill for an Act to amend the Constitution Act 1934. Readgenera”y understood role of governing and starts Worrying

afirst time. more about doing things which appear to be good but which
The Hon.M.J. ELLIOTT: Imove: are often superficial. In fact, the lack of momentum within
That this Bill be now read a second time. this Government is quite evident if one cares to look at the

When the previous Government amended the ConstitutioNotice Paper in this and the other place, where there is very
Act to allow for a minimum three years and a maximum fourlittle legislation of great significance. That is usually a fair
years term for the Parliament, the Democrats endeavoured &yn that the work rate in Parliament has slowed down, and
amend the legislation to allow for fixed terms. It is our verymy observation is that the work rate outside has also slowed
strong belief, and I think a strong belief in the community,down, other than the attention that is now going into election-
that there is a large number of advantages for the communitering.
itself generally and, | would argue, for the economy in having | note that my own local member was letter boxing last
fixed terms. weekend. In fact, quite a few letter boxes over the past
I note that fixed terms exist in local government, where wayeekend or two have received material. That means that
had fixed terms of two years for quite a period of time. Moremembers of Parliament and those who intend to stand against
recently, local government has had an alteration so that it nohem are now spending much of their time preparing election
has fixed terms of three years. | also note that the New Southaterial and not so much worrying about their constituency
Wales Parliament has fixed terms of four years and that fixeith the broader sense. They are worrying about how the
terms are used in the United States and Great Britain. Thewnstituency will vote and how they will appeal to them but
are enormous advantages in having fixed terms. There is nhey are not worrying about what they might actually do for
doubt that speculation about the possible date for the nexthem in an ongoing manner.
election in South Australia started around June last year. I would expect that the reaction from the Government will
The Hon. K.T. Griffin interjecting: be opposition to this legislation, because while you are in
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am making the point thatthe government there is a clear advantage in being able to choose
speculation about the date commenced at that time. In faahe date. It is seen that being able choose the date increases
at that stage the speculation was largely coming from withirthe chance that you will win the election. Of course, since it
the Liberal Party itself and had a great deal to do withis in office, the Government would like to think that by
whether or not backbenchers would behave themselveshoosing the date carefully it will win the next election and
whether they would cross the floor and swap allegiance anithen be in a position to use that same tool the election after
all sorts of other things. It is true that speculation started bacthat as well. However, there is no doubt that the community
then and that it continues from all quarters. It is quite possibl@iew is in support of fixed terms.
that speculation could still be going on until February next | note in theAdvertiseronly today that the Employers
year, and if the speculation continues until then we will haveChamber expressed a view that fixed terms were seen to be
a good idea that we are looking at a March or April electionan advantage for business. | even note that there are clear
The Hon. T. Crothers: Do you think it's a furphy advantages for the Electoral Office. | have no doubt that the
designed to get the Democrats and the Labor Party to pealommunity generally does not enjoy the long phoney
too early? campaigns that are based upon speculation about when the
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: I have no idea. We are in a election will be rather than the real campaign when you know
position where the speculation started in June 1996, and thbere is a date and you move towards it. As | said, there is no
election could be as late as April 1998. It is true that wherdoubt that there is overwhelming community support for this
there is the possibility of an election both Government andnove, even although my expectation is that the Government
Opposition Parties will start behaving somewhat differentlywill be concerned not so much about what the community
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might think but about keeping its residual advantage of beingng the so-called Rolls Royce representation but would be
able to pick the date for its own convenience and to maximiseperating like a horse and cart with three wheels.
its own opportunity. Mr Williams also claimed, in this same article in the

Election dates are not about what is good for the comSydney Morning Heralé little more than one month ago,
munity. Rather, they are about what is good for the Governthat legal aid authorities were bureaucratic and inefficient,
ment itself. Nevertheless, my experience with other legislahad inadequate financial reporting systems and were immune
tion has been that, if you introduce it a couple of times, therdo external pressures to improve. Again, that was at odds with
is a chance that the Government will eventually pick it up.the very considered view of the Statutory Authorities Review
However, that does not make the matter not worth pursuing;ommittee, which not only took evidence from a range of
even if you think there is a chance that it might fail. | ask thepeople in the law system but also visited the Legal Services
Government to think about it and to talk to its own constitu-Commission and was satisfied—and publicly stated—that the
ency—the business constituency—which | have no doubt wilLegal Services Commission in South Australia was arguably
say that it would like to see fixed terms in Parliament. Ithe most efficient in the nation and well run, despite its severe
commend the Bill to the Council. budgetary constraints.

To further compound Mr Williams’s misery, a week after
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS secured the adjournment of the he made the rather remarkable Rolls Royce statement he was

debate. quoted in thedgeof 27 January this year as admitting that the
savage cut to legal aid had been based on erroneous figures.
STATUTORY AUTHORITIES REVIEW He had taken the legal aid statistics from only two States
COMMITTEE: LEGAL SERVICES COMMISSION and the 1994 and 1995 figures, rather than looking at
Australia as a whole and taking the most recently available
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | move: figures for 1995-96.

That the report of the Statutory Authorities Review Committee ~ Not surprisingly, not only have the Attorneys-General of
on Review of the Legal Services Commission (Part 2) be noted. Australia criticised the Commonwealth Government's
This second report on the Legal Services CommissioRroposed funding cuts to legal aid but also the Law Council
concludes the Statutory Authorities Review Committeedf Australia and a recent national summit on legal aid have
inquiry into this most important statutory authority. The Peen unanimous in their condemnation of these proposed
report is the culmination of 18 months of investigation by theCUts.
committee, and again the committee, in all respects, is On 4 February, the South Australian Attorney-General
unanimous in its recommendations. Amongst its members tHéton. Trevor Griffin), in response to a question that | asked
committee has two people with a legal background and, a@arlier this month in the Parliament, made the following
members would know, three Liberal and two Labor membersR0Int:

The Legal Services Commission in South Australia, along The only other option available to us, apart from trying to

with those in other States and Territories, has been the subj |s%?1tgj:§e ?roitqjitﬁgl?elgﬁgcr?sraﬁ)swvi}i?h ttﬂ‘; gg’n'jl‘nq‘oonnv‘\’/‘ge;&h'aﬁef 7
of much public speculation in repent months since th e Legal Services Commission Act and merely deal with the
Commonwealth Attorney-General in July 1996 announcegelivery of legal aid in so far as it may be funded by the State,

that there were to be savage cuts by the Commonwealtklowing the Commonwealth to go its own way in the provision of
Government to the legal aid funding which would take gl hosepertrs o vhom L has e esponabity
effect on 1 J}le 1997. Itis perhaps not.an U”der.Stf'ﬂemem I?ersons, persgns on a pension, for example, and matters deglt with
say that this is the greatest challenge—indeed, crisis—that thigder Federal law, such as family law, Commonwealth drug
legal aid system has faced in South Australia since theffences, and so on.

Commonwealth Government established funding for legal aight course, the consequences of that would be horrendous; for
offices around Australia commencing in 1973, about 24 yeargyample, if one looks at the 1995 statistics for the Legal
ago. _ Services Commission in South Australia, one sees that

The South Australian Attorney-General (Hon. Trevor applications for legal aid for family law matters represent
Griffin) and other Attorneys-General around Australia, of20 per cent of total applications. That is clearly on all fours
whatever political persuasion, have been united in theijyith Commonwealth matters. The Attorney-General is
criticism of the Federal Liberal Government’s decision to Cutobvious|y concerned about that possible outcome. It would
funding to Legal Aid Commissions by about 25 per cent. Fohot be a desirable outcome.

South Australia, it represents a $2.7 million reduction in  \youId it mean, ultimately, that the Commonwealth would
funding for the year 1997-98. set up its own bureaucracy to administer legal aid to appli-

‘The Commonwealth Attorney-General (Hon. Darylcants in respect of Commonwealth legal matters? The
Williams) has been on the defensive on this matter, perhapsituation is too bizarre to be even contemplated. Clearly a
not surprisingly, given that the combined weight of the otheidecision on this matter must be made shortly because already
Attorneys-General in Australia has been against him. Impplications are being made, not only in South Australia but
January, the Federal Attorney-General made what could b other States and Territories, for legal aid funding that will
considered a remarkable quote, when he said: spill over into 1997-98.

An outdated and inefficient legal aid system was providing Rolls  To be fair, the Commonwealth Attorney-General has
Royce representation for a few and needed to be reformed to compiitknowledged that he will be taking back to the Common-
with modern management practices. wealth Treasury a submission to revise or increase the
The considered view of the Statutory Authorities Reviewforward estimates for 1996-97, although to date not too much
Committee, having examined the Legal Services Commissioancouraging noise has been coming from that direction. The
in South Australia over the past 18 months, was that if thailtimate solution, as proposed by the Attorney-General in
budget cuts proceeded the commission would not be providsouth Australia and by his colleagues in other States, for
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example, the New South Wales Attorney-General, is thamean at least 15 000 grants will be lost to women and girls.
ultimately, if an impasse remains between the CommonMs Harrison said that the areas in which women are most
wealth and the States in respect of this important matter, thigely to suffer cuts would be domestic violence, protection
Government here will have no alternative but to introduceorders, criminal injuries compensation, the division of
legislation to disengage the Commonwealth from this Statproperty betweemle factopartners, child welfare matters,

in the provision of legal aid in this State. criminal law and discrimination.

That is a dramatic and drastic solution and one which is Ms Harrison claimed that women would be disproportion-
not cost effective. What concerns me is that these proposedely disadvantaged because the availability of legal aid
cuts in funding, representing just a few tens of millions ofassistance in family law was likely to decline. Another spin-
dollars, are but a drop in the bucket in the total Commonoff of these proposed funding cuts would be that the family
wealth budget. The starting point, surely, for any legal aidviolence packages, which have been introduced into Aus-
system in a civilised country is that there should be artralia, may not be funded. The weight of evidence quite
equitable legal aid system, one which is committed to justicelearly bears out the views of the committee when it reached
and one which is committed to recognising that those peoplthe unanimous conclusion that the only way in which the
who do not have the necessary means are entitled to legatgal Services Commission in South Australia can adequate-
representation in matters that affect them, whether they blg respond to matters of particular concern to women, without
criminal, civil or family law matters. reducing services in other areas, is for the commission to

The committee was disappointed to note that the Attorneyreceive significant additional funding.

General was prepared to cut legal aid funding in 1997-98 by The committee noted that there had been widespread
25 per cent across the board, yet for the overall running of hisoncern about the Commonwealth’s decision to cut legal aid
other programs within the Commonwealth Attorney-funding based on outdated figures. The committee believed
General's Department the cost cuts represented just a few pidrat additional funding was required and that assistance
cent. In fact, the Victorian Attorney-General claimed thatshould be provided in relation to family law matters and other
those reductions in other programs in the Commonwealthreas of concern to women, such as domestic violence.
Attorney-General’'s Department were a mere 3 per cent. The second and final part of the committee’s review of the

The Hon. Anne Levy: That is not counting the capital. Legal Services Commission placed special emphasis on the

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: No. The Victorian Attorney- provision of legal aid to women. It also dealt with legal aid
General, Jan Wade, in an article in th&ge dated and the operation of the justice system. The committee, as |
18 December 1996, said: have already mentioned, was unanimous in all its recommen-

What | find perplexing, however, is that even accepting thed@tions in both these two important matters. .
Attorney-General's Department’s analysis of the budget figures— It is not my proposal to address the recommendations that

and we found out subsequently that they were incorrect—Were made by the committee because the committee’s
Commonwealth legal aid funding has borne a disproportionately hig eliberations in the second part of its review into the Legal
percentage of the Attorney-General’s budget cuts. ervices Commission were led, again, by the Hon. Angus

Redford, who has a practical legal background and the Hon.

The reaction to these proposed cuts has been savaggne | evy who, as all members would know, has had a long-
Adelaide family lawyer, Julie Redman, who gave eV'de”C‘%tanding interest in social justice matters.

tg the commllttltqee, dstald Stth‘?t Ithe lsgg?raggn betV\Ilgen ttt1e | want to put on the public record my tribute to those two
. otrr;mr(])nw'eaSh atn ’ tk?Ad a et' egr% Tth unl Ing V‘éog dcre? fhembers for the diligence, enthusiasm and professionalism
otal chaos.. She to verusernat (ne planned Feaera they exhibited in assisting in the preparation of this important

cuts would have ‘d!sastrou§ effec.ts’, gnd that Mr Griffin's report. | also recognise the valuable work carried out for the
emergency plan of introducing legislation was the strongesty mittee by research officer, Andrew Collins, and the

thing the State could possibly do. The New South Walegg o retary 1o the committee, Anna McNicol. | would hope that

Labor Attorney-General, Mr Shaw, only earlier this weekip i neyt few weeks we will see a positive resolution to this

called for a State summit on the Federal Government’s leg%ost important and distressing matter of funding for the

aid cuts. He accused the Federal Government of holding trl_eegal Services Commission in South Australia

justice system to ransom by refusing to reconsider its massive

legal aid cuts. , The Hon. ANNE LEVY secured the adjournment of the
Of course, one implication for these cuts is that alreadygpate.

criminals are being refused legal aid. If that is taken to its

ultimate conclusion, some of those alleged criminals may PROPERTY TRANSACTION

well walk free. The cuts, if they are carried out, will particu-

larly impact in all States because the Legal Services Commis- Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. M.J. Elliott:

sion, which is already operating as a very lean and mean 1. That a select committee of the Legislative Council be

authority, will have to cut back even more. It has beenappointed to inquire into matters surrounding the purchase of
suggested by the Chairman of National Legal Aid, Mr Chrisproperty known as ‘Gouldana’, sections 35, 36, 37 and 190 in the
Staniforth, that if the cuts proceed as many as 130 000 peopq-@.!ndred of Smith and any potential conflict of interest that may have
in Australia would not have access to basic legal help Thagx'ﬁtedl\jlolr:the éhe” M'T"?%r fort'tj”mary Industries, the Hon. D.S.
X - aker, M.P. and any related matter.

would represent over 10 000 people in South Australia Who 5 “that Standing Order 389 be suspended as to enable the
would not have access to the most basic legal help. Chairperson of the committee to have a deliberative vote only.

The National Women's Justice Coalition spokeswoman, 3. That this Council permits the select committee to authorise
Ms Judy Harrison, said that, if the proposed cuts werdhe disclosure or publication, as it thinks fit, of any evidence or

. ; C ts presented to the committee prior to such evidence being

translated into lost grants of aid, at least 49 000 grant ?g:ép]?gd to the Council
nationwide would be lost by July 2000. Based on the current 4. That Standing Order 396 be suspended as to enable strangers

distribution of grants between women and men, this wouldo be admitted when the select committee is examining witnesses
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unless the committee otherwise resolves, but they shall be excluded The Hon. Robert Lucas wants to talk about how many
when the committee is deliberating. inquiries we want. With respect to this second inquiry, which
(Continued from 12 February. Page 900.) the Premier originally said was not necessary, we have not
been told its terms of reference, its powers, what immunities
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: When | moved this motion @nd protections are offered to witnesses, and so on. What do

| made the point that ultimately the reason that this selece know about the inquiry? Where is it going, what is going
committee became necessary was that the Government h@@? Itis an inquiry behind closed doors, looking at things we
chosen not to address questions that had been asked have not been told about. That is no reflection on the person
Parliament that went to the very heart of issues of conflict ofvho has been asked to conduct the inquiry, but he can operate
interest. Theprima facie evidence that has been brought Only under the terms of reference and powers that have been
before us so far suggests that there has indeed been a conf@éiered to him, and the Government has not been prepared to
of interest in relation to the Hon. Dale Baker’s acting in his@nSwer questions in relation to those. How much confidence
private capacity by expressing an interest in purchasing lang@n We place in such a closed inquiry?

that the department of which he was Minister was also | make the point that the issues that this committee is to
seeking to purchase. There wasma faciea conflict of ~address were raised within Parliament and that the Govern-
interest. ment refused to answer them within Parliament. The only

When this issue was raised in the Parliament through ¥ this Parliament can ultimately take those questions
series of questions, the Minister himself in that instancdurther is to address them itself. The fact that a committee is

should have addressed those questions to dispel the possibifing established is ultimately the outcome of a refusal to be
ty that there was a conflict of interest. | noted that when h&ccountable to the Parliament itself, and the Government can
answered the questions he denied that a conflict of intere¥f€ar that. | note that the Opposition has indicated support for
existed but that he failed to answer specific questions. §is motion. _

observed previously that he has not acknowledged inside or The Council divided on the motion:

outside this place whether he personally inspected the AYES(9)
property some days after his own department inspected it, nor ~ Crothers, T. Elliott, M. J. (teller)
has he given any real information about the role he played in Holloway, P. Kanck, S. M.
specific terms. Anyone who cares to read his ministerial Levy, J. A. W. Nocella, P.
statement will find that he avoided answering most of the ~ Pickles, C. A. Roberts, R. R.
questions. That was pursued further by more questions, but ~ Weatherill, G.
the Minister and then, after he absented himself from his _ NOES (8)
duties, the Government, have still failed to address the ~ Davis, L. H. Griffin, K. T.
specific questions. Lawson, R. D. Lucas, R. I. (teller)

| had hoped, perhaps during this motion to establish a ~ Ffitzner, B. S. L. Redford, A. J.
select committee, that the Government would still try to Schaefer, C. V. Stefani, J. F.
answer those original 13 questions and others that were PAIRS .
subsequently asked and not answered. CRIa[)neron_,rT.GG. I'_“Ng; J. C[:) v

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Even though we've had two oberts, T. G. aidiaw, L. v.
inquiries. Majority of 1 for the Ayes.

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | note the interjection of the Motion thus carried.

Hon. Robert Lucas. | find it interesting that, when the police  The Council appointed a select committee consisting of
inquiry was established and we suggested that we woulthe Hons M.J. Elliott, K.T. Griffin, A.J. Redford,
move to establish a select committee, the Premier's immedR-R. Roberts and T.G. Roberts; the committee to have power
ate response was that this was outrageous and that we did fi@send for persons, papers and records, and to adjourn from
need two inquiries. He said that the police inquiry couldplace to place; the committee to report on Wednesday
answer it all. He was wrong; a police inquiry cannot answed9 March 1997.

questions about simple conflict of interest unless that conflict

of interest involves some criminal or civil misbehaviour. The TOURISM COMMISSION

debate that has taken place in relation to this motion has not . .

suggested that that occurred; it has centred simply on the Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.R. Roberts:
question of whether a conflict of interest existed. The Premier 1. That a select committee of the Legislative Council be
said that there was no need for any other inquiry whatsoeve®Ppointed to inquire into matters surrounding the—

However, he subsequently realised that he would not get (a) termination of the employment of Mr Michael Gleeson as

- . Chief Executive of the South Australian Tourism
away with that, and then announced that he was settingupan  commission:

inquiry and would appoint Anderson QC to run it. (b) attempts to terminate the employment of a senior executive
| received a letter early last week asking me whether | of the Tourism Commission, Mr Rod Hand;
would supply documentary information to that inquiry. | (c) appointment of Ms Anne Ruston to the position of General

wrote back saying that | would supply documents, although ngnt?e%iear of the Wine and Tourism Council of South

I believe that all but one of the documents in my possession  including the role of the Minister for Tourism, the Hon.
had already been tabled. In that letter | went further and asked G. Ingerson M.P., in these matters.

whether | could be told the terms of reference and be 2. That Standing Order 389 be suspended as to enable the
informed about whether this inquiry has the power to callChairperson of the Committee to have a deliberative vote only.

: : : 3. That this Council permits the Select Committee to authorise
witnesses and require them to attend and whether it Offertﬁe disclosure or publication, as it thinks fit, of any evidence or

immunities to witnesses, etc. That letter was sent a week agfycuments presented to the Committee prior to such evidence being
and | can tell you that | still have not received a response. presented to Council.
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4. That Standing Order 396 be suspended as to enable strangéine Tourism Commission, how many of them have been made
Uniess e Commitee otherwise r650Nes, but they Shall be exuda oo, redundant, moved sideways, sacked, or not had
unless :
when the Committee is deliberating, y ¥ntracts renewed over recent times.

. Rod Hand was two layers below the CEO, and he was

(Continued from 12 February. Page 905.) given as the major reason for the showdown. As | understand

) ) it, Minister Ingerson directly instructed Mr Gleeson to sack

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: I rise to speak to the motion i ay Mathewson, to shift Kent Rossiter sideways into another
but at this stage | do not intend to indicate either support fobosition, to move John Evans sideways, and to sack Rod
or opposition to the motion. | will raise several issues; SOM&yand in the next tier down, and he had already been moved
overlap issues already raised and some go a little beyongqeways on ministerial instructions. The Minister also
those. I invite Minister Ingerson to address the issues. | anhstrycted that Brian Price and Godirey Santer, the national
sure and confident he will. | have had a brief, privatemarketing manager and the international marketing manager,
conversation with him. | ask that he address fully the issuesyere not to have their contracts renewed. That is interesting
and I understand that there will be a response next week ifacayse they were working in the markets which were
relation to issues raised by the Labor Party and issues thakowing growth in terms of our share at a national level. The
will raise. international market was also picking up well.

In the first term of reference the Opposition talks aboutthe  The two people who were in charge of that marketing did
termination of employment of Mr Michael Gleeson as Chiefnot have their contracts renewed. | understand that they were
Executive of the South Australian Tourism Commission.the two gentlemen involved in the Fast Ferries episode, and
There |S. no doubt that M.r Michael Gleeson was held in hlghhat they well and tru|y deserved to have their fingers
regard in the tourism industry. In fact, he was held insmacked and to be told that they were extremely naughty
sufficient regard that his contract had been renewed only gentlemen, but | do not believe that there was any justifica-
couple of months before Minister Ingerson decided he did nafion not to renew the contracts of two successful operators
want him any longer. One would assume that in these daygho were doing a great deal of good for tourism in this State.
of contracts one does not renew a contract unless one feels My understanding is that, on a regular basis, the Minister
that a person is really doing their job. had been quite hands on with the department. If members

There is little doubt that the Tourism Commission wasread the Tourism Commission Act, they will see that the
moving along quite well. Mr Michael Gleeson may have beenwinister can give instructions and directions to the Tourism
the first head of the Tourism Commission with significantCommission board and that the board can give instructions
tourism experience. That is not a reflection on previouso the CEO. It appears to me that, quite contrary to my
people, but a statement that | understand to be true; that is, @derstanding of the Tourism Commission Act, on a number
came out of the tourism industry, became chief executivef occasions the Minister went straight past the board directly
officer and that tourism in South Australia, which had beeno the CEO and told him what he wanted him to do. | have
lagging very badly, was starting to make progress. We wergeen led to believe that Gleeson complied on a number of
still a long way behind other States, but | understand somgccasions, but became increasingly disturbed as he saw the
real progress was being made. As | said, Mr Gleeson wagpper echelons of his department gutted, largely on the basis
held in high regard among people working in the tourismthat, for whatever reason, the Minister wanted to remove
industry. people.

Will the Minister provide an explanation of why Mr Mr Gleeson was a highly successful operator, with a series
Gleeson was removed, his contract having recently beesf operators below him, making real progress; yet the
renewed? | particularly invite him to inform this Council how Minister issued these clear instructions. Mr Gleeson did not
much he was paid to leave. My understanding is that he hagbel until the Rod Hand episode. He believed that Rod Hand
at least a three year contract to go. He also had to sign amas unfairly targeted and blamed for certain things that
understanding that he would not make any comment on hisappened. | invite the Minister to tell this place whether or
removal. | can only imagine and believe that the Governmentot he played any role in the sacking of Kay Mathewson, the
paid some amount for that as well. How much did themovement sideways of Kent Rossiter and John Evans, and
termination of employment cost the Government? How muchwvhether he had any involvement with Rod Hand. | invite him
of that was made up of compensation for loss of future salargilso to explain what role he played in Brian Price and
due to the fact that his contract still had a considerable perioGodfrey Santer not having their contracts renewed.
to go and how much was for other purposes and for what | understand that there was a fair bit of intervention in
other purposes those moneys were spent? Speculatiggrms of how moneys were spent, and | ask the Minister to
suggests figures as high as $500 000 might be involved. Hespond to the following examples. My understanding is that
that is not the case, | certainly invite the Minister to put usa significant amount of Tourism Commission money has
right. gone into Wirrina. Wirrina is being perceived as a tourist

Paragraph 1(b) of the motion refers to attempts tgroject but my understanding is that the major reason it needs
terminate the employment of a senior executive of thewater to be connected to the site is not because of the tourism
Tourism Commission, Mr Rod Hand. My understanding iscomponent but because several hundred houses will be built
that while the focus on the media so far has been very mucbn the site as well. A residential development is to be
on Rod Hand, if anything, as far as the Minister’s relationshipattached to a tourism development, and it is the residential
with Mr Gleeson, what happened with Mr Hand was thecomponent that has put in a demand for water. | want the
straw that broke the camel’s back. The information that Minister to inform this place whether or not Tourism
have suggests that the Minister had quite regularly bee@ommission money has been used to connect the water to
giving instructions to Mr Gleeson in terms of what shouldWirrina and also whether Tourism Commission money has
happen to staff within the Tourism Commission. It is been used for other infrastructure including roads upgrading,
interesting to note, if one looks at the senior positions withirboth outside and inside the site.
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| also want to know whether Tourism Commission moneyFerries? | understand that they are the only operators likely
has been used to malex gratia payments to fishermen. to operate between Glenelg and the site on Kangaroo Island.
Questions have been asked in this place about the effect dinere has been a great deal of Government interference with
squid fishermen, among others, in the Wirrina area, and mgespect to spending money but, if the Minister wants to
understanding is that a number of those people have bedispute that, he has the ideal opportunity.
given ex gratia payments and have been asked to sign The last issue that | put to the Minister goes beyond the
confidentiality agreements which seem to be a common thinthings that have been raised by the Opposition and relates to
these days. | ask the Minister to inform this place whether théhe allegation that the Tourism Commission paid for a trip by
Tourism Commission made such payments directly odoan Hall to North America a couple of years ago. | know
indirectly. If so, | want to know what justification the that Joan Hall has chaired the backbench committee on
Tourism Commission has for making payments of compensaeurism, but it seems to me that backbenchers have travel
tion to fishermen who will be affected by what is significantly allowances which enable them to travel and carry out studies.
a private development. | want to know whether the Minister was involved in

| also want to know how much Tourism Commission arranging for the funding of the trip that Joan Hall took to
money is to be spent on the marina and ramp developmenritlorth America, how much that trip cost, how long the trip
etc. A great deal of concern has been expressed locally thitsted and where the member of Parliament visited.
the development will have significant limitations in terms of | want to know whether or not a report was prepared for
public access. On 21 November last year, a public meetinghe Tourism Commission and, if so, whether the Minister is
was held in the District Council of Yankalilla in relation to prepared to make that report publicly available, because I find
the Wirrina marina development. The meeting unanimousliyt hard to believe that it contained commercially confidential
passed a motion calling on the council to write to the marinanaterial. As it has essentially been attributed to taxpayer’s
developers, MBf, asking for a definitive statement on publicexpense it should have the same level of accountability as
accessibility to boat ramp facilities at Wirrina. applies to members who travel on their travel allowances.

| understand that, on 23 January 1997, MBf Resort$ndeed, | argue that since this person was a backbencher it
replied, stating that the ramp would be located in the marinavould have been right and proper, if she wished to study
in protected water and that restrictions would be placed on itsourism in North America, for her to do so within her
access, including the hours of availability, the number obrdinary travel allowance, as would any other member.
boats that could be launched from there, and a nominal |have raised a number of issues, and | invite the Minister
charge, whatever that means, for access, with an amount net respond fully to all those matters. | can understand the
yet decided. The marina is expected to be opened in mid teynicism that one gets from time to time about select
late September 1997. There is concern that many of theommittees. | have to be convinced in this case whether or
development’s facilities will be built with millions of dollars not we are talking about a Minister who has from time to time
of public money, | understand it will be Tourism Commissionbeen a little heavy-handed, a little bit clumsy and who has
money, perhaps as much as $10 million, but the questiomade the odd mistake (and | do not think that justifies a select
remains as to who will own the facilities and how many of committee, because voters make up their own minds about
them will be deemed to be pubilic. things such as that) or whether there is something that

| believe that there is a joint legal agreement or agreedeserves far more attention.
ments between the South Australian Tourism Commission,
the Department of Transport and the Wirrina developers The Hon. R.l. LUCAS secured the adjournment of the
(MBf) which addresses key areas of the Wirrina developdebate.
ment, namely, the roads, water supply, water treatment plant,
waste water treatment plant and marina. | have been told that MINISTERS, TRAVEL
these agreements detail _what will _be provided by the State ,3 116 Hon. T.G. CAMERON:
Government and what will be provided by the developer. I 1~ How much has been spent by the Minister and/or members
understand that the agreements detail public infrastructursf his staff in each of his portfolios in an official capacity on
provided by the developer but not necessarily deemed to bginisterial travel in the following years:

public, including fuel dispensing, toilets, parking, boat (&) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994,
berthing facilities, etc gb; % ju:y iggg-gg june iggg,’)and
o N _— c) 1 July -30 June .
The Minister must provide a definitive statement onthe 5" \where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or his

accessibility of facilities to the public at Wirrina, as well as staff, make each of these trips?
a definitive statement on just how much Government money, 3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well
particularly out of his department, will be spent on it. He@s ‘Z‘”@‘;}e' and hire Ca_rsc)jvticc&mm(t’da“o” a”ﬁ ap%’hOtrt‘QVEsznfseS?
must say what it will cost the public to access facilities built, - purpgszz%companle € Minister on each ot the trips and for
at Wirrina and how much money the Government has The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Consistent with answers given by the
contributed to roads, water supply, water treatment plant,abor Government, the Government has decided that the time and
waste water treatment plant and the marina at Wirrina. cost that would be involved in obtaining the requested information

I also ask the Minister to give this place information on for intrastate and interstate travel is not justified. The Government

- - P has provided information on all details of overseas travel by
precisely how much money the Tourism Commission haginisters and staff.
spent on supporting Fast Ferries in a range of ways. |
understand that there is an agreement that, for instance, 24. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: ) o
whenever the Fast Ferry cannot pull up at Glenelg, the 1. How much has been spent by the Premier, Minister for
commission pays for all the fuel when it goes up to porﬂ\rllultlcultural and Ethnic Affairs and Minister for Information
Adelaide and back, which is a significant bill. How much is cCology and/or members of his staff in each of his portfolios in
. » YATR gniii . -~ an official capacity on ministerial travel in the following years:

the Tourism Commission putting into infrastructure i (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994;
Glenelg and on Kangaroo Island directly for the use of Fast (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; and
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(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 19967? (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, Nil.

2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Premier, or his  No trips were taken during the period 1 January 1994 to 30 June
staff, make each of these trips? 1994.

3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well  From 18 September 1994 to 1 October 1994, the Deputy Premier
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expensdsavelled to London, Zurich, Tokyo, Hong Kong and Singapore. The

4. Who accompanied the Premier on each of the trips and fopurpose of the visit was to give presentations to European and Asian

what purpose? financial markets on the Government’s commitment to restore the
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: State’s finances, and the financial market activities of SAFA.
1. The following was spent on ministerial travel for the specific ~ The total cost of the trip (airfares, accommodation and expenses
periods: for the Treasurer and chief of staff) was $ 17 419.89.
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, $67 837; The Minister was accompanied by Mrs Baker, his Chief of Staff,
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, $74 958; and Mr J. Chapman, Dr P. Boxall, Under Treasurer and Mr P. Ploksts,
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, $99 208. Assistant General Manager, SAFA.

Two trips were taken in the period 1 January 1994-30 June 1994: The expenses for Mrs Baker were met from the Deputy Premier’s
From 28 January to 5 February 1994, the Premier travelled t@llowance for travelling expenses for members, ex-members and
Europe and Asia to develop business opportunities in London antglatives.

Japan for South Australia. From 11 June 1995 to 14 June 1995, the Minister visited Hong
The total cost of the trip was $27 063. Kong to promote the sale of South Australian assets to Asian
The Premier was accompanied by his Chief Political Adviser, Mrinvestors. This trip was a component of an international marketing

R. Yeeles. program aimed at achieving the maximum value for the sale of State

From 1 June to 30 June 1995, the former Premier visitedtSSets and maximising the economic benefit of asset sales.
Singapore, Malaysia, Hong Kong, China and Japan, to announce and The total cost of the trip was $2 495.

develop new and emerging business opportunities in Asia for South 1 "€ Deputy Premier was accompanied by Dr R.N. Sexton, Chair-
Australia. man of the Asset Management Task Force.

The total cost of the trip was $115 747. o The following information is provided in respect of overseas
The former Premier was accompanied by Mrs Brown (his wife) 4| by the Hon. Dale Baker in his capacity as Minister for Mines
Mr J. Scales (Senior Adviser), Mr K. Donnellan (Press Secretary)gnq Energy:
Ms H. Tuen (Senior Cabinet Officer), Mr J. Cambridge (Chief ™" £rom 53 April 1995 to 30 April 1995, the Minister travelled to
Executive of the Economic Development Authority), Mr J. Hall 56th Africa to lead a business delegation to develop new and
(Senior staff from the Economic Development Authority), Mr G. gmerging business opportunities in South Africa. This trip was a
Lowe (Senior staff from the Economic Development Authority). _component of a broader itinerary which included primary industries
No trips were taken in the period 1 July 1994 to 30 June 1995 jiscyssion in other countries. The South African portion concen-
From 8 to 12 July 1995, the former Premier travelled to Soutf‘trc?ted specifically on Mines & Energy issues.

East Asia to announce and develop new and emerging tourism and Tne total cost of the trip was $9 000.

business opportunities in South East Asia for South Australia. The Minister was accompanied by Ms J. Ferris, his Chief of Staff,

The total cost of the trip was $14 537. .__and the Chief Executive of Mines & Energy.
The former Premier was accompanied by Mr J. Bonner, Assistant (3) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, Nil;

Media Adviser, and Mr D. Lambert, Senior Executive from Tourism () 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, $9 000; and

SA. . (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, Nil.

From 24 August to 12 September 1995, the former Premier | nderstand that no overseas travel was undertaken by the Hon.
travelled to the United States of America and Japan, visiting Seattlgohn Oswald which related specifically to his Housing, Urban
San Francisco, Dallas, Austin, New York, Washington and Tokyopevelopment and Local Government Relations portfolio.

The purpose of the trip was to announce and develop new and

emerging business opportunities in the US and Japan for South 26. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON:

Australia. ) 1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Industry,
The total cost of the trip was $82 505. Manufacturing, Small Business and Regional Development and
The former Premier was accompanied by Mrs Brown, Ms Y.Minister for Infrastructure and/or members of his staff in each of his

King, Economics Adviser, Mr K. Donnellan, Press Secretary, ancportfolios in an official capacity on ministerial travel in the following

Mr R. Dundon, Chief Executive of the Office of Information years:

Technology. (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994;

From 23 to 27 June 1996, the former Premier travelled to Hong  (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; and
Kong and Singapore to officially open the ‘Investment and Business (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996?

Skill Migration Seminar’, and to announce and develop new and 2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or his

emerging business opportunities in Hong Kong and Singapore. staff, make each of these trips?

The total cost of the trip was $29 987. 3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well

The former Premier was accompanied by: Mr R. Lawson (Parliaas air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses?
mentary Secretary) Ms Y. King (Economic Adviser) Ms S. Cosgrove 4. Who accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and for
(Manager, Department of Information Industries) Mr |. Kowalick what purpose?

(Chief Executive of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, and Mr  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS:

K. Donnellan (Press Secretary). 1. The following amounts were spent on ministerial travel
during the specified periods:
25. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, $13 214;

1. How much has been spent by the Deputy Premier, Treasurer, (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, $27 194; and
Minister for Police and Minister for Mines and Energy and/or mem-  (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, $38 365.
bers of his staff in each of his portfolios in an official capacity on ~ From 10-13 April the Minister travelled to Singapore to attend

ministerial travel in the following years: the Food & Trade Conference ‘94. ) _
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; The total cost of the trip was $3 855. The estimated benefit from
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; and the trip is $ 1 475 000. _
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 19967? The Minister was unaccompanied. )
2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Deputy Premier, From 26 June to 3 July 1994, the Minister travelled to Singapore
or his staff, make each of these trips? and Indonesia to attend the Australian Trade delegation, ‘Australia

3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as weliToday’. )
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses? The total cost of the trip was $9 359.
4. Who accompanied the Deputy Premier on each of the trips  The Minister 'was accompanied by Mrs Olsen, and

and for what purpose? Ms L. Blieschke, his Chief of Staff. o

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The following was spent on ministerial From 9 November to 14 November 1994, the Minister travelled
travel for the specific periods: to Hong Kong to attend Grand Prix functions. _

(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, Nil; The total cost of the trip was $9 598, with estimated benefits of

(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, $19 914.89; and approximately $18 436 000.
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The Minister was accompanied by Mrs Olsen and his Mediaof his portfolios in an official capacity on ministerial travel in the
Adviser, Mr R.Teuwsen. following years:

From 23 February-12 March 1995, the Minister travelled to  (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994;
Europe, visiting England, France, Sweden and Germany. The (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; and
purpose of the visit was to attend meetings with water companies and (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996?

EDA related meetings. 2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or his
The total cost of the trip was $10 948. staff, make each of these trips?
The Minister was accompanied by Ms L. Blieschke, Chief of 3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well
Staff. as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses?
From 2 May to 7 May 1995, the Minister travelled to Hong Kong 4. Who accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and for
to open Hong Kong offices. what purpose?
The total cost of the trip was $6 648. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN:

From 30 Augustto 11 September 1995, the Minister travelledto 1. The following amounts were spent on ministerial overseas
North America and Mexico to attend outsourcing contract meetingsravel for the specific periods:

The total cost of the trip was $20 948. ) ~ (&) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, $7 422.69;
The Minister was accompanied by Mr R. Teuwsen, his Media  (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, $27 646.76; and
Adviser. o (c) 1 July 1994-30 June 1996, $14 040.91.
From 30 September to 4 October 1995, the Minister travelledto 2" |n June 1994 the | travelled to the United States of America
Jakarta to attend EDA and SA Water meetings. and Canada to attend meetings in relation to crime prevention,
The total cost of the trip was $10 562. ~_ consumer affairs and native title management.
The Minister was accompanied by Ms L. Blieschke, his Chiefof  The total cost of the trip was $7 422.69.
Staff. | was unaccompanied.

From 2 November to 8 November 1995, the Minister travelled |n May 1995, | travelled to London, Amsterdam and Paris to
to Brunei and Hong Kong to attend the BIMP & EAGA Expo ‘95, attend meetings in relation to crime prevention, law reform and
and also a Grand Prix promotion. _ . _ broader Government business.

The total cost of the trip was $6 855, with estimated benefits of  The total cost of the trip was $27 646.76.
$ 15 029 500 ] i 1 was accompanied by Mrs Griffin and my Chief of Staff,

The Minister was accompanied by Mr R. Teuwsen, his Mediams L. Stapylton.

Adviser. . In August 1995, | travelled to Beijing and met with various

From 1 March to 16 March 1996, the Minister travelled to FranceChinese Government officials. In Hong Kong | attended meetings
and the United Kingdom at the invitation of the UK Government. relating to crime prevention, consumer affairs and legal matters.

The total cost of the trip was $12 039. ) The total cost of the trip was $14 040.91.

The Minister was accompanied by Ms L. Blieschke. I was accompanied by my Press Secretary, Ms L. Brett.

~ From 17 April to 26 April 1996, the Minister travelled to Staff members accompanied me in order to assist me in per-
Singapore, Brunei and Sarawak in order to open the new SAorming my duties.
Government Commercial Representatives Office in Singapore, and

to lead a trade delegation and attend Food & Hotel Asia. 9. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON:

The total cost of the trip was $1 902, with estimated benefits of 1 How much has been spent by the Minister for Tourism,
$6271 900. . Minister for Industrial Affairs and Minister for Recreation, Sport and

The Minister was accompanied by Mr R. Teuwsen Racing and/or members of his staff in each of his portfolios in an

From 21 June 1996 to 24 June 1996, the Minister travelled t®fficial capacity on ministerial travel in the following years—
Jakarta to attend the International Air Show. (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994;

The total cost of the trip was $3 739. (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995;

The Minister travelled unaccompanied. (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 19962

2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Ministers, or their
27.  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: staff, make each of these trips?

1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Employment, 3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well
Training and Further Education and Minister for Youth Affairs as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses?
and/or members of his staff in each of his portfolios in an official 4. who accompanied the Ministers on each of the trips and for

capacity on ministerial travel in the following years: what purpose?
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN:
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; and 1. The following amounts were spent on Ministerial travel
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 19967 during the specified periods:
2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or his  (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, Nil;
staff, make each of these trips? (b) J July 1994-30 June 1995, $22 407.35;

3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, $47 242.81.
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses?3 “to 4. In June 1994 the Minister travelled to Sydney to attend
4. Who accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and fokne Tourism Minister Council meeting, Malaysia and Singapore for

what purpose? the purpose of attending meetings and visiting officials, and then
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: L returned to Adelaide via Sydney for the Australian Tourism
1. The following amounts were spent on ministerial travel Exchange.

during the specified periods: ) The total cost of the trip was $15 439.16 which cannot be broken
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, Nil; down into international and interstate components.
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, $17 042; The Minister was accompanied by his wife.
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, Nil. In September 1994 the Minister travelled to Singapore, Hong

2.to 4. In early December the Minister travelled to Asia to enablekong and Malaysia to bid for the World Chinese Entrepreneurs
the State Government to be represented at the opening of the Mediznference.
Workshop in Hanoi, Vietnam, and to cement existing DETAFE  The total cost of the trip was $6 968.19.
commercial operations in Thailand and Malaysia. The visitwillhelp  The Minister was accompanied by Mr Bill Spurr, chief executive,
position South Australia to win future AIDAB and other distance Adelaide Convention and Tourism Authority, and Mr Alfred Huang,

education projects. ) Chinese Chamber of Commerce. Their component of the trip was
The total cost of the trip was $17 042. _ _ paid from their respective budgets.
The Chief of Staff accompanied the Minister to provide advice  In August and September 1995 the Minister went to China, Hong
and support. Kong, Singapore, Malaysia and New Zealand. He represented the
former Premier, Dean Brown, in China to open the South Australian
28. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Government’s new trade office in Shanghai and to attend a trade

1. How much has been spent by the Attorney-General andhission in the Province of Gansu which cost $14 598.24 for this
Minister for Consumer Affairs and/or members of his staff in eachportion of the trip. Following these official duties, the Minister
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pursued a number of tourism related business and investment oppor- From 6 May to 27 May 1996, the Minister travelled to Turkey,
tunities in Hong Kong, Singapore, Malaysia and New Zealand. Greece, Israel, United Arab Emirates and China, to develop new and
The total cost of the trip was $28 173.63. emerging business opportunities for South Australia
The Minister was accompanied by his tourism adviser, Ms Anne  The total cost of the trip was $29 948 45.
Ruston (whose expenses are included in the above figures), Ms Anne The Minister was accompanied by Mr Barry Featherston, his
Howe, Chief Executive, Department of Building Management, Jamegiedia and policy adviser, Dr Don Plowman, director, Research and
Hall, International Adviser, Economic Development Authority on Development, SARDI, Mr Barry Windle, general manager,
the China portion of the trip, and the chief executive, SouthAgricultural Industries PISA and Mr Anthony Brown. Special
Australian Tourism Commission, Mr Michael Gleeson joined themProjects Coordinator. PISA.
in Hong Kong for the remainder of the trip. Their component of the  Dale Baker, former Minister for Primary Industries

trip was paid from their respective budgets. 1. The following amounts were spent on Ministerial travel
In September 1995 the Minister went to Jakarta, Indonesia toluring the specified periods.

attend the Travel Australia Britain Seminar. (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; $15 343.90
The total cost of the trip was $10 153.43. (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; $37 708.45
The Minister was accompanied by his tourism adviser, Ms Anne  (c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996; $39.486.78.

Ruston. From 22 June to 17 July 1994 the Minister travelled to Europe,

Please note that $8 915.75 was pre-paid in the 1995-96 financiflanada and Hong Kong, to develop new and emerging business
year for travel that was taken in the 1996-97 financial year (Olympi®pportunities for South Australia.

Games-Atlanta-London-Munich. The total cost of the trip was $15 343.90.
The Minister was accompanied by Ms J Ferris, chief of staff to
30. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: the Minister, and Mr M Madigan chief executive officer of PISA to

1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Emergencyassist with portfolio related discussions. .
Services, Minister for Correctional Services and Minister for State  From 3 November to 11 November 1994 the Minister travelled
Government Services and/or members of his staff in each of hi# China and Hong Kong to develop new and emerging business
portfolios in an official capacity on ministerial travel in the following Opportunities for South Australia.

years— The total cost of the trip was $18 321.79.
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; The Minister was accompanied by Ms J Ferris, the Minister’s
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; chief of staff, and Mr M Madigan who travelled at departmental
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 199672 expense.

2." Where, when and for what purpose did the Ministers, or their . From 1 May 1995 to 14 May 1995 the Minister travelled to the
staff, make each of these trips? Middle East and Saudi Arabia, to lead business delegations to

3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as welld€velop new and emerging business opportunities in the regions of
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expense2@uth Australia.

; . ; The total cost of the trip was $19 386.66
Wh:f pwggszcgompanled the Ministers on each of the trips and for The Minister was accompanied by Ms J Ferris, the Minister’s

The Hon. K.T. GRIEFIN: chief of staff, and Mr M Madigan, who travelled at departmental

; iatari expense.
dur#g—trlf?: Sfp())él((:)i\]i\i/érégpgwoodtjsnts were spent on ministerial travel From 26 August 1995-16 September 1995 the Minister travelled
- to the United States, the United Kingdom, Tunisia, Spain, Israel and

(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, Nil . h LS
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995 $4"1 02’5 78: Hong Kong, to develop new and emerging business opportunities for

(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996, Nil. South Australia.

~ From 10 July to 21 July 1994 the Minister travelled to the United mg t'\c/)ltiﬁgSctg?tmtl);;hgctg:)pmv;%sni%2b§4z/l.g 3; Eerris. the Minister's
Kingdom. The purpose of the trip was to examine private manag€spef of staff, and Mr M Madigan who travelled at departmental
ment of prison, outsourcing of prison services and prison mdustne%x ense ’
and to examine aspects of police, fire and ambulance services. P '

. . ; The Minister's Chief of Staff, Ms Jeannie Ferris visited Ital
The total cost of the trip to the United Kingdom was $21 505.18y,.y,een 23 and 28 October 1995, for the purpose of trade deillel-
The Minister was accompanied to the United Kingdom by hisopment of the olive industry. She was accompanied by the chief

spouse and media adviser. ; :
From 26 April to 7 May 1995 the Minister travelled to the United executive of PISA. The total cost of that trip was $7 138.85.

States of America and Canada. The purpose of the trip was to 32, Th .

- L~ . : ; . e Hon. T.G. CAMERON:
examine aspects of policing, paramedic services, prison programs 7" 0 L A pea snant by the Minister for Transport
(both private sector and government managed), and the Canadair fWﬁniéter for the Arts and Ministper for %/he Status of Women ang/or’

bombing aircraft. h > G . :
The cost of the trip to the USA and Canada was $22 520.60 gqnemﬁﬁsrtse?ifaw%r{ﬁ;ﬁiéntﬁgﬁglfgvvﬁgp;égfslgs inan official capacity

The Minister was accompanied to the USA and Canada by his (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994:

Chief of Staff. (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 19967?

31.  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: o ) 2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or her
1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Primarystaff make each of these trips?

Industries and/or members of his staff in each of his portfoliosinan 3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well

official capacity on ministerial travel in the following years— as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses?
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; 4. Who accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and for
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; what purpose?
(¢) 1 July 1995-30 June 19967 ) o _ The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:
2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Ministers, ortheir 1. The following was spent on ministerial travel for the specific
staff, make each of these trips? periods:
3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well  (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994 - Nil
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses? (p) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995 - $6751.10
4. Who accompanied the Ministers on each of the trips and for  (¢) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996 - $11795.26
what purpose? 2.t0o4. During the period 1 January 1994 to 30 June 1994, the
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: L Minister undertook a study tour through London, Paris, Cairo and
1. The following amounts were spent on ministerial travel Singapore, which was paid for from her Members of Parliament
during the specified periods. Travel Entitlement.
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994, Nil The total cost of the trip was $6 751.10. The Minister was
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995, Nil; unaccompanied.
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996; $29 948.45. During the period 1 July 1995 to 30 June 1996, the Minister went

2.to 4. Minister Kerin did not travel overseas during the periodon a study tour to Edinburgh and Hong Kong, paid for from her
1 January 1994 to 30 June 1995. Members of Parliament Travel Entitlement.
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The total cost of the trip was $11795. The Minister was  The total cost of the trip was $7 750.85. The Minister was

unaccompanied. accompanied by Mr John Scanlon, Chief of Staff, and Mrs Liz
Wilson, Adviser for Family and Community Services.
33. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: From 22 February to 13 March 1995, the Minister travelled to

1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Health and>enmark, USA and Tokyo to attend, as part of the Australian
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and/or members of his staff in each Delegation, the United Nations World Summit for Social Devel-
of his portfolios in an official capacity on ministerial travel in the opmentin Denmark. Also, to examine coastal protection, recycling

following years— and waste management and the management of National Parks, and
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; to represent the Premier in Tokyo for a promotion by the South
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; Australian Film Corporation. The total cost of the trip was
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 199672 $16 302.76. The Minister was accompanied by Mrs Wotton.
2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or his  From 19 to 23 July 1995, the Minister travelled to Singapore to
staff, make each of these trips? attend, as guest of honour at the 5th South East Asian and 36th

3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as wellAustralian Surveyors Congress including Gala Dinner. During his
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expensegiay the Minister also met with the Minister for the Environment.

4. Who accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and for The total cost of the trip was $6 679.33. The Minister was
what purpose? accompanied by Mrs Wotton.

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:

1. The following was spent on ministerial travel for the specific  35. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON:

periods: . 1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Housing, Urban
(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994 - Nil Development and Local Government Relations and/or members of
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995 - $2019.58 his staff in each of his portfolios in an official capacity on ministerial
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996 - $42922.11 travel in the following years—
2.t04.  Notrips were taken in the period 1 January 199410 30  (a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994;

June 1994. (b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995;

During October 1994, the Minister travelled to Singapore and () 1 July 1995-30 June 19967

Kuala Lumpur to represent the Premier at the University of 5" where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or his
Adelaide’'s Alumni Association Meeting, and to discuss recognltlonﬂaﬁ make each of these trips?
[th™3' y

of South Australian medical graduates in Singapore and other health” 3" {15 much did each trip cost, including transportation (as well

related matters with the Singapore Minister for Health. The Minister, ¢ it travel and hire cars), accommodation and any other expenses?

35?0Lﬂ'&ﬁ?fygign”ﬁ%gﬁg{gns on export of Health Services with ™ “\yng accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and for
The total cost of the trip was $2 019.58. The Minister Waswhql_thpuLpose? _
unaccompanied. e Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: o
From 29 October to 9 November 1995, the Minister travelled to ,  1- Ir?e follq\]{ylrag amodur)ts were spent on ministerial travel
San Francisco, Portland, lowa City, Los Angeles and Seattle. Thduring the specified periods: )
purpose of the trip was to sign an Trans-National Alliance with the (&) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994 - Nil

University of lowa for telemedicine and tele-education collaboration,  (P) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995 - $17233.84
to visit organisations engaged in the provision of managed care, and (C) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996 - $4512
to study public health service rationing in the State of Oregon. 2.to4.  From 12 to 23 August 1994, Minister Oswald travelled

The total cost of the trip was $20 356.25. The Minister wasto Canada to undertake evaluation for a possible Commonwealth
accompanied by his Chief of Staff, who provided policy advice andGames bid.
briefings on a day-to-day basis. The total cost of the trip was $17 233.84 The Minister was
From 20 March to 30 April 1996, the Minister travelled to Los accompanied by a ministerial adviser.
Angeles, Chicago, Florida and San Francisco to attend a Health From 28 August to 3 September 1995, Minister Oswald travelled
Management Conference in Florida; to meet and have discussiots Japan and Malaysia in order to represent the South Australian
with various companies involved in the supply, operation andGovernment at the Adelaide City Cup in Tokyo, Japan, and to use
management of hospital services, and to undertake field visits the opportunity to promote South Australian racing in Japan and
observe services which would facilitate the implementation of HealtiMalaysia. The total cost of the trip was $4 512. The Minister was

Plus. unaccompanied.
The total cost of the trip was $22 565.86. The Minister was
accompanied by Mrs Armitage. CANNABINOID DRONABINAL

34. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: ; ; ot
1. How much has been spent by the Minister for Environment Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. M.J. Elliott:
and Natural Resources and Minister for Family and Community  That the Legislative Council requests that the Minister for Health
Services and Minister for the Ageing and/or members of his staff irextend the trialing of cannabinoid ‘dronabinal’ for medical purposes
each of his portfolios in an official capacity on ministerial travel in to include the trailing of cannabis to eligible patients.
the following years—

(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994; (Continued from 27 November. Page 578.)

(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995; .

(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 19962 The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | support the motion. | am

2. Where, when and for what purpose did the Minister, or hisnot known for having too much truck at all with addictive
staff, make each of these trips? drugs, but | see this more in the line of the support | gave to

3. How much did each trip cost, including transportation (as we

| o
as air travel and hire cars), accommodation and any otherexpensé?? trialing of hef‘."P and hemp products. Qne nee_d not be a
4. Who accompanied the Minister on each of the trips and foSUpporter of marijuana to see the economic benefits to South

what purpose? Australia and to South Australian primary producers if that
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: crop were to be a successful commaodity.

1. The following amounts were spent on ministerial travel during ; ; o
the specified periods: The Hon. Michael Elliott seems to be providing the

(a) 1 January 1994-30 June 1994 -  Nil medical fraternity and sufferers of different medical condi-
(b) 1 July 1994-30 June 1995 - $24053.61 tions with another option which may well alleviate suffering
(c) 1 July 1995-30 June 1996 - $6679.33 in the South Australian community. If one wanted to be

2.to 4.~ From 29 June to 5 July 1994, the Minister travelled topedantic about it, one could compare it with some of the other

New Zealand at the invitation of the Hon. Denis Marshall MP, - g e ;
Minister for the Environment in New Zealand. The purpose of theadd'Ctlve prescription drugs such as Rohypnol thatwe see in

trip was to study the effectiveness of their recently introduced?risons. When abused they are a pest in society, but when
Integrated Natural Resource Management Legislation. used for proper medical purposes they provide proper relief
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and an alternative medical treatment for the sufferers olegislation to cover areas that the Commonwealth legislation
different ailments. cannot cover due to constitutional limitations.

It would not be responsible of any Governmentto cut off  There is mirror legislation, which means that the legisla-
another avenue of health treatment for the citizens of Souttion is totally consistent with but not necessarily identical to
Australia. It is very clear in the Hon. Mr Elliott's motion that legislation passed by the Commonwealth and by each State
this drug is to be used for medical purposes and under stri@ind Territory. There is template or cooperative legislation,
medical trials in order to assess its usefulness. | have nahere one jurisdiction acts as a host and enacts the legisla-
hesitation in supporting the motion. | understand that that ition. Other jurisdictions pass legislation that applies the
the view of the Labor Caucus. However, other members malggislation of the host jurisdiction. The other jurisdictions
wish to speak for themselves. may choose to automatically adopt amendments made by the

Whilst | am not a supporter of addictive drugs beinghost jurisdiction or, alternatively, the other jurisdiction may
abused in any way, | am confident that the Hon. Mr Elliott'sretain the right to enact amendments. That model is probably
proposal meets the strict requirements and control measurte most difficult, because it means that the State Parliament
for a successful trial of these drugs for the benefit of all Soutlabdicates any responsibility for the scrutiny of legislation and
Australians. The Opposition supports the motion. amendments in the longer term.

There is then the referral of powers, where the States can

The Hon. J.C. IRWIN secured the adjournment of the extend the legislative power of the Commonwealth at the
debate. States’ instigation, and national legislation results from all

States doing that. In this State we now adopt a very cautious
approach to the referral of powers. It happens very rarely, and

NATIONAL SCHEMES OF LEGISLATION then only when there is no alternative method of dealing with
i . a particular problem that requires legislation.
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.D. Lawson: The fifth method is alternative consistent legislation,
That the position paper on scrutiny of national schemes ofyvhere all jurisdictions enact legislation that states that an Act
legislation be noted. or thing will be lawful if it is lawful in the host jurisdiction.
(Continued from 27 November. Page 581.) The jurisdictions undertake to repeal or amend existing

legislation and refrain from enacting inconsistent legislation.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): |support  As | say, the State has a policy to be cautious about national
the motion. The Government did adopt a policy position oruniform legislation and is careful about the way in which
assessing national scheme legislation in 1995. | wanted to pytich a scheme, if agreed, is in fact implemented.
that on the record because it will demonstrate that we are One of the proposals in the paper is for exposure drafts of
conscious of the consequences of entering into nationaniform legislation, when available, to be made available to
scheme legislation in a way which may compromise thehe respective Parliaments around Australia. | think that has
ability of the Parliament of the State to properly review thatsome difficulties, because exposure drafts are used to assist
legislation. in policy development. It really involves the encouragement
The policy that the Government implemented states thasf scrutiny of legislation committees in policy matters. Of
when considering the method of implementation of nationatourse, the exposure draft is likely to change in material
legislation there must be real commercial or practicabrovisions as a result of the exposure. | suggest that parlia-
considerations that require national uniformity. The Cabinementary committees are unlikely to be interested in respond-
will have regard to the extent to which divergence froming to Bills or regulations that are likely to be amended.
uniformity can be tolerated; the cost of implementing the The other proposal that is raised in the paper is for a
scheme; the effect on the division of powers on Australia'sational scrutiny committee to look at all this legislation
Federal system; the effect on the autonomy of the Parliamengassed on a uniform basis, but the difficulty again is the
the effect on the jurisdiction of the State’s courts; and theikely delay in scrutinising, and of course each State and
administrative law regime under which the uniform schemeTerritory has a vested interest in some input to that scrutiny
will operate. process. | think that it is likely to be an unworkable proposi-
There is certainly pressure on many occasions from thgon.
Commonwealth Government (or Governments such as that In this State, where there is national scheme legislation,
of New South Wales) on other States to move in the direction certainly endeavour to ensure that Parliament is kept
of uniform legislation by seeking to compromise the legislainformed and that, as much as possible, this Parliament has
tive capacity of the Parliaments of the States. In soman involvement in the scrutiny and enactment of that
instances, the proposals may be appropriate; in maniggislation. But the Parliament must recognise that one of the
instances they are not. attractions to some jurisdictions of template or cooperative
As a Government we have taken the view that uniformitylegislation is the fact that there will be absolute uniformity,
for the sake of uniformity is not a goal that we would be because only one Legislature will deal with it and there is no
happy to endorse. It is for that reason that we look criticallyrisk of amendments in a Legislature where a Government of
at any proposition for uniform legislation. In many areasthe day supporting a particular scheme does not have the
there is no need for uniformity. There may be a need fonumbers in both Houses.
consistency, but there are still opportunities in some areas Notwithstanding that, | must say that the approach taken
where the States’ individual requirements could satisfactorilyn the South Australian Parliament has been responsible in
be met, notwithstanding that there is a Federal frameworkhat respect, under Liberal as well as under Labor Govern-
within which a legislative scheme may operate. ments, and | certainly support endeavouring to put as much
There are five methods of implementing national scheméegislation of a national nature through State Parliaments as
legislation. There is the complementary Commonwealth-Stataay be possible. That, | suggest, is not only my view but also
legislation, where States’ Bills enact complementarythat of the Government, because we are conscious of the need
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to ensure that Legislatures are kept involved. | support theegulation 3 of the Act. The number of nominators is in

motion. section 53(2)(b). The Government does not think it is
Motion carried. appropriate to deter nominations by increasing the number of
electors required to nominate a candidate which, in any event,
[Sitting suspended from 5.58 to 7.45 p.m.] is likely to be a futile hurdle. The Government thinks there
is some sense in increasing the amount of the deposit, which
ELECTORAL (MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT has been fixed at $200 since 1981. An increase in accordance
BILL with CPlI rises since then would mean that the deposit should
be around $450. However, this is something which will
Adjourned debate on second reading. ultimately be dealt with in the regulations.
(Continued from 25 February. Page 953.) The Electoral Commissioner recommends that changes

should be made to the issue of replacement declaration vote
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): Ithank  pajlot papers mislaid in the mail, and he refers to that at
honourable members for their support for the second readi ge 47. These changes have not been made because
of the Bill. T_h_e Hon. Paul Holloway askec_zl about the Governyeplacement papers can supplied by post or, if the voter's
ment’s position on those recommendations of the Electoralircumstances have changed, the voter can attend at a polling
Commissioner which have not been included in the Bill. MOS‘booth. At page 50 of his report, the Electoral Commissioner
of the Commissioner’s recommendations have been taken Upjyites Parliament to consider whether to make the practice
some have been modified; and some have not been taken y.conducting two candidate preferred counts at all polling
The Commissioner also suggested that some matters shoWgoths a statutory requirement. It is the practice of the
be looked at further without making any recommendation. lgjectoral Commissioner to do this, so there does not seem
will briefly refer to the Government’s response to thoseany need to put it in the legislation.
matters which hav_e not been imp_ler_nented in full and those The Electoral Commissioner recommended at page 71 that
matters about which the Commissioner suggested furthgp achieve uniformity in the laws governing the publication
consideration. and placement of electoral advertisements a detailed prescrip-
At page 11 the Commissioner recommended that mobilgon with universal application be developed and embodied
voting polling times should be extended to coincide with thein Jaw administered by local government authorities. The
period for electoral visitation at declared institutions, that isGgvernment is not inclined to do this. Section 115 of the
three days after the close of nominations. The Bill provides|ectoral Act provides that a person shall not exhibit an
for a period of 12 days, up to and including polling day, andelectoral advertisement on a vehicle, vessel, building,
that coincides with the Federal provisions. boarding or other structure if the advertisement occupies an
In relation to this matter, the Government took the viewarea in excess of one square metre.
that it was sensible to try to have an arrangement whichwas Section 74(1) of the Development Act provides that the
compatible with the Federal provisions. There was no adverspevelopment Assessment Committee or a council can order
interest for the State, and certainly there was some beneficitle removal of advertising signs if the advertisement disfig-
interest for electors in a consistency of approach. Limiting itures the natural beauty of a location or otherwise detracts
to three days after the close of nominations would not, in oufrom the amenity of a locality, or is contrary to the character
ViE\!V, have been sufficient time within which to allow mobile desired for a locality under the relevant development plan.
voting to occur. Subsection (2) provides that an order under subsection (1)
At page 23 the Electoral Commissioner recommends thahay not be made in relation to an advertisement, the display
consideration be given to adopting the Commonwealtlof which is authorised under the Electoral Act. This is a
arrangements, whereby a candidate must be an electmcent expression of Parliament's intention that electoral
entitled to vote or a person qualified to become such aadvertising should not be subject to local council controls and
elector. The Government gave this consideration and decidee Government sees no reason to alter this.
that a person who wants to be a member of Parliament should The Electoral Commissioner invited Parliament to review
be on the electoral roll. Section 4 of the Act, under thethe operation of section 116 of the Electoral Act in respect of
definition of ‘elector’, provides that an elector is a personwriters to editors of newspapers and callers to talk-back radio
whose name should appear on a roll as an elector but hgsations. Section 116 provides that it is an offence not to
been, by error, omitted from the roll. Thus a person who igrovide the full name and address of a person who takes
not on the roll through no fault of his or her own is not responsibility for the content of electoral material. Letters to
precluded from being a candidate. the editor and talk-back programs come within the provision.
At page 26 the Electoral Commissioner recommends thafhe Electoral Commissioner pointed out the difficulties in
section 45(1) should be amended so that suppressed addred#sding a satisfactory solution, and the Government is not
of candidates or their nominators not be made available to theonvinced that a satisfactory solution can be reached and,
public. There is a countervailing argument that a person whaccordingly, has not proposed any amendments to section
accepts nomination to a public office also accepts that th@16.
nature of that office is a public one which requires disclosure The honourable member has indicated that he will be
of personal matters such as the person’s place of residenaaoving amendments to provide for the appointment of the
So few persons are affected by the need to suppress thditectoral Commissioner by Parliament rather than by the
address on nomination that the Government is not persuad@&kecutive arm of Government. When the Ombudsman Act
that there is any need for an amendment. was amended last year to provide for the appointment of the
At page 27 the Electoral Commissioner recommends thaQmbudsman by the Parliament—which | think everybody
to deter candidates who are less than serious in their parliaecognised was a pretty forward looking step and one which
mentary aspirations, the amount of the deposit and numbeught to be taken into consideration in the context of other
of nominators be reviewed. The deposit required is set underccusations that had been made about the Government’s not
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wanting to be accountable to the Parliament, referred to The Hon. A.J. Redford: If there were a discretion, there
earlier this day—I indicated that the Government had takemouldn’t be so many Governor’s pardons, would there?

the view that we should take it one step at a time. We had The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: There are a lot of Governor’s
intended to take that one step in relation to the Ombudsmagardons, but he does prosecute. | do not think he prosecutes
to see particularly how the committee system operated ithem all. | will not seek to mislead anybody by saying that he
conjunction with the Ombudsman, although | certainly wouldprosecutes them all, but he prosecutes a significant percent-
not expect any appointment to be made in relation to thege of people who do not vote and who cannot give a
Ombudsman who has certainly not expressed to me publiclgatisfactory answer or do not reply to the ‘please explain’
or even privately, any intention to resign. So to the extent thagotice.

the Ombudsman provisions, in so far as appointment iS The Hon. A.J. Redford: Why are there so many
concerned, will not be tested for some time makes thesgvernor's pardons—

argument somewhat theoretical at this stage. The Government The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The Governor's pardons are

has not finally concluded a view in respect of the amend. n Executive discretion and are not the discretion of the
ments proposed, which | acknowledge are in accordance wi lectoral Commissioner. They arise for a variety of reasons.

the Bill which | introduced into the Parliament in relation to .

the Ombudsman, and that will be an issue we will addreslatg;?Kebsv\gnggtaogegfnnﬁiﬁ2ﬁﬂgg§stehcgt§ghg;§yg'rltg:)a;[gly
during the Committee consideration of the B'”'_ . gaol—and for the first time they are aware or seriously

_ Ithas been suggested that the Government is adopting @Bnsider the consequences of the prosecutions which have
indirect approach to weaken the compulsory voting proviheen undertaken. Many of them which came before the
sions in the Act. | cannot agree that this is so. Both the Honyeyious Government—there have been a few before us but
Paul Holloway and the Hon. Michael Elliott argue that they ot o many—do have special circumstances which indicate
amendment in clause 15 is trying to bring in compulsoryinat if there had been a reply to the ‘please explain’ notice,
voting by the back door. Clause 15 provides that the Electorghere would have been an adequate reason for saying the
Commissioner may, if he is of the opinion that it would not matter should not proceed to a prosecution. So, it is in that

serve the public interest to prosecute an elector for failing teontext that it is sought to give the discretion to the Commis-
vote, decline to prosecute. This provision is designed to sav§gner.

the needless incurring of costs by the Electoral Commission- The Commissioner does have some discretion but. when
er. For example, the costs of prosecuting itinerant electors iﬁ] comes to someone who lives a long way away being
remote areas are prohibitive and the costs cannot be recoup ?OSecuted there is not the same discretion as when one
As the Hon. Robert Lawson has pointed out, the Electorg{;q i 156 at someone who might have been ill in hospital
Commissioner could not make a policy decision not to

rosecute anvbody at all. The Commissioner will have " tending a sick uncle or aunt or whatever. It is a genuine
Prose ybody at ail. 1h : rovision. Members have seen some sinister consequences
consider each case on its merits, and that is the essence of t

issue St. 1 would submit to them that careful consideration of it
) . would suggest if they look at the role of the Electoral
_The Hon. Paul Holloway points out that the penalty for commissioner, both as Electoral Commissioner and as a
failure to vote has not been increased, and this is the onlyember of the Electoral Boundaries Districts Commission,
penalty that has not been brought into line with the newe exercises much weightier responsibilities independent of
penalty has not been increased. The Government would kg prosecute in particular cases for failure to vote.
hypocritical if it increased the penalty for failure to vote when The honourable member also does not agree with the

it does not believe that it should be an offence at all. Th%mendments to section 113 which allow the Electoral
honourable member believes that the penalty for advocatin e
abstaining from voting should be $2 000 or $2 500. HoweveréommISSIOner o apply fo the Supreme Court to have a

: - . misleading advertisement withdrawn from publication or a
it would not be logical to provide a larger penalty for \oyo ction published. The Government believes that this is a
somebody who advocates that a person should abstain fro wer that would not be used often, but where there is
voting than is incurred by a person who abstains from votingpaantiy misleading material that can be dealt with before the
In relation to the issue of voluntary as opposed to compule|ection then it is proper that it should be, rather than waiting
sory voting, there is no shortage of opportunity for membergnti| after the election to decide to prosecute. If members
to vote on that issue which the Government has been quilgok carefully at the amendments to section 113, they will see
prepared to put up front rather than seek to do it by the bacifere is a fairly high hurdle that a complainant has to jump

door. The proposal in the Bill in relation to giving the pefore he or she is able to get to the court on a misleading
Electoral Commissioner a discretion is, | think, an importantyqyertisement.

one because the Electoral Commissioner is not liable 0 | o nowledge that the area of misleading advertisements
direction from the Attorney-General or from the Government o particularly sensitive as well as contentious issue. A

in relation to the exercise of that discretion. As a person whgyg|icate halance has to be achieved between on the one hand
is independent in the exercise of his responsibilities underthﬁeeping the courts out of the electoral process and on the

Act, including whether or not a prosecution should beyiner ensuring that the extreme cases are properly addressed

Iaunch_ed, | would have tho_ught it was fair and re_asonable tBy some body that is independent of both Government,
trust him to make that decision when we trust him to mak

should be prosecute_d fqr faiI.ing _to vote. amendments to section 113, and | am happy to pursue the
The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting: issues in Committee if the honourable member wishes to do
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Most of them are prosecuted. so.
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Of course, any form of electoral material is controversial The amendments which | will move have all been approved
The Labor Party is circulating quite misleading material inby the select committee set up to consider this Bill. They
some electorates at the present time in relation to prostitutioarose out of evidence given by St John Ambulance represen-
and the Hon. Bernice Pfitzner—a gross distortion of the factdative, Mr Sara, and its legal adviser, Mr David Bridges. They
Some pamphlets circulated in favour of Labor candidates ilhave been consulted on the amendments and have indicated
relation to self-defence and other so-called law and ordethat they agree with them. The first amendment seeks to
issues, again, contain blatantly false and misleading materiatlarify the meaning of the term ‘dedicated’ as referred to in
In the electoral process, until the writs are issued there is nalause 2. The Bill provides that, if land is dedicated for use
much that one can do about those, except that there is a foruny a St John association for a particular purpose, the St John
in the Parliament, if it is sitting, and, if it is not, in the public association will be taken to be a trustee holding the land for
airwaves and print media or even a counter brochure. the specified purpose. The amendment makes it clear that the

It has always beenwexedquestion for Governments and term ‘dedicated’ refers to land dedicated under the Crown
political Parties as to how one handles the grossly misleadinigands Act 1929, or another Act providing for the dedication
and in many respects false material that might be publishedf land.

The laws of defamation frequently will not address that sort The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | indicate, on behalf of the

of issue adequately because, whilst false and misleading, ti@pposition, that we support these amendments. We believe
statements may not necessarily be defamatory of a particulévat the passage of this Bill is in the public interest. Following
individual. I know that they are sensitive from all political the establishment of the South Australian Ambulance Service,
perspectives, and | know that the Hon. Bernice Pfitzner hathere is a need to rationalise the property holdings in the St
already had something to say something publicly—I think inJohn Trust. We believe it is desirable that that be done. The
the Parliament—about the way in which her own position hagpeople from St John raised a couple of concerns with us about
been grossly misrepresented in relation to prostitution.  the Bill in its original form. We believe these amendments

The Hon. Robert Lawson sought enlightenment as to whpdequately address those concerns and we are happy to
the remuneration of the Electoral Commissioner ceased to tsipport them.
determined by the Remuneration Tribunal in 1990. In 1990 Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.

a new Remuneration Act was enacted which provided for Clause 3—‘Preparation of scheme.’

only the salaries of the judiciary and statutory officers who  The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:

are required to exercise powers in a manner that is independ- page 2, after line 17—Insert new subclause as follows:

ent of Government to be determined by the Remuneration (6) No liability attaches to—

Tribunal. The Government of the day considered it was more (a) St John; or

efficient for the level of remuneration of officers, including ggg g]eeﬁé?r:rt]g)\:\;r?oergesﬂg% orthe Attormev-General assians

E)heesl,g\tlil of remuneration of the Electoral Commissioner, to regponsibilities related to the preparatign, investigatiogn,
°t by the Governor. The Government of the day was of evaluation or approval of a scheme,

the view that the change would allow individual contracts to  for an act or omission in good faith in anticipation of, or related

be entered into, having regard to the experience, background, to, the preparation, investigation, evaluation or approval of a

skills and special circumstances of these officers. scheme.

The Government has decided that it is appropriate to allowhis amendment provides an immunity for persons associated
the Remuneration Tribunal to make decisions in relation tavith the preparation, investigation, evaluation or approval of
the salary of the Electoral Commissioner and the Deputy scheme under the Act. The Bill provides that once, notice
Electoral Commissioner, although one always has to befapproval of a scheme is published, the land the subject of
nervous about the setting of such remuneration by bodies thtite scheme is discharged from all charitable trusts. The Bill
are essentially not accountable other than by reference to tle®es not provide any protection for St John or any other
report and the scrutiny received in the public media. On thgerson against any action which might arise for taking action
other hand, the Government acknowledges that the Electort prepare a scheme. In a submission to the select committee,
Commissioner is an officer who should not only be independSt John expressed concern that its members could be exposed
ent and impartial but also seen to be, and for that reason we legal action for taking action to put land under a scheme.
are prepared to propose that the Remuneration Tribundil any liability was to flow from such action, St John would
should now fix his salary and total employment cost. be hesitant to put land under the scheme and so the rationalis-

There are a number of matters which members will rais@tion of properties between St John and the Ambulance
in Committee, | am sure, particularly in relation to the seriesService would be frustrated.
of amendments. If | have not adequately addressed the Therefore, the amendment provides that no liability
matters raised by members in their contributions at the secorattaches to St John, the Attorney-General or a person to
reading stage, we can deal with those issues in Committeethom St John or the Attorney-General assigns responsibili-
Again, | thank members for their contributions on this Bill. ties related to the preparation, investigation, evaluation or

Bill read a second time. approval of a scheme for an act or omission in good faith in
anticipation of or related to the preparation, investigation,
evaluation or approval of a scheme.

Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.

Clause 4 passed.

ST JOHN (DISCHARGE OF TRUSTS) BILL

Bill recommitted.

In Committee.

Clause 1 passed.

Clause 2—‘Interpretation.’

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:

Page 1, line 21—After ‘dedicated’ insert ‘under the Crown Lands
Act 1929, or another Act providing for the dedication of land,

Clause 5—'Costs.’
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | oppose clause 5 and propose

to insert a new clause. | move:

Page 3, line 1—Insert new clause as follows:
5. (1) When a scheme is submitted for the Attorney-General’s

approval, the Attorney-General may, before investigating the
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scheme, require from a person who may benefit from the scheme &outh Australia compared so favourably with countries such
undertaking to pay, in whole or in part, the costs of investigating anghs the UK and the USA. Because of the cultural influences
eva'“az'zr‘)géggtgcgzr;:t;le under such an undertaking may pihat we receive through the media and our own cultural
recovered as a debt due to the Crown. %ackground in Australia, many people probably think of

Concern was also expressed to the select committee regardig]ée UK and the USA as being very well advanced in arange
the possible impact of clause 5 of the Bill. Clause 5 provide%] matters including their public schooling system. The

. romotion of a couple of prestigious universities in each of
for th?‘ AtForney-GeneraI. to require the reasonable costs Ghose countries probably strengthens that impression, but
investigating and evaluating the scheme to be paid by a parfy; ¥

X ) g . nfortunately it is a false one. My understanding is that, in
who, in the Attorney-General's opinion, benefits from the, oot imes, English schools have become dreadfully run

tschem?. Thter_eforf,tg patlrty such als Sft Johhn could be .r]?.?ﬁ'rg wn due to the financial restraints experienced in England
0 Meet COSIS In refation o approval of a scheme even it LNag, o yna past 15 years of Conservative Governments, even

POt at%r_eed to tge cotsts olr to tr;ﬁ amount of thtehcosts. Tlher?ﬁough education is primarily a local government responsi-
ore, this amendment replaces the provision with & new ClauSgi “1n the United States, the situation is different again.

which provides for the Attorney-General to require from ag.,jing is so much user pays that itis not funny, and there
person bgnefltlng from a sqhemg an'undertaklng to pay 19 ,e yast discrepancies between rich and poor schools.
whole or in part the costs of investigating and evaluating the Under the Labor Government. in South Australia we had

scheme. This will ensure that the person is aware of the . X . . . -
genuine commitment to equality. This raises one point

requirement to pay costs before the scheme has beénZ- ™ . :
9 pay which is not clear from the mathematics and science survey.

investigated. . :
Clause negatived: new clause inserted. It would _be interesting to study the sp_read o_f good results
Title passed. across different schools and over a period of time. What | am

afraid is happening now is that greater discrepancies are
arising between our public schools in South Australia.
Funding cuts mean that school councils have to rely increas-
ingly on contributions from parents. It is quite clear that in
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.I. Lucas: some suburbs parents as a group are able to contribute far

. . more than parents in some other suburbs.
That this House congratulates the commitment and work of Sout . .
Australian teachers and schools in both Government and non- Although these excellent results are pleasing for us all, it
Government sectors in achieving outstanding student results in tie sobering to reflect that of those students who completed

Third Internationa! Mathemat_ics and Science Study (_T|MSS) WhiCh:hiS survey about two years ago statistics suggest that over
had South Australia ranked ninth overall in mathematics and seven per cent could possibly leave school before completing

overall in science in a survey conducted in 45 countries worldwide: - . -
y year 12. As the Minister is well aware, something needs to

(Continued from 13 February. Page 931.) be done urgently to fix the problem of falling retention rates
in years 11 and 12. Otherwise, when we come to the next
0 The. .Hor?. CAROLY:]\I PIC.KLESh (Le?‘def gf tge h world-wide mathematics and science survey, even if we again
pposition): | support the motion. There is no doubt that oo well, the statistics may overlook a growing under-
Australia’s and South Australia’s excellent results in this

\d-wid di d h class of young people who are simply not sufficiently

\;Vr?(; O}wérif:évfiysiLeoﬁlgrﬁ] gé?hsttfllje ‘g‘gigﬁ?gﬁ;ﬁg%:&%u'cated to become productive and self-sufficient in our
e ciety.

Government sectors. One of the most significant aspects OPI Y fident that the Minist Id not f
these results stems from the fact that the survey was con- . ?m confident tha el l[nlsh(_er wout_ noHaccusg m;aho
ducted in late 1994 and early 1995. That was before thBO!N Sc?rt'k?gt In m{) rep)é old IS tmo IOtE: € tma te €
Minister had announced any budget cuts or had a chance gmment thal members should not use this motion to score
have any drastic effect on the quality of education in ouClitical points, but he himselfindulged in shameless teacher
public schooling system. In these results, we can see t%ashlng in his contnbutpn. o
benefits of 11 years of Labor’s education policy which, inthe ~ The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:
end, gave us the best public primary and secondary education The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: Yes, you did.

system in Australia. South Australia had the best class sizes, The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:
we improved the teacher:student ratio, we had an excellent The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: The unions and the

record regarding school retention rates, and we ensuregachers. In summary, we have before us an excellent set of
budgetary allocations for school services officers Whoegits from this—

performed a valuable function and, in many cases, took a load L
off teachers so that they could get on with the job of provid- The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
ing quality education. In relation to school services officers, "€ PRESIDENT: Order!
science is particularly relevant, because in a number of The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: The honourable
schools SSOs were available to set up experiments arfdiémber should go back to kindergarten where he might learn
maintain laboratory conditions to facilitate the experimenta® few manners.
work, which obviously is an integral part of a good science In summary, we have before us an excellent set of results
education. from this worldwide maths and science survey, and the
| was particularly pleased to see that girls and boysesults really do reflect well on our schools and everyone
throughout Australia did equally well. Recent year 12 resultsnvolved with them—the teachers, the parents and the
show clearly the capacity of young women to do exceptionalehildren. My concern at this point is that, if South Australia
ly well in science and mathematics subjects. As | havénas to put up with 11 years of Liberal public education
suggested, the overall results are excellent for South Auspolicies, in future surveys it will probably end up coming
ralia. | must say, however, that it is not at all surprising thatsome way below Venezuela. | support the motion.

Bill read a third time and passed.

MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE STUDY
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The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Minister for Education and undertake actions in the public arena which seek to run down
Children’s Services):l was not going to respond immediate- that system and drive people in the community away from it.
ly, but having just heard the— At least in South Australia we have a Government and a

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: Minister, as | am sure you would be the first to recognise

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, | wasn't; | was going to Mr Acting President, prepared to defend the Government
listen to the honourable member's contribution and adjourschool system and to highlight the terrific successes in 1994
the matter to conclude the debate next week. | have referreahd 1995 of our year 8 and year 9 students in science and
to this in Question Time, but the shadow Minister’s lack of mathematics.
depth is a sad testimony in relation to her capacity in the The Leader of the Opposition continues to talk about
portfolio. In essence, | said to the Leader of the Oppositiorifficult budget decisions—a reduction of some $40 million
and to the Leader of the Australian Demaocrats, ‘We knowin 1994-95—but she does not talk about an increase of
you criticise everything the Government does. The Govern$167 million in terms of improved salary and conditions for
ment can actually spend $167 million on a teachers’ disputieachers and schools that will flow through the system this
or settlement, and you will oppose that; the Government capear and next year.
commit $15 million in a year for computers, and you will  The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: You gave it so graciously!
oppose or find something wrong with that. But, for once in  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am delighted to have settled the
your political life, here is an opportunity to put petty politick- dispute in a way which will increase special education
ing and negative, carping criticism behind you for just fiveassistance for students and flexible staffing in schools, but not
minutes and join in the celebration of the achievements of than the way that was sought originally by the leader of the
Government school system in South Australia.’ teachers union in South Australia. In what was a pretty

Sadly, the Leader of the Opposition has to descend tehabby contribution, | have to say, the Leader of the Opposi-
shameless politicking on an issue which should be a celebréion sought to indicate that my celebration of the success of
tion of achievement of our teachers, students and schools teachers and staff and my congratulations on their perform-
the Government, as well as non-government, system in Soutince was teacher bashing in some way. Perhaps | was
Australia. In effect, the Leader of the Opposition sought—agavishing them with too much praise. It is an extraordinary
did the Hon. Mr Elliott to a degree in his previous contribu- definition of teacher bashing from the Leader of the Opposi-
tion as well, but let us concentrate on the Leader of théion, given that the Government was prepared to stand up in
Opposition for the moment—to indicate that these goodhis place and congratulate the teachers and all others
results came about from 11 years of Labor Governmenivolved in our schools in South Australia.
policies. The Hon. T.G. Roberts: There must be an election

The Leader of the Opposition cannot have her cake andoming up.
eat it too. These test results were undertaken some time in the The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, we do that all the time. |
period 1994-95. The Liberal Government was elected at theave challenged the Leader of the Opposition to produce
end of 1993. For about the last six months or so the Leadavidence where | have engaged in teacher bashing in South
of the Opposition has sought to criticise the Liberal GovernAustralia. There has never been such an occasion.
ment for the decline in retention rates from 1992 and has The Hon. A.J. Redford: Because it hasn't happened.
indicated that this was due to the Liberal Government having The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Yes, because it has not happened.
been elected in 1993. On the one hand, the Leader of thEhere has never been such an occasion. The only people | am
Opposition claims that the retention rate decline in 1994-9%repared to attack are the leaders of the teachers’ union
is the Liberal Government’s responsibility, yet on the othetmovement in South Australia. | have challenged the Leader
hand she claims that the good results in 1994-95 can bef the Opposition before and she has not been able to produce
attributed to the previous Labor Government. one shred of evidence to back up her claim about teacher

The Hon. P. Holloway: That's a very fair proposition.  bashing in South Australia, because this Government and this

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: With awry smile on his face the Minister support teachers and are now implementing a
Hon. Paul Holloway says, ‘That's a very fair proposition’: the significant improvement in salaries and conditions for the
good things that occurred in 1994-95 are the Labor Goverrteachers and staff within our schools. | compare that
ment’s responsibility, and the bad things that occurred ir$167 million with a reduction of some $40 million in the
1994-95 are the Liberal Government’s responsibility. Thel994-95 budget period.

Hon. Paul Holloway claims that that is a fair assessment— | am disappointed. Let the record show that the Hon.
Members interjecting: Terry Cameron and the Hon. Paul Holloway are chortling
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: We now see why the Hon. Paul away, supporting the Hon. Carolyn Pickles in trying to make

Holloway joins the other 15 or so members in this Chambepolitics of the matter when | have implored members of the

who are shadow Ministers for the Labor Party: every playetabor Party not to play politics on this issue. Let thensard

wins a prize in this Chamber. At the moment, aboutrecord show that members of the Labor Party, together with

70 per cent of Opposition members in this Chamber arenembers of the Australian Democrats—

members of the shadow front bench. As | have said, it is The Hon. A.J. Redford: Knock, knock, knockers; they

disappointing. This really should have been an opportunitgon’t know when to stop.

for all members to join in and celebrate. Last week or the The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: They knock all the time and have

week before, the Leader of the Democrats, the Hon. Michaedought to make shameless Party politics of something

Elliott, also sought to make the point that these results werazhich—

placed at risk by Government decisions. The Hon. T.G. Roberts: Shame!

The Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Hon. Terry Roberts is
Democrats really sell short our schools, teachers and studemisepared to say ‘Shame’, and let us put that on the public
in South Australia. They take every opportunity to be criticalrecord. | agree with the Hon. Terry Roberts that the approach
of the Government school system in this State and tof the Leader of the Opposition and other members of the
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Labor Party during this debate has been a shame. | agree witesolution. ‘Special resolution’ is defined in section 3.
the Hon. Terry Roberts that the approach of the Leader of thBection 24(1) provides that:
Opposition and other Labor members during this debate has an alteration to a rule of an incorporated association may be
been a shame. | would be tempted to give up in future and nabade by a special resolution of the association unless other provision
seek publicly to celebrate the achievements of the Goverrs made in the rules of the association.
ment school system because of the slap in the face that tfigne definition of ‘special resolution’ means,
Labor Party and the Democrats have given me on thisvhere the rules of the association provide for the membership
occasion. of the association, a resolution passed at a duly convened
However, | will not be deterred. Whenever | can, | will meeting of the members of the association if at least 21 days
stand up in this Chamber and move motions seeking triwritten notice has been given and if at least a majority of not
partisan support to celebrate the achievements of teachers df@s than three quarters of the members vote in person or,
staff within the schools. | will continue to do so, even if the where proxies are allowed, by proxy at the meeting; but
Labor Party and the Democrats continue to slap me in thehere the rules do not provide for the membership of the
face for seeking to defend the Government school system, o@ssociation, a resolution is passed at a duly convened meeting
teachers and our staff, and to celebrate their success. Inde@fithe members of the committee of the association—again
I will continue to do the same thing, even if the Labor Partyif 21 days notice is given and if it is passed by not less than
and Democrats will not join with me in a tripartisan way in three quarters of the members of the committee who, being
celebrating success without trying to introduce a shabbgntitied to do so, vote in person or where alternates are
element of Party politicking into what should have been allowed by alternates at that meeting.

celebration of success. Whether there are members or no members, a special
Motion carried. resolution can suffice to enable that to occur, but there may,
for example, be other provisions in a constitution which may
ASSOCIATIONS INCORPORATION not allow members to vote so readily. It may be an associ_a-
(MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT BILL tion of one or two members and you cannot have a spe_c:lal
resolution unless they both agree. There may be a committee
Adjourned debate on second reading. of management of one or two, and again you cannot get up

a special resolution, and in those circumstances what option
do you have? In this Bill we are saying that an application to

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | thank the Supreme Court will satisfy the need and provide a basis

members for their indications of support for the seconJorlame.r:dmﬁEt' SUbJQC.t to ce;rtalnt'protze;tlogs. tion 3. and

reading of this Bill. The Hon. Robert Lawson raises a number ,_\"! SP!t€ OT th€ provisions of section 24 and section 3, an

of matters in relation to the Bil, the first relating to clause 55/aPorating on what| have just indicated as the possible areas

which amends section 23A by striking out the requirementg"here this power propospd to b? inserted in the Bill might be

for the rules to specify a financial year needed, some associations claim that they are unable or are
i inhibited from changing their rules. Claims are made very

The Hon. Robert Lawson questions the desirability o infrequently. The Corporate Affairs Commission considers

removing this requirement. PFOPOS?O! _sectior) :23A is. inserte,fl’1at such claims reflect undue conservatism on the part of
aqd §upp|emented by the new definition of f!na}nC|aI year management. Those associations would obviously want to act
principally because the rules of most associations are r.‘;:ﬁ accordance with their legal advice. The commission does
prepared t:_:y professionals. The fa||ure to specify a financi ot consider that the provisions will be used at all frequently.

year or to inadequately specify is by far the most common ™ g tion 24A provides adequate safeguards for members.
flaw in rules lodged W't,h the comrmsgon. The decision is made by the Supreme Court, which must be

The Corporate Affairs Commission repeatedly returnssagisfied that the relevant rule unduly limits the conduct of the
rules to applicants for that reason, often to their annoyancgssociation’s affairs and the variation is consistent with the
as itis a commonly held belief that a financial year is fromgpiectiives of the association, that it will not prejudice any
1 July in one year to 30 June of the following year. Thememper of the association and that it is justified in the
definition in clause 3 operates only where the rules are silentircumstances of the particular case. The court must also have
Itis still open for the rules to specify the calendar year as aRegard to any views expressed by members. The reason why
association’s financial year. | should say in passing that & js not necessary for members to endorse the application
great deal of work went into the definition in clause 3, and "goes to the nature of the application.
has been suggested to me by my officers that it is the beSt There is another example where an association may face
definition contained in any corporate law. difficulties, namely, where the rules provide for a relatively

The next matter relates to clause 7, which inserts newigh number of members to constitute a quorum and it is, in
section 24A and which will enable the Supreme Court to vangffect, impossible to gain a quorum at a meeting. There are
the rules of an association on application of the associatiomther situations in which that might be used but, in looking
The Hon. Robert Lawson asks what prompted the amencit the amendments, the Government took the view that it was
ment, why it is couched in this way and why it is not sensible to provide some final mechanism by which an
necessary for members of the association to endorse thgnendment can be achieved if all other mechanisms are
application. unavailable to allow that to occur.

The new section 24A is inserted to address concerns raised The next matter relates to clause 14, inserting section 41B,
by some associations where the management claims that thénich requires a report on the state of the association’s
particular association is unable to amend its rules. Mosfinancial affairs to be submitted to the liquidator in a court
associations amend their rules pursuant to the procedures awthding-up by members of the committee and, where notice
requirements set out in their rules. Where the rules are silenit given by the liquidator, by any officer or former officer. It
section 24 enables an association to amend its rules by speci$o inserts section 41C, which requires a declaration of

(Continued from 25 February. Page 956.)
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solvency to be given by a majority of the members of thethe honourable member’s attention to the fact that the
committee in a members’ voluntary winding-up. It insertsprovisions of proposed section 49AB reflect the current
section 41D, which requires all members of a committee teequirements of corporations law. Proposed section 58A
verify a statement of affairs in a creditors’ voluntary winding- provides a general defence to an offence against the Act. It
up. The Hon. Robert Lawson contrasts the situation where &ill be a defence to show the offence was not committed
majority only of the committee is required to provide aintentionally and did not result from a failure to take reason-
declaration of solvency with the requirement for all toable care.
provide a report, where the association is in a court winding- The next matter relates to clause 16, inserting new section
up or in a creditors’ winding-up. The Hon. Robert Lawson49AC, which deals with a failure to keep proper books. The
asked whether it is envisaged that all members of thélon. Robert Lawson expressed concern at the requirements
committee will be required to subscribe to the report undeof the provision and made no suggestion for change but
section 41B. sought my comments. Proposed section 49AC reflects the
The purpose of proposed section 41B is to ensure thatsituation which currently applies through application of the
liquidator has a proper and adequate accounting for theorporations law in respect of a failure to keep proper books
association’s assets and liabilities to enable the liquidator tand records during the period leading up to insolvency and
proceed with his or her administration. All members of theother forms of external administration. It recognises that it is
committee will be obliged to provide a report either by more serious to fail to keep proper books and records during
adopting the same report or by individually providing those circumstances by providing a higher penalty than is the
separate reports. Proposed sections 41B, 41C and 41D are ttase where insolvency is unlikely, that is, in the normal day-
same as the currently applied corporations law requirementt)-day operations of a solvent association when the provisions
except that the particular form (be it a report to the liquidatorpf section 39C of the Act operate.
a declaration of solvency or a statement of affairs) will be There is one further matter to which the honourable
prescribed by the regulations under the Act. In the practicalmember referred—more as an expression of opinion of
application of the current requirements it is not always theorinciple than a particular criticism of the Bill or the principal
case that a liquidator will obtain a report from all membersAct—and that is the way in which the corporations law
of a committee in a court winding-up, or that he or she willprovisions are identified and applied. In looking at amend-
take further action in relation to a failure. There is a need tonents to the Act, the Government took the view that it was
leave some discretion to a liquidator and the commission. desirable, as much as it was possible to achieve this goal, that
Obviously, a liquidator will want a report from any citizens reading the Act should be able to gather information
member of the committee with the best knowledge of theabout all of the matters which affected their operation as
association’s financial affairs and those who have hadhembers of either an association or of the committee of
financial dealings with the association, so that they accoumhanagement of an association. But to do that would have
for the indebtedness to the association or by the associationeant that a quite substantial package of material, presently
to them. I am mindful that court windings-up are more likely referred to in this Act but included in the corporations law,
to be a compulsory process, where the association is notveould have had to be included. So, we tried to achieve a
willing participant. It is inherent in members’ voluntary balance, thatis, those provisions that were more likely to be
windings-up that all creditors be paid in full. It is appropriate of relevance to the day-to-day operation of an association we
for procedures and requirements to be more relaxed in should seek to put into the South Australian Act, not by
members’ voluntary liquidation. The next matter relates taapplication of the corporations law but expressly, and those
clause 14 in its insertion of section 41E, which provides thematters which were of perhaps less day-to-day significance,
sanction and penalty for a failure to comply with a provisionsuch as the order of priority of debts in respect of a winding
of the applied corporations law. up, could stay in the corporations law and be applied as the
The Hon. Robert Lawson presents section 41E as higHaw of South Australia under the Associations Incorporation
lighting a difficulty of applying hybrid measures in applying Act, and that would achieve a satisfactory balance.
some provisions of the Act, for example, and others by Thatis the philosophy. Ideally, we ought to have all of the
application of the corporations law. He alludes to the fact thalaw which applies in relation to associations in the one piece
the penalty is substantial, a maximum fine of $5 000 orof legislation, but it would be a huge volume if we were to do
maximum imprisonment of one year. All requirements thatthat in relation to those areas which, as | say, are not likely
relate to members of a committee or its officers are set out ito be required by members of an association in their day-to-
clauses 14 (that is, sections 41B, 41C and 41D) and 16 (iday administration of the affairs of the association. | hope that
relation to sections 49AB, 49AC, 49AD and 49AF). Proposechow satisfies the questions and comments of honourable
section 41E will operate in respect of a failure by an externainembers in relation to the Bill. | am happy to take it further
administrator, typically a liquidator, who fails to fulfil his or in Committee if necessary.
her obligations under the applied law and not to committee Bill read a second time.
members or officers. In Committee.
The next matter deals with clause 16, inserting section Clauses 1 to 4 passed.
49AB, which provides for a number of offences in relation  Clause 5—'Contents of rules of an incorporated
to a failure to disclose and deliver up property to an externahssociation.’
administrator, and for pledging property in similar conduct. The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | thank the Attorney for his
The Hon. Robert Lawson states that the provision is draconexplanation. The Attorney answered a query | had in relation
an. He suggests a change to paragraph 49AB(1)(f), whicto this clause, and | noted his observation about the new
provides the offence of preventing the production of adefinition of ‘financial year'. | do not propose to take any
document relating to the affairs of an association. Heurther step in relation to the matter. One function of an Act
effectively suggests that the elements of ‘knowingly’ orsuch as this is that it defines, for the benefit of people wishing
‘fraudulently’ be added to the provision. | would like to draw to draft the rules of incorporated associations, a sort of a
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code, by listing those sorts of things you ought to include imumber of members to constitute a quorum. This is quite a
the rules. One thing that would be useful to have incorporatedifferent problem and it is somewhat of a concern.
in the rules and to have in the checklist of matters to be For example, if the rules of an association say that the
included is the financial year of the association. | note thguorum is 10 per cent or 20 per cent of the members, which
comment that many rules are not professionally prepared amdight have been reasonable when there were 20 or 50
are lodged with that information missing, but it is odd that themembers but now there are thousands, it may well be very
proponents of an association, whether or not they ardifficult to have a quorum, and this section might be used by
professionally advised, do not have regard to the very usefiluch an association to overcome the quorum questions rather
checklist that is already provided by section 23A of the Actthan, for example, to conduct a postal ballot or some other
which provides the rules of an incorporated association anfbrmal mechanism.
then lists them. Itis curious that we should be removing only  There may well be cases where the rules do not provide
the requirement to specify the financial year and leavindor members at all, and the protection being offered by this
intact all the other items. clause, namely a meeting of members at which the purposes

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | acknowledge the substance of the proposed application are explained, will really not have
of what the Hon. Robert Lawson has said. The advice | havany effect. | note that it provides in subclause (2) that, where
from the Corporate Affairs Commission is that by far thethe rules of the association provide for the membership, this
most common failure of those who prepare rules—and, asrhechanism applies, but there will be early cases where we
have indicated, many of them are lay persons—is not twill find that the rules of incorporated associations do not
include the financial year. So, because ‘financial year' iprovide for any membership at all. | am looking for some
defined in section 3, the commission recommended—andreassurance from the Attorney-General that these issues have
have agreed with the proposal—that we rely on the definitionbeen considered and that the safeguards are adequate.
If the rules include a financial year that is different from that, The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Those sorts of issues, not
then that is fine. Some rules are professionally prepared, bapecifically but by their nature, were given consideration. The
many are not. In those circumstances | do not see that thetdtimate protection is that the Supreme Court has to be
is a problem with the proposed clause. satisfied that the rules unduly limit the conduct of the

I do not know any other way that one can develop a higheassociation’s affairs, and variation of the rules is consistent
level of compliance. As the honourable member says, sectionith the objects of the association, will not prejudice any
23 has a good check list; the problem is that even good checkember of the association, and is justified in the circum-
lists are not necessarily followed by citizens, and that relatestances of the particular case. | suppose there are a number
not only to associations but to a whole range of other areasf possibilities. If, for example, the membership of an
of the law. People just do not apply their minds, for oneincorporated association used to be large, maybe thousands,

reason or another, to following check lists. and the quorum was set at a fixed number of, say, 500, but if
Clause passed. it now has only 450 or 550 members, it may be that in those
Clause 6 passed. circumstances it is impossible to get a quorum and the affairs
Clause 7—'Court may order variation of rules.’ of the association may be stifled.

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: My second reading speech It may be, on the other hand, that there is provision for
referred to some difficulties | had with this new section whichamendment of rules but by a number of members not less
empowers the Supreme Court, on the application of athan a fixed number which might be impossible to achieve.
association, to vary the rules. As the Attorney has notedSo, there are those sorts of circumstances where the Govern-
ordinarily the rules will be amended in accordance with thement took the view that we ought to have some mechanism
constitution. A meeting will be called and the rules will be by which we could deal with them. They will be rare. If the
varied if the appropriate number of members supports it. Ofionourable member has any other examples, | am happy to
course, there are some cases, especially older cases, whereitithcate that, before the matter is finalised in the House of
rules do not provide any mechanism at all for amendmen#ssembly, | will have them looked at, but | doubt that there
However, existing section 24 provides that an alteration mais any problem.
be made by special resolution unless some other provisionis | am conscious of the fact that there are incorporated
contained within the rules. associations that do not have members. In fact, when the

Upon thinking about the matter following my second principal Act came into the Parliament in 1985 and was
reading contribution, it occurred to me that some majodebated, | can remember specifically moving amendments
charitable trusts in South Australia were in fact incorporatedvhich ensured that an incorporated association could be an
and the assets of trusts vested in incorporated associatiomsorporated association without members, because my own
under very similar legislation, certainly since late in theexperience indicated there were a number of associations,
nineteenth century. It was then thought that the Associationsuch as charitable trusts, incorporated without members,
Incorporation Act provided a good mechanism for trustees tavhether charitable, religious or otherwise. So, in 1985 the
be incorporated in effect. Many of those trusts do not haveecognition that an association does not have to have
any members at all. The committee of management of thmembers was hard for officers to accept, but finally | was
association is really the trustees and, very often, the commitble to persuade them that there were such associations.
tee still designates itself ‘trustees’. | recognise that there may be some issues with which my

Because these are very substantial associations awdficers and | are not familiar in terms of the sorts of trusts
because they do not have any members but are in fact setf which the honourable member refers. Because we want to
perpetuating organisations, it seems to me possible that thiget this through before Easter, if he does have any informa-
rule will apply to those organisations. In fact, it is very likely tion which ought to be considered with a view to making any
that it will apply only to those associations in effect. It is further amendments, | would be happy to give that consider-
suggested by the Attorney that one difficulty this section willation as a matter of urgency.
overcome is where the rules provide for a relatively high Clause passed.
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Remaining clauses (8 to 21), schedule and title passedAt least in these situations we say that the person defending

Bill read a third time and passed. themselves or their homes should have the benefit of a
subjective view being taken of the proportionality of their
CRIMINAL LAW CONSOLIDATION (SELF response.
DEFENCE) AMENDMENT BILL If the home owner is confronted with an intruder in their
bedroom doorway in the darkness and the home owner is
In Committee. confused and panicking and reaches for a weapon to defend
(Continued from 25 February. Page 953.) herself or himself in the face of an unknown danger, the
Opposition’s position is that the law should not judge too
Clause 2—'Substitution of s.15." harshly the person sincerely defending their home and family.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: We take this one step further by giving an alternative defence
Page 1, line 15—Leave out the heading to proposed new sectidd@sed on an objective appreciation of the threat with which
15 and insert the new heading ‘Self-defence’. the home defender is confronted. For example, if the defender

When the Bill was the subject of consultation, the headindelieves the thug who has broken into their home is unarmed,
was drawn to my attention as in itself raising some questionBut & knife is used against the intruder, if it is later discovered
as to what is bodily integrity, for example. As a result of thethat the intruder had been about to shoot the home owner with
discussions, and rather than raising complexities in interpreta Pistol, then the self-defence argument could apply.
tion if someone one day wished to challenge what it actually !N summary, the Opposition proposes that special
meant, | have taken the decision that we should amend tH@nsideration be given to defendants who inflict harm on an
heading to simply ‘self-defence’. That will avoid the potential intruder in defence of themselves, their family and their
for debate about what some of the words in the headinjome. That is why we are essentially keeping to the 1991

actually mean. self-defence law in respect of defendants who respond to
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: The Opposition thréatening trespassers.

supports the amendment. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | want to make some com-
Amendment carried. ments of a general nature about the Bill at this stage. First, |
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | move: re-emphasise a point that | made in the second reading

debate. The impetus for this Bill came from those people who
have to work with the law, and it came from those who
This amendment will clearly be the test case for all subseprosecute, those who work as defence counsel and, above all,
quent amendments: if this one fails | do not wish to proceedhose who have to explain the law in a commonsense way to
with the others. Having unsuccessfully opposed the Bill at therdinary citizens who sit as jurors and who have to make vital
second reading stage, in Committee the Opposition falls backecisions about the administration of law and justice in this
to a position where it now seeks to exempt the home invasiogtate. The impetus for this Bill did not come from any Party-
or burglary scenario from the intended impact of the Bill. Thepolitical ideology or some kind of arbitrary feeling about law
series of amendments on file in my name are all tied to thand order. | have tried throughout this process to take a non-
one idea. The amendment before us deletes the woflshrtisan and consultative approach to the amendment to the
‘reasonably’ in clause 2 (proposed new sections 15 and 15A)aw and | am disappointed that some at least have chosen to
but replaces that with what we believe is a clear expressiognore the spirit in which this Bill was introduced and have
of what the Attorney is trying to achieve with his Bill. instead tried to distort both the effect of the Bill and the
In respect of both sections 15 and 15A we express the te€lovernment’s motives in introducing it.
as follows: if the defendant genuinely believed a threat to  Secondly, | have been particularly disappointed by the
exist, the question of whether the defendant’s conduct wasttitude and actions of the Opposition in relation to this Bill.
proportionate to the perceived threat is to be decided byhe Opposition indicated that it opposed the Bill at the
reference to objective standards of reasonableness. In othg#cond reading stage and indeed required a division on the
words, even where the defendant believes a threat to exist, tiggestion. That sits right and | have no quarrel with the
defendant will not be excused for overreacting even if theyexercise of that right, but in that context though | make the
believe sincerely that they were only doing what waspoint that the Opposition has now produced a set of amend-
necessary to stop the threat. ments, effectively at the last minute, after the Bill has been
If a woman in a domestic situation has been beaten the Notice Paper since 14 November last year, and despite
savagely 100 times by her violent partner, she will not be abl¢he fact that both in public and private | have had some
to rely on a self-defence argument if she plunges a knife intdiscussions with the shadow Attorney-General and invited
the chest of her assailant, assuming that the threat slm to make suggestions, and | have acted upon one of the
perceives is something short of death. It would do the womasuggestions he has made. But notwithstanding the fact that
no good to say that she felt she had to put an end to théne amendments have come late, | have circulated them to
relentless beatings or that she feared that they would ultimatéhose whom | originally consulted in detail about the Bill. |
ly get worse. The Opposition is not necessarily happy withdid not make any comment and | did not do any editorialising
the result that this woman will not be done for murder, but theon the amendments but merely sent the amendments and said,
Democrats’ support for the Government’s amendments up t.et us have your response.’ Those who were consulted were
this point suggest that the Government’s new self-defencghe Director of Public Prosecution, the Law Society, the Bar
provisions will prevail in a majority of cases. Association, a representative of the Supreme Court judges
We seek to make an exception, however, in the case of aand Mr Leader Elliott of the University of Adelaide.
intruder coming unlawfully onto someone’s private property. The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Did you send one to Bob Francis?
That is to say, we distinguish the situation of home intruders The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | gave some consideration to
from the street brawls and domestic violence situationsthat. | am always happy to talk to Bob Francis, as | am happy
which the Attorney referred to when he introduced the Bill.to discuss the issues with Mr Michael Atkinson on Bob

Page 1, line 20—Leave out ‘reasonably.’



Wednesday 26 February 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 995

Francis's show. The problem is though that there does natpplication of the question whether the act was reasonably necessary
seem to be a willingness to at least understand the argumegtven the perceived danger.

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: It is a little bit late at night. ~ The honourable member's amendment appears to have the
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: It is a bit late at night, but concepts the other way around. | suggest that that is bound
nevertheless | am up, although I must say | do not really havte lead to confusion.

the time to be listening to 5AA late at night; but | am happy  The second point that | want to make is that the Bill, as the
to participate in discussions. The difficulty when | debate thesubject of consultation, was originally drafted in such a way
issue on air with the shadow Attorney-General (Mr Atkinson)that the test was expressed in terms of reasonableness, and
is that he constantly repeats a falsehood, and that is that weasonableness was defined in terms of proportion. At the
are going back to the position prior to 1991 and that we wantequest of the shadow Attorney-General in one of our public
the old common law. On each occasion, and particularly morgiiscussions—it may have been a private discussion—the
recently on 5AA on Sunday night nearly a fortnight ago whendefinition was collapsed into the test before introduction so
Rex Leverington was on, | had to say to Mr Atkinson, that the Bill now provides what was previously the test and
Mr Leverington and all the listeners that what Mr Atkinson the definition together. It now appears that the Opposition
was saying was in fact a lie and that we are not going backants to split them again by changing the wording in a subtle
to the pre 1991 position. We are not going back to theway. | ask the honourable member if she has obtained expert
common law position. The decisions are to be taken on theigal advice on the precise effect of her amendments and, if
circumstances as the accused—the home owner, the persef whether she is prepared to make that available so that we

seeking to avail himself or herself of self-defence—genuinel\tan have a look at it and work out the rationale upon which
believes the circumstances to be. it may be based.

What we are seeking to do in this Bill is what I have said | will deal with the other amendments because they form
all along, and that is to try to guard against those circumpart of a package. In clause 2 (page 2 after line 12), the
stances where someone goes quite over the top. Already [ieader of the Opposition proposes to introduce a clause and
the present section 15 of the Act is a provision which dealgn exception. The first part is best considered as part of the
with excessive violence or excessive force by way of reactioprevious amendments, and | have already addressed that
and also with issues of criminal negligence, issues whiclnatter. | now address that part of the amendment which is
everyone | have consulted has said—and really whiclentitled ‘Exception’. The intention of this part of the amend-
triggered the consultation in the first place—are just incament is clear. The Opposition desires to have special rules
pable of simple explanation. It was that which drove me tayhich in its opinion are less onerous in their requirements
try to work through what would be a better way of dealingand which apply to a general category which generally and
with that and, of course, a reasonably proportionate reactiofr the sake of convenience we might call ‘householders
and force is the outcome of that. defending their home’. | have the following questions for the

Everyone would have read Mr Leader Elliott's recentLeader of the Opposition regarding this amendment. First,
contribution to theAdvertiserin which he said that he wanted why are home invasions to have special rules and not, for
to go back to the pre-1991 position and introduce objectivityexample, lone females defending themselves against stranger
as the criterion, but he was not prepared to acknowledge thadpe, wives defending themselves against domestic violence,
even the 1991 legislation was based upon a reasonabte police officers defending themselves against violent
principle. arrestees?

| want to place on the public record my gratitude to all  Secondly, would the exception apply to a police officer
those people to whom | have referred—the Director of Publiaising force against a trespasser? Why should it make any
Prosecutions, the Law Society, the Bar Association, represeuifference to the powers of police to use force whether the
tatives of Supreme Court judges, and Mr Leader Elliott—forsuspected criminal were a trespasser or not? Thirdly, what is
their willingness to consider the proposed amendments angéieant by a ‘trespasser'? Does it mean civil trespass or
give me their response in a very short time. They are altriminal trespass or both? If it means civil trespass, why
united in their opposition to the proposed amendments. Fashould it matter whether a person is an invitee, a licensee or
those reasons and for reasons which I will spell out in detaila trespasser? Does the honourable member seriously contem-
| indicate that the Government will oppose all the amendplate that the trial judge will direct the jury on the technical
ments proposed by the Leader of the Opposition. differences between an invitee, for example, and a trespasser

The first amendment is to leave out the word ‘reasonably’and that the Crown will bear the burden of proof beyond
This amendment and the other three, which are identical ireasonable doubt on these technical civil law matters, or will
effect, | suggest are mysterious in their motivation, so far athe jury have to be directed on the interpretation of the
I can tell. The amendments can be considered sensibly onfifiminal trespass provisions of section 17A of the Summary
in the light of the first half of the other major form of Offences Act?
amendment, which is to add a new clause, in effect, to define Fourthly, it seems that the exception is limited to the case
what is meant by ‘proportion’. | cannot tell what is desiredin which the person is an actual trespasser. What will be the
by arranging the provisions in this way. There are two pointsosition if the accused thinks wrongly that the person is a
to be made about the proposed amendments considered agespasser and it turns out that the person is not a trespasser?
whole. First, in the general law of self-defence, ‘proportion’ Fifthly, why, if the exception extends to repelling a trespass-
is seen as a component of necessity rather than the other way, does the exception not extend to those who are trying to
around. Hence, in the case ofain (1985 18 Australian prevent an attempted trespass? Sixthly, would it not be
Criminal Law Reports, page 323 at page 326), Mr Justicgimpler and yet achieve the same effect—which | do not
McGarvie said: support—if the exception simply read: ‘There is no require-

Of course, the question whether the act of the accused wd®ent of proportionate response if the accused responds to the
reasonably proportionate to the believed danger is merely a particulact of a trespasser'? That would say the same thing and
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reduce the amount of confusing and unnecessary wordéttorney has already highlighted the anomaly inherentin the
phrases and concepts involved. amendment proposed by the Leader of the Opposition which

The seventh question is: does the defendant have to progeeks to make an exception for home owners. The Attorney
that he or she was the occupier of the land or otherwisbas already drawn attention to the fact that it is quite anoma-
lawfully entitled to be there, or does the Crown have tolous to protect the home owner or householder as opposed to
disprove that beyond reasonable doubt? How exactly woulthe lone woman, the police officer, the security guard or any
a prosecutor disprove such an assertion? What is the onusather class of person who might have to rely upon the
proof on the accused? The eighth question is: is it a result afefence.
this exception that a defendant will be entitled to self-defence It seems to me that the exception provided is really a
against a trespasser even though the reaction was unreasticence to all sorts of householders, including the householder
able and even though the accused knew full well that it wasvho might be a drug dealer who sleeps with a Colt 45 under
unreasonable? If that is not the result, why not? his pillow or the landowner who has a crop of some illicit

I conclude with an example which has been given to meubstance and who might seek to rely upon the trespass, or
and which | think shows the possible unintended consethe alleged trespass, of someone coming to remove, as he
guences of an exception such as that proposed. Supposéelieves, part of his crop. It seems to me—
bouncer ejects an obstreperous patron from a club. The patron The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
returns, the requirements of the proposed exception now The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: That's right. The honourable
fulfilled. The patron is now a trespasser, and the bouncer ismiember refers to the Grossers of this world, being a person
on premises with the permission of the occupier. The bouncerho was—
can use the proposed exception and use whatever it is that the The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:
exception provides as the standard for the use of force. | do The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: The jury got it right. He is
not suppose that in moving this proposed exception thevell and truly behind bars. | understand that in Grosser’s case
Opposition intended to give greater licence to bouncers anithe police officer knocked on the door, to be shot six times.
private security guards, but that will be one effect. Is thait seems to me that this exception, seeking to protect the
really what is intended? This exception is not only uncertairome owner, is really just designed to be a populist measure,
in scope but will result, again, in confusion of the jury, because there is obviously a great deal of support amongst
complication of the law and in possibly complex trials. Like talkback radio listeners for protection of the home owner, but
the other amendments, it will be opposed. the home owner is not always only the little old lady who

I refer to my initial comments, because | know this is amight be defenceless. There are many home owners who are
difficult issue. One might have expected that if we on thewell armed.

Government side were to play politics with it we would have It also seems to me that introducing into this exception the
said, ‘To hell with any amendments; we will just let the notion of the act of a trespasser without defining precisely
judges, the juries, the prosecution and the defence stew imhat is meant is fraught with danger. It might be interesting
their own juice—let them work it out—and not worry about for the Opposition to realise that the predecessor to this
trying to do something which we believe is reasonable angrovision is the one section that the court has said can be
proper to clarify the law.” That would have been the simplehanded to the jury for the jury to figure out for themselves.
solution. | would not have had a whole range of peopleéThat was in the 1995 case ¢farvey What would an
bombarding me saying, ‘You will no longer provide protec-untrained jury make of this exception? How would it apply
tion for home owners’ and misrepresenting the position. Thathis complex formula, which is the attempt of somebody to
is a fairly emotive and easy position to put. But | have takerdraw up, in advance, rules which will apply to vastly different
the advice and considered personally the issues which hae&rcumstances?

been raised in relation to the difficulty with the existing law. It seems to me that one of the great defects of this
We have sought to propose amendments to the law which wiimendment is that it speaks of ‘trespasser’ without defining
retain the essential ingredients of the present defence of seifhat it is. The Bill itself does have a definition of criminal
defence and which try to make it more intelligible in termstrespass, as | recall it, in new section I5A, the provision
of a proportionate response so that we guard against the latealing with the defence of property, where it speaks of
being a licence to kill or a licence to act out of vengeance andriminal trespass. However, the Bill itself does not speak of
dress it up as self-defence. trespass in this provision.

The law as proposed in the amendment relies upon the In relation to this matter, we have introduced for the first
circumstances as the defendant or the person seeking to aviihe, as | understand it, the notion of defensive purpose.
himself or herself of the defence genuinely believed them t@efensive purpose is well known to the law but | ask the
be. There is no element of objectivity in that at all. The onlyAttorney whether there is any other legislation in which that
element of objectivity is in the level of force which is term is used and whether there is any judicial definition of
permitted to be used in the reaction to the threat. But thdtlefensive purpose’. | appreciate that subclause (3) provides
must be judged according to the circumstances as thibat for the purpose of this section a person acts for a
defendant genuinely believed them to be. defensive purpose in certain circumstances, but is there any

So, we have protected those who seek to defend thenother wider definition of ‘defensive purpose’, or is it intended
selves in their home, and we have sought to provide athat the definition provided in this clause will be the all-
intelligible response to the difficulties which have beeninclusive definition? It does seem to be a little odd that it
received. | therefore plead with members opposite that it iprovides that a person acts for a defensive purpose if a person
time to stop playing politics on home defence and that it isacts in self-defence. Self-defence is not specifically defined
time to get down and deal with the reality of this and to trybut by inference, presumably, it means in accordance with the
to take a sensible and responsible approach to this issue. opening words of new section 15. | do support the scheme of

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: I, too, will on this opening new section 15 which now provides a defence to the charge
clause address some general remarks to this Bill. Theather than the previous provision which provided that ‘a
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person does not commit a defence. if’. This clause now threat, from my experience it is very likely that a jury will not
makes it specifically a defence, but | ask the question: howaccept an assertion on the part of the defendant that that
will defensive purpose be interpreted? defendant genuinely believed that that person’s life or

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: I agree thatthe Government someone else’s life was in danger.
has set about clarifying but not changing the law. That is In expressing my disappointment, | ask the Attorney
quite plainly the case in relation to this legislation. The courtsvhether there is arisk, if this amendment gets up, that people
always set out to frustrate these things: Parliament tries twill be able to respond to threats in a manner out of propor-
clarify the law yet the courts set about proving that, in facttion to that threat and still be liable to an acquittal in the sort
it had not been clarified at all or that it requires new clarifica-of circumstances that | invited the Opposition to comment
tion. upon in my second reading speech.

That aside, when | look at the Opposition amendmentsit The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: The amendment seeks to
seems to me that there are all sorts of dangers, and | invigelete ‘reasonably’ before ‘proportionate’. Would the
either the Leader of the Opposition or the Attorney-Generafittorney agree that to delete ‘reasonably’ in that context
to respond to these. In relation to the question of trespass/makes the word ‘proportionate’ meaningless? The provision
understand that if my car broke down in the country and would then read:
entered a property, technically | would have committed a As adefence to a charge, if the conduct was in the circumstances
trespass. | would be on the land with no malice aforethougtas the defendant genuinely believed them, proportionate to the
seeking some help because my car had run out of petrol bl}{‘,reat' o
if 1 get shot, this person could say, ‘In my state of mind |~ The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
perceived a real threat. It appears to me that the interpreta- The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: Yes. It is necessarily
tion of this clause would allow that situation to occur. proportionate. It might be excessively proportionate or less

Another example is that | could be camping on someonéhan excessively proportionate, but one has to qualify
else’s property. | am lawfully on the land, with permission. ‘Proportionate’ in some way, otherwise it is a meaningless
If someone on the property was shooting rabbits, | could feefoncept in this context. _
that that put me at some sort of risk and | could shoot them; The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: In relation to what the Hon.
and | think that would be quite legal. | have been camping ofRobert Lawson is suggesting, to be fair, the deletion of the
several occasions and people have been rabbiting in thord ‘reasonably’ must be read in conjunction with the
vicinity. And, although it has frightened me, it seems to meamendment to insert a new subclause (4)(a). If a defendant
that | could probably construct a case where | could get ougenuinely believed a threat to exist, the question whether the
my gun and shoot them because in my state of mind, andefendant’s conduct was proportionate to the perceived threat
being fearful, | felt | was under real threat and sought to ddS to be decided by reference to objective standards of
something about it. reasonableness. To that extent there is a coherence between

The Attorney-General has given any number of exampleﬁ‘e two, much as I would like to suggest that there is not. But,
where this can be interpreted in such a way that | would hav{r the reasons that | have already indicated, the amendments
hoped the Opposition did not intend it, but at the very leas® Substantially defective. In response to the Hon. Angus
the kindest thing that one could say is that the drafting is verjR€dford, the answer so far as we can gather is, “Yes’, and |
loose or that whoever has done the drafting has been ask&@n take it no further than that. .
to do the impossible because it has opened up a Pandora’s N terms of the Hon. Michael Elliott's question about what
box of what | assume are unintended consequences. is a trespasser (and he referred to his car having broken down

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | oppose the amendment and and his going onto property to seek assistance), | am not sure

will briefly raise two aspects. In my second reading contribunat ! will give him much joy in the answer, because what is

tion | invited the Opposition to say how it would direct a jury. and is not a trespass is really a technical question of civil law.
In my second reading contribution | stated: It depends on the facts of every case. It might, for example,

depend on whether you use the front gate and a pathway or
In the situation of a person arriving home, finding a man on hi P y 9 P Y

premises having either murdered or attacked his children and in tﬁgadway’ or whether you_ use the back gate or climb a fence.
process of attacking his wife, shooting that man on a couple of The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Or you want to go across the
occasions and immobilising him and then firing two further shotspaddock.

thereby killing that man, what direction would the honourable  The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Across the paddock, over the
member give a jury in that situation’ fence, or whether, as in one High Court case, you may have
| am disappointed that | did not receive a response to thaieen told that strangers are not welcome. The point | am
question. The reason | have not a had a response to thaiaking is the very one that concerns me; that is, that it is
question is that, based on the Opposition’s amendment, thabmplex, technical and open to doubt on the amendment. |
person would be acquitted. | cannot see any basis for agannot give a clearer answer than that; just to raise the
acquittal in those circumstances on a charge of murder. questions. In terms of the Hon. Robert Lawson's first

The Opposition, in its mischievous approach to this wholecontribution, there is no technical judicial definition of
issue, is seeking to yet again completely underestimate tHdefensive purpose’ that | am aware of. What the common
basic intelligence of an average jury in dealing with factualaw courts tended to do was emphasise that the purpose of the
situations. If you have a factual situation where someone doesse of force must be defence as opposed to revenge, anger
not act proportionate to the threat that they genuinely oand like motivations. We are really seeking to encapsulate
subjectively believe and acts disproportionately, a jury in itshat emphasis, and | do not know how more clearly we can
reasoning will probably not accept a submission that a persattescribe it without making it more complex and without also
had that genuine belief. In other words, if you have a situatiomaising other technical questions that might then be the
where a person genuinely believes that they are beingubject of even more litigation. We have tried to reflect the
attacked by someone with a pocket knife and they decide tconcepts and the flavour without seeking to be overly
bring to bear force way beyond that proportionate to theechnical.
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The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: |am very disappoint- AYES (cont.)
ed that the Government and the Australian Democrats cannot  Levy, J. A. W. Pickles, C. A. (teller)
support the very serious attempt by the shadow Attorney- Roberts, R. R. Roberts, T. G.
General to address what are quite widespread community ~ Weatherill, G.
fears. NOES (10)
The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting: Elliott, M. J. Griffin, K. T. (teller)
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: The Hon. Mr Elliott Irwin, J. C. Kanck, S. M.
interjects. It is quite clear; he has already indicated that he Lawson, R. D. Lucas, R. I.
will not support the amendments. The Hon. Mr Elliott Pfitzner, B. S. L. Redford, A. J.
referred to the question of trespass, and my advice isthatthe  Schaefer, C. V. Stefani, J. F.
interpretation of trespass is that it is commonly understood PAIRS
to be wrongfully on premises and without lawful excuse. Nocella, P. Laidlaw, D. V.
Clearly, that is a very common understanding. The Attorney Holloway, P. Davis, L. H.

has asked eight quite complex questions. If he would like me Majority of 3 for the Noes.

to address those and would be prepared to give them to me Amendment thus negatived.

in writing, we can adjourn this on motion and come back later  The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: Following that

this evening and deal with those answers, if he wishes to dgnattering defeat of what was a very sensible amendment, |

so. They are quite complex questions and | do not have the, |onger wish to proceed with my amendments.
answers before me. He has asked eight questions one after theThe Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:

other. It would seem to me that the Attorney is very sensitive Page 2, lines 14 and 15—Leave out ‘establishes beyond
about the member for Spence’s success on the late night Bebasonable doubt that the defendant is not entitled to the defence’ and

Francis program. substitute ‘disproves the defence beyond reasonable doubt'.
Members interjecting: Page 3, lines15 and 16—Leave out ‘establishes beyond
The CHAIRMAN: Order! reasonable doubt that the defendant is not entitled to the defence’ and

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: |am pleased to hear substitute ‘disproves the defence beyond reasonable doubt.’

with the member for Spence, but | am not sure whether he ha§0of and are technical in nature. In the process of consulta-
done so and whether— tion with the legal profession, some concern was expressed

The Hon. K.T. Griffin interjecting: with the phrasing of the burden of proof sections, and in

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | am not sure why you particular to the phrase that the defendant was entitled to the
were unsuccessful in your attempts to be on the samdefence. These amendments are designed to overcome that
program as the member for Spence because | am sure heoilgjecti.on. and have been cjrculated to Qnd agreed with Fhe Bar
prepared to take you on any day on any issue, | am sure Hissociation, the Law Society and the judge representing the
will give a spirited defence of his proposition and | am sureSupreme Court. .
he will receive widespread public support. It seems thatwe The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: The Opposition
are looking at a complex issue. The legal people in thi$UPports the amendments.
Chamber have sought to make it into an even more complex Amendments carried; clause as amended passed.
issue than itis. The Opposition has tried to respond genuinely Title passed.
to what is widespread community fear on this issue. Bill read a third time and passed.

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: On radio talkback on ,
16 February last, the member for Spence, Michael Atkinson, MEMBER'S EDUCATION
stated:

The current law we have is very clear indeed. It is good law.
Does the Attorney-General agree with that statement? To t

Leave granted.

Attorney’s knowledge is there anyone—other than the ]
member for Spence—who has gone on the public record and The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | understand that the member
or Spence, Mr Michael Atkinson, in describing my role in

agreed with what the member for Spence has said? L )
9 The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: |do notpknow of anyone else this Bill, and indeed the Hon. Robert Lawson's role, referred

and, in fact, what Mr Atkinson is doing is creating fear. It is {0 M€ s a private school lawyer. | put on record that | have
all very well and to beat up fear but, if you cannot talk "€Ver attended a private school in my life. | am a proud
reasonably and sensibly about it, then you are really doing roduct of the public school system, and | understand that the

public disservice. In terms of the Leader of the Opposition's 10" Robert Lawson also falls into that category. | want the

suggestion that we might defer further consideration of this"c0rd put straight.

!A\gsoeurlr?bll;/kgl';l% gﬁtelstti:)nr?svgrgt]a ig\?v gﬂvzﬁethBﬁchgsr% cf:\fnd LEGAL PRACTITIONERS (MEMBERSHIP OF
oo : . - BOARD AND TRIBUNAL) AMENDMENT BILL
| invite the member for Spence, Mr Atkinson, to give

attention to the questions and see whether he is prepared to Adjourned debate on second reading.
answer them in the context of the amendments which no (Continued from 13 February. Page 920.)
doubt he would be at least familiar with; perhaps he was even
their originator. I would like to geton withitand getthe Bill  The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES (Leader of the
down to the House of Assembly. This issue has been aroundpposition): The Opposition supports the second reading.
for the past 18 months or so and it is time to get it resolvedThe Opposition has not had time to consult fully on this Bill
The Committee divided on the amendment: to this stage, but the evidence before us in this Bill clearly
AYES (7) warrants bipartisan support. The changes to requirements for
Cameron, T. G. Crothers, T. members of the Legal Practitioners Conduct Board and the

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | seek leave to make a
Hersonal explanation.
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Disciplinary Tribunal are reasonable. The Opposition doesecords, whether or not they are in the actual custody of State
not consider it essential that members of those bodies holdRecords. Clause 7(d) to which | move the amendment
current practising certificate, but it is important for membersprovides ‘to publish or assist in the publication of’ such
to be experienced lawyers with a clean record. indices, so if an agency has its own records which it is
Equally sensible is the amendment that allows the tribunainaintaining with the approval of the Manager of State
to continue in respect of a particular hearing despite the los8ecords and in such approved conditions that we can be sure
of a tribunal member for whatever reason. We do nothey are being properly looked after, this should not remove
consider that lawyers brought before the tribunal would béhe responsibility of State Records to publish or assist in
disadvantaged by this provision which, after all, reflects thepublishing indices and guidelines for the use of such records
situation which applies in Full Court hearings in the Supremas it does for the records under its care and control.
Court. We support the second reading. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:

. Page 6, line 16—After ‘State Records’ insert ‘or official records
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON secured the adjournment of the whose delivery into State Records’ custody has been postponed or
debate. is subject to an exemption granted by the Manager'.

This amendment is wider than that moved by the Hon. Anne
STATE RECORDS BILL Levy, and | invite her to consider whether she might no
longer persist with her amendment and support mine. Clause

g;gggnittaesa 2 passed 7((_1) requires State Records to publish indexes and other
Clause 3—‘Interpretatioﬁ , guides to records in the custody of State Records_. As_the Hon.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: .I move: Anne Levy nqted in her secpnd reading contribution, the
T : : clause is restricted to records in the custody of State Records.
Page 2, after line 30—Insert paragraph as follows: My amendment will require State Records to describe records

(ba) arecord received into or made for the collection Ofawhose delivery into State R ds’ dv h b
library, t call d not otherwi y into State Records’ custody has been
gs;%réa{ggsﬁi‘{mh"erbigir?fsﬁ 2?{';‘{; aggnc?,; oerr\mse postponed or is subject to an exemption granted by the

This amendment makes clear that collections such as tho%ﬂgzzg?gfrig ;te r';' a?/r; 'Egr; ng;aggnggéngiﬂsgfs ?2'3;;]2
in the Mortlock Library are not included in the definition of Manager. To achieve the desir%d outcome botﬁ/ records
‘official record’ and so not liable to be surrendered to Stat‘:\’/vhich%a\'/e been exempted from delivery to thé Manager and
Records. )
. o . records whose delivery has been postponed do need to be
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: The Opposition supports this covered by the amendment. | move my amendment in the

amendment. Obviously, it comes from a question | asked i :
the second reading debate: concern had been expressed tljrr}g eg:lc?;ézii;on. Anne Levy might see the scope of what

as the definitions currently stood, private papers deposited in ) . .
the Mortlock could be construed as being State records so, b The I’-|on. ANNE LEVY: | certainly appreciate the
ttorney’'s comments. His amendment certainly covers cases

T e e R O T eJowrich cfrred and nact can bo broader Whie | doubt
makes clear that collections such as those of the Mortlock are 2t indices or guidelines will ever be published to records
not considered State records to be put under the care anghose delivery has merely been postponed, | am certainly
control of the Manager of State Records. preparec_i to give way to the Attorney-General’'s amendm_ent

Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. as covering all | wanted to see covered and potentially being

even broader in its scope. | therefore seek leave to withdraw
Clauses 4 to 6 passed.
) ; ) my amendment.

Clause 7—Functions. Leave granted; amendment withdrawn

The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | move: 9 ; amen y

Page 6, line 16—After ‘State Records’ insert ‘or exempted by the The Hon. K.T. Griffin's amendment carried.
Manager from the requirement for delivery into the custody of State 1 "€ Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: I move:
Records’. Page 6, line 23—After ‘to issue standards’ insert ‘(following
lindicated in my second reading contribution the reasons fofonsultation with the Council).
my putting forward this amendment. This clause covers th&his the only amendment | am moving because I think that
functions of State Records, and one of its very importanwith the level of consultation that has gone on and the
functions is to publish or assist in the publication of indicesnumber of amendments which have been moved by others,
and other guides to the official records in the custody of Statéost of the territory has been covered, and | am just going to
Records. However, it is felt by many people that it should besit here and pick and choose. However, this is one issue that
a function of State Records to publish indices to all thehas not been adequately covered. | invite members to note
records of importance in the State, whether or not they arthat under clause 10(b) the Council has the functions of
held in the custody of State Records. providing advice to the Minister or the Manager in relation

I move the amendment because there is provision for the® record management, etc, and | think it is appropriate in the
Manager of State Records to exempt agencies from theircumstances that State Records, when it is issuing stand-
requirement for delivery of their records into the custody ofards, should consult with the Council before so doing.
State Records. This will occur where the agencies wish to The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The Government is prepared
maintain their own records, where they have the facilities antb support the amendment. Consultation is appropriate in the
ability to do so, and where there is complete agreement withontext of setting standards and, for that reason, we are quite
State Records that the agency should look after its owprepared to support that.
historical records. The Hon. ANNE LEVY: We support this also. It seems

However, this should not negate the responsibility of State most appropriate function for the Council to have, that it be
Records to publish indices and guidelines to these importambnsulted in the setting of standards. It will obviously contain
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a number of experts, and it is certainly appropriate that theiwho does have knowledge of South Australian history and its

advice should be sought. archives.
Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. Since this is not a statutory position, the State Historian
Clause 8 passed. cannot be named in the Bill as a member of the council, but
Clause 9—'Establishment of council.’ it is feasible to enable this membership by having the
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | move: Minister responsible for the History Trust of South Australia
Page 7, line 5—Leave out ‘seven’ and insert ‘eight. make the nomination of a historian. The State Historian

This amendment is identical with one on file from theWould be the obvious preference. At the same time, it is

Attorney-General, which is to increase the size of the StatlPortant to provide for input from the historical community
Records Council by one. There are various amendments §i! the appropriateness of the Minister's nomination, particu-
the file concerning the membership of the Council, and it may2"Y If the position of State historian is vacant, hence the
well be that when the fate of all these amendments has be&gduirement to consult with academic historians within the
determined we may need to recommit the number of actuaptate. .

persons on the Council, which may not end up being eight, The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | support this amendment. As
but may have changed according to the other variouﬂ“_e Attorney has said, the aim is to ensure that a hlsto_rlan
amendments. So, while | move at the moment that waVith @ knowledge of and an interest in South Australian
increase it from seven to eight, | am sure there will be ndvstory should be a member of the council. Although |

objection if, as a result of the various amendments, we needéthderstand that the previous form of the clause was decided
to recommit to perhaps make it nine. in 1995, we have to remember that at that time there was no

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | also have an amendment on State Historian. The position was left vacant by the Minister
file to increase the membership from seven to eight, so for the Arts for over two years. She has a habit of leaving, for
support this amendment. What we disagree about, though, i2ng periods, positions vacant on various boards and commit-
who should be the eight members. That is a matter that wi€es, Which are entrusted to her authority. | agree that the

will debate during the course of this Committee. State Historian cannot be named because it is not a statutory
The Hon. Anne Levy: If we end up with nine we may Position and, if it should happen again that there is a long
have to recommit. period of vacancy of that office, then obviously it would be

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: We may do. We will see how nappropriate to have a vacancy on the State Records Council
we go in terms of resolving that at the end. There has beenfgr Over two years.

suggestion made to me privately, in any event, that we may There is now a State Historian, but itis certainly important
need to recommit, so | do not intend to take it through allthat there be someone conversant with the history of South

stages tonight. Australia and the significance of the State records for
Amendment carried. research in that area, and it is most appropriate that such a
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: person be a member of the board. Although the number of

Page 7, line 6—Leave out paragraph (a) and insert— academic historians may not be large, they also are obviousl_y
(a) one will be a historian nominated by the Minister to concerned about the State records and the use of them in
whom the administration of the History Trust of South pursuing academic studies in history. Even if the academic
Aus(tjra"a A?]t_ 1981is C?mm'ttSEd aEEY CO”Slli_“at'O” with historians are not historians of South Australia, nevertheless
academic historians from South Australian tertiary iy il appreciate the importance of records for whatever
education institutions; and . . . L L
type of history in which they specialise. | indicate, too, that

This amendment provides for the Minister, to whom thejhe association of Professional Historians is happy with the
administration of the History Trust of South Australia Act 5mendment moved by the Attorney. The Association of
1981 is committed, in consultation with academic historiangtessional Historians includes a number of academic

from South Australian tertiary education institutions topistorians among its membership, but its membership is much

nominate an historian as a member of the Council. Th‘%roader in that a number of professional historians are not

g“ffe”t fbasis for represednti_ng his"g”?”ig%g éhethc‘gmct cademics, including among them the State historian.
erives from a recommendation made in ythe South =1 ¢ - rried.

Australian Centre for Australian Studies. Although the
number of academic historians in tertiary institutionsgwithin The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: I move:
South Australia is small, the recommendation was accepted Page 7, line 17—Leave out ‘legal practitioner’ and insert ‘person
as the most practicable way of ensuring an expert historian@0minated by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court'.
perspective was available. Even if the chosen historian di@his amendment provides for the Chief Justice to nominate
not have a primary interest in Australian history, the know-a person as a member of the council. It will be useful for the
ledge of other archives could be valuable comparativeouncil to have direct access to expertise on court records.
experience in the Council’s discussions. The legal practitioner representative in the Bill derives from
However, the declining number of academic historians anthe Libraries Board and is not so necessary for the State
the likelihood of whoever is selected not having a professionRecords Council. Enabling the Chief Justice to nominate a
al interest in Australian history and familiarity with the person is more useful. It also ensures that the differences
State’s archives is causing concern among local historiansetween records of the courts and records of public sector
and genealogists whose numbers by contrast with academagencies are better understood. This is one of the amendments
historians are increasing. Because the council has the functievhich arose out of further consultation with the Chief Justice
of approving the manager’s determinations of disposal ofbout the Bill. There was concern about the ability of the
official records, a sound knowledge of the State’s history iexecutive arm of Government to demand court records, that
seen as an important element in the council’s deliberations as, records from a court that is independent of the Executive.
disposal. If the recently appointed State historian was dhe solution is now the subject of amendments, and this
member of the council, it would have a professional historiaramendment forms part of that solution.
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The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | support this amendment Page 7, after line 17—Insert paragraph as follows:
provided there will still be some connection between court (h) one will be an Aboriginal person engaged in historical

records and State Records. research involving the use of official records nominated by
The Hon. K.T. Griffin interjecting: ff?aﬁg_'ef Executive of the Department of State Aboriginal

The Hon. ANNE LEVY: Yes. The amendments, of . .
agree with the Hon. Anne Levy that one does not necessari-

which this is one, certainly suggest that there will be ari e
association although not as strong as in the original Bill!y replace the other, but| do have some difficulties about the
endment she proposes. While she is generous enough to

Because there will be some association between the courts'. . ;
and State Records, it is appropriate that the courts haveadicate that she will support both her amendment and mine,

representative on the board in the same way as the Loc&lﬁanhno'[ respond .(\;vithfequal %e”.efosity- The amendrgent
Government Association will have a representative on th&/nich | nlwove pl’O\}{]I esb oran A k())rlg|r}ahperson glngage n
board, as State Records will also be dealing with locall'storical research to be a member of the council.
government records. So, | support the Attorney’s amendment. There are three strong reasons for this. It secures for the
If court records were to be completely divorced from Statecouncil access to a perspective which will become increasing-
Records, as are parliamentary records, it seems to me thaf) Significant given the public interest in a number of
would not be appropriate to have a representative from th8Poriginal issues—land title or native title, heritage or
courts but it would be better to have a general legal practiseParated families—for which official records have consider-

tioner. able importance. It underpins one of the functions assigned
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | have no quarrel with what bY the legislation to State Records, that is, to assist in

the honourable member says. identifying official records in the custody of State Records
Amendment carried. the disclosure of which would contravene Aboriginal
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | move: tradition. It demonstrates leadership on applying the recently

Page 7. after line 17—Insert paraaraph as follows: published Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander protocols for
%h) one will be a person vF\)/ho gaspa member of the public libraries, archives and information services (1995), which
makes use of official records in the custody of stateincludes an expectation that agencies such as State Records

Records for research purposes. will ensure appropriate Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander

| realise that the Attorney has another amendment, but | thinRiembership on governing and advisory bodies, including
the two amendments are compatible. They are not either/dpoards, councils and committees. | am pleased that the Hon.
so it is quite possible to have both. | am happy to vote foAnne Levy is prepared to support that amendment.
both amendments. | will discuss the Attorney’s amendment On the other hand, as | said, | cannot support the amend-
as well as mine, even though he has not moved it yet, becausgent proposed by the Hon. Anne Levy. It encompasses
they are interrelated. The Attorney suggests that one membfgmily historians and local historians, but | suggest that it
of the council should be an Aboriginal person who is engage@ould be surprising if none of the seven members did not
in historical research and using State Records for thdtave this lay perspective in addition to the other expertise for
research. My amendment proposes a general user, amemhdrich they were selected. The selection of a suitable person
of the public who makes use of the official records forfor this category, given that no organisation is specified to
research purposes. Obviously, under my amendment, th&take nominations, one could suggest, is potentially burden-
person could be an Aboriginal person but need not be.  some and controversial. Family historians and local historians
Whilst | support having an Aboriginal person on the will make strong claims, but it is their interests and concerns
council in the light of the great importance of Aboriginal that may be more significant.
records to members of the Aboriginal community, | am told | suggest also that the proposal is at odds with the design
that at any one time there are not necessarily many Aboriginaif the council. It has been deliberately constructed to provide
people making use of State Records for Aboriginal historicathe Minister and the Manager with a range of expert perspec-
research. It seems to me that the most frequent users of Stdiees. The introduction of an important dimension that is
Records for research purposes are not Aboriginal people batrrently missing, that is, an Aboriginal researcher, will make
ordinary members of the public. They make use of a gredor a stronger council. | would suggest that the addition of a
variety of the State records, not just the Aboriginal sectiorlay historian will simply reinforce some perspective which
but the vast array of topics covered by State Records relevawill be present. | suppose the other point that has to be made
to any part of the history of this State. is whether it is desirable for the council to expand in num-
There is certainly concern amongst people who use thedgers. | am not suggesting that it will be unworkable but, of
official records that there should be a representative of theourse, the larger the membership, the greater the disparity
ordinary average user on the council who can bring to beasf views, potentially, around the table, but also the more
the point of view of someone who is constantly making usedifficult it may be to discern distinctive advice which
of these records when, let us face it, one of the major topicemanates from a wider range of people.
of discussion for the council will be in terms of destruction ~ The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | will support both amend-
or disposal of what are regarded as State records that ameents because | do not have a problem with either of them.
surplus to requirements. Of course, once records are déwill respond first to comments about an Aboriginal person
stroyed, they can no longer be used. Many people have statedgaged in historical research. It may be true that at this stage
to me that they feel it important that there should be on therery few Aboriginal people are actively involved in historical
council someone who is constantly making use of Stateesearch, but it is important that an Aboriginal person is on
records for their historical research. | propose my amendmettihe body because a great deal of research will still be done in
and indicate that | am very happy to support the Attorney’shat area. There is a real chance that this person will have an
amendment, as | do not see that they are alternatives but tha&boriginal perspective in terms of the implications of keeping
we can have both of them. records. The fact that this person is also engaged in historical
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: research means that they have an understanding from that
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perspective as well, so | see that as highly valuable, and | Leave granted.

support that. This Bill seeks to make a minor amendment to the Super-
The Hon. Mr Griffin is probably right on two counts in annuation Act 1988.

saying that there might already be on the council people who The amendment proposed will be of benefit to those persons who
nsfer to employment in the Public Service from employment with

. . . T,
are ar_nateur historians and that there is a range of amatemher the police force or ETSA Corporation, where they were
h'St_OHanS fro_m whom we could choose. | argue that th%lreadyamemberofthe superannuation scheme established by that
option of having such a person would enable a perspectivemployer as at 3 May 1994. The Bill proposes that those persons be
which is missing from the council to be covered. If among theable to make application, and be accepted by the South Australian

other members a particular aspect was covered but anoth%%ggaa?gﬁzwgrﬁfgggé as 'f‘:gmtflr\iao; t{‘ggzmp sum scheme that was

important one was missing, this appointment presents an”the Government has decided to seek to have this amendment
opportunity to close off that gap. | do not think it creates anymade to the legislation in order to ensure that persons who seek to
special difficulties at all. transfer employment within the public sector are not disadvantaged

The Hon. Anne Levy’s amendment carried; the Hon with respect to superannuation, where they had already made a
KT Griffin’s'amendment carried ' ‘decision to be a member of the employer’s superannuation arrange-

ments.
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | move: In particular, this amendment will assist those persons who have
Page 7, after line 18—Insert subclause as follows: been transferred to the public service as a consequence of their area
(@) At least two members of the Council must be women andf €mployment being transferred from either the police force or the
at least two must be men. TSA Corporation.

L The Bill provides that persons to whom the provisions apply,
| am pleased to see that the Attorney has a similar amendmemist make application to be accepted into the closed lump sum
on file. In his summing up, the Attorney suggested thascheme under these special provisions, within 3 months of the date

perhaps we had got to the stage where it was no |Ong‘€lgtransfer. A transitional provision will allow those persons who

. p : ve transferred between 3 February 1994 and the date of the
necessary to insert gender requirements. | am afraid lamn mmencement of the Amendment Act, to make application within

as sanguine as he. Far too many boards are still being set Bpnonths of the commencement of the Act.
with anything but gender balance and, while we have The Public Service Association has been consulted in relation to
managed to raise the figure to 30 per cent of members dfe Bill and has indicated its support for the Bill.
boards in categories 1 and 2 being female, we are stillalong , Explanation of Clauses
L . ause 1: Short title
way from 50 per cent. Although the current Minister might cjause 1 is formal.
be trusted to ensure that there was some form of gender Clause 2: Amendment of s. 22—Entry of contributors to the
balance, one cannot assume that in the future all Ministergcheme . o .
will do so unless such a requirement is written into theClause 2 amends section 22 of the principal Act. Subsection (15)

: : : : . ives an employee three months after the new employment has
legislation. | feel it desirable that we specify some attempt&y>> 85 ETP- gpply for membership of the closed partAivd Ny

at gend_er balan_ce until the average ﬁgure for women 0Bection (16) gives a person whose employment commenced before
boards is a lot higher than the current figure. the commencement of the amending Act three months after the

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: We have got it up pretty high commencement of that Act to apply for membership. This transi-
so far tional provision applies for the benefit of a person whose employ-

. ment commenced at any time on or after 3 February 1994 but before
The Hon. Anne Levy: 30 per cent. the commencement of the amending Act. It ensures that employees
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Yes, 30 per cent is a signifi- whose employment commenced within three months before 4 May

cant improvement. | support the amendment. The point {3994 have a full 3 months in which to apply for membership of the

that, from my experience over the last three years, o me.

Government has recognised th_e need to have a proper gender-l-he Hon. ANNE LEVY secured the adjournment of the

balance on boards and committees.

The Hon. Anne Levy: You have not got it in all of them debate
Py ay means. POLICE SUPERANNUATION (MISCELLANEOUS)
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Of course we have not, but we AMENDMENT BILL

are making significant progress. | will not make a big issue
of it on this occasion or on subsequent occasions either for Received from the House of Assembly and read a first

that matter. | indicate support. time.
Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | move:
Clause 10 passed. That this Bill be now read a second time.
Progress reported; Committee to sit again. | seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
in Hansardwithout my reading it.
SUPPLY BILL Leave granted.

R ived f he H i A bl d d a fi This Bill seeks to make three technical amendments to the Police
eceived from the House of Assembly and read a firsgperannuation Act 1990, which establishes and maintains the two

time. closed superannuation schemes for police officers.
The amendments are minor in nature and deal with the provisions
SUPERANNUATION (EMPLOYEE MOBILITY) of the closed pension scheme, known in the Act as the ‘old scheme'.
AMENDMENT BILL The proposed amendments are required to ensure that members of

the closed schemes are treated in a fair and equitable manner.

. ! One of the amendments seeks to provide an option for members

~ Received from the House of Assembly and read a firsf the pension scheme to elect to preserve their accrued pension if
time. they resign and are aged between 50 and 55 years. Under the existing
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | move: p[)ol\/isions Eftf;]e Act, persgrés reSfi_gnin@{ b_etV\r/]eefn thesg alges have the

P ; ability to take their accrued benefits only in the form of a lump sum.
That this Bill be now read a secon_d time. . The effect of the proposed amendment to the definitions section of
I seek leave to have the second reading explanation insertggt Act will ensure that any person resigning before the age of 55

in Hansardwithout my reading it. years, will be able to preserve their accrued benefit, and apply to take
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the pension on attaining the age of 55 years. In terms of the existing Explanation of Clauses

legislation, persons who resign before the age of 50 years, have the Clause 1: Short title

ability to preserve their accrued pension benefit. This amendmei@lause 1 is formal.

will principally assist those persons taking a voluntary separation Clause 2: Commencement

package under the age of 55 years. Clause 2 provides for the commencement of clauses 6 and 7 of the

The second and third amendments proposed in the Bill, seek t%i”glom 1 %lglxlggg. Cofs. dint i
restore two benefits that applied under the repealed Act. Th ause o. Amenament of s. 4—interpretation
restoration of these provisions is necessary to ensure that Wheﬁéause 3 amends the interpretative provision of the principal Act to

certain and unexpected circumstances eventuate, the spouse ﬁgmdethatamember who leaves employment voluntarily between

dependent children of a member who retired under the repealed AFI€ 29€s of 50 and 55 and who is not taken to have retired will be
are able to have access to options that they were expecting to [§ak€n to have resigned. This will enable the member to preserve his
available on the member's death. The first of these amendment§ her benefits under the principal Act.

proposes to reinstate an option available under the repealed Act, Clause 4: Amendment of s. 25—Termination of employment on
under which a spouse who is automatically entitled to a pension anfvalidity . .

lump sum on the death of a member pensioner, may elect ta, Clause 5: Amendment of s. 31—lInvalidity pension

exchange the lump sum for an increased pension. The option is onfy!2USes 4 and 5 are consequential. .

attractive to a Spouse in certain circumstances, because the pensjonClause 6: Amendment of s. 32—Pensions payable on

; ; ; : ontributor’s death
g?:é%ﬁe?ﬁi?feﬁﬁggihge is not indexed for the movement in thé Clause 7: Amendment of Schedule 1—Transitional Provisions

. Clauses 6 and 7 solve the technical transitional problems already
The third amendment seeks to make an amendment to th@iscussed.

Transitional Provisions in Schedule 1, by ensuring that a child’s .
pension resulting from the death of a member pensioner who The Hon. ANNE LEVY secured the adjournment of the
commenced pension under the repealed Act, is not less than the lewiébate.

of pension payable to another child who commenced pension under
the repealed Police Pensions Act. ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION

By the very nature of the proposed amendments in sections 6 and (MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT BILL
7 of the Bill, they will only be of benefit to persons in the particular ) )
circumstances on which the provisions are based. Furthermore, to Received from the House of Assembly and read a first
ensure that persons affected by these provisions are not disadvaime.
taged, it is proposed that the provisions be effective as from 1 July
1996.

The Police Association and the Police Commissioner have been . . .
consulted in relation to these proposed amendments, and they have At 10.50 p.m. the Council adjourned until Thursday 27
advised that they fully support the amendments. February at 2.15 p.m.

ADJOURNMENT



